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ERRATA.

In the Preface, second line, for “  Spiritual Supremacy,’* 
read, 6i Ecclesiastical Supremacy.”

Page 7, of Refutation, 5th line, for, “  1791,” read, “ 1794.”

Page 9, line 3, for u Keady ,”  read, u  Glaneavy

Page 14, line 3, for “  all the People o f  Ire la n d ” read,
all the rest o f the People o f Ireland .”

Page 15, line 18, for u hardly two and a f i f th , ” read, “ about 
two and a half.”

Page 23, in the N ote , for cc with what these Martello 
towers,” read, “  with which, &o.”

Page 25, line 8, for “  1698,” read, 46 1690.”

Page 36, line 11, for “  on a Catholic K ing ,” read, u  an a 
Catholic King.”

Page 49, line 4, for u fo u r  or f i v e j '  read, u six  o f  the Mem
bers, &c.”

Page 63, line 11 , article Re?. Matt. Lennon, for çca daily  
>1 ass,” n?ad, iC a daily Mass for his soul
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PREFACE.

I n  speaking of that portion o f the 
people of Ireland who adhere to the spiritual 
supremacy of the Court of Rome, we have 
invariably, throughout this Tract, denominated 
them Roman Catholics, an appellation to 
which (although their writers and orators style 
them “ Catholics”)  they cannot in law or 
reason object, the Act of Parliament of 1793 
being entitled, “ An Act for the Relief of 

His Majesty’s Popish, or Roman Catholic 
“ subjects oi Ireland.” As long, there
fore, as they adhere in spirituals to the Pope 
and Court of Rome, why should they object 
to any gentleman or scholar calling them 
“ Papists,” from the word Papa, the Latin 
for Pope, or “ Romanists,” from Roma, Rome, 
the former seat of his power and authority? 
If they object to, or are offended at those 
names, why do they not dissolve the con
nexion ? and then no gentleman or scholar 
will ever think of applying to them the de
nominations of Papist or Romanist after their 
Emancipation.

a



There are two oilier circumstances connect-* 
ed with “ the Statement,” to which vve must 
here advert. The first is, that the publica
tion seems to have been withheld until just 
before the meeting of Parliament, when it 
was well known that some of their triends 
would immediately bring their claims into 
discussion, and that it would be hardly pos
sible that any answer to the Statement could 
be brought out in time to contradict the as
sertions and misrepresentations which it con
tained, This is not the conduct of men feel
ing themselves strong in the justice of their 
cause, and conscious that their public State
ment of their grievances was true and well 
founded ; but, as if fully aware how exposed 
their Statement is to Refutation, and, as if 
conscious that it would provoke exposure, they 
endeavour to prejudice its readers against any 
reply, by insinuating that “ some hireling or 
“ expectant pamphleteer” would lay hold of 
some “ unguarded phrase or ambiguous ex
pression,” and garble their sentiments and 
malign their intentions. That we have been 
guilty of no such base and unworthy practices, 
the ample extracts which we have made from 
the Statement will fully convince the unpreju
diced reader. Should our"Refutation be rev
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plied to, we only hope that those who under
take the task will quote it as fully and fa irly  
as we have done “ the Statement.” W ith  
respect to the supposition of its authors, that 
only “ an hireling or expectant pamphleteer” 
could be induced to expose its mistatements 
and their tendency, we can naturally account 
for and pardon their vulgar error: we can 
easily imagine, that having paid so dearly 
themselves for the support which they have 
obtained from their literary* as Avell as other 
advocates and champions, they cannot con
ceive it possible that any man can be found 
voluntarily to come forward and defend the 
Constitution in Church and State, without 
having pocketed g, bribe, or been promised 
a place.

But what could have tempted the wise 
men and privy counsellors oi the Roman Ca
tholics of Dublin, to publish at this particular 
juncture, such a proclamation as “ the State
ment” lying before us ? Every thing was 
going on in their favour; they had cajoled 
or intimidated, and stunned with vociferation 
the common herd of their, opponents. Every 
thing seemed to be going on most prosperously 
for “ the cause,”—their leaders and “ wise

* It is jaid £ 1,600 to one gentleman for writing one pamphlet.!
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men of Gotham” had hitherto had the pru
dence not to deiine the full extent of their 
claims ;—their traders in politics had opened 
a running account with the “ Protestant libç- 
rality” of the country, they have now most 
prematurely furnished us with their hill. Their 
political tactitians, under the masked battery, 
first, of “ Catholic Emancipation,” and next 
of “ Religious Liberty,” were making most 
successfully their approaches against the c i
tadel of the Constitution; but they have at 
length demanded that the garrison should yield 
without terms, and make an immediate and un
conditional surrender.

It was the wish of the patient man in the 
agony of his sufferings, “ oh that mine enemy 
would write a book” and the “ wise men of 
“ Gotham," among the Roman Catholics of 
Ireland, have written, revised, and published 
a book, and such a book, that had their bitter
est enemies hired a host of writers to expose the 
designs of the leading and violent men of their 
party, not one of the hirelings, with his 
utmost malignity, could have done it so ef
fectually, as their own writers have done it 
themselves.

So much at present for the mischief wliiçh
the Statement has brought upon their own



r

body, let us advert now to the injuries which it 
may inflict upon our common country, and the 
holy cause of freedom all over the globe.

If there were a foreign enemy who surveyed 
with malignant satisfaction the religious dis- 
sentions of Ireland, he would rejoice to be
hold a publication calculated to perpetuate 
suspicion and eternal distrust.

If there were a foreign enemy disposed to 
take an active part in disturbing the pcace 
of this country, he would rejoice in finding 
so much of his object already accomplished 
by “ the Statement.”

If there were a foreign enemy who wished 
to see the affections of a large portion of 
the people of Ireland alienated from the Go
vernment and the laws, under which they 
live and derive prosperity, he would rejoice 
in the publication of “ the Statement.”

If there were a foreign enemy who wished 
to invade Ireland, how he would rejoice in 
a “ Statement,” so calculated to pre-dispose 
a large portion of its population for the re
ception of his troops with open arms, upon 
its coasts.

[  vii  ]



If there were a foreign enemy who had 
emissaries in this country, he would direct 
them to endeavour to impress upon the 
.minds of the Roman Catholics of Ireland 
similar sen tim en ts and opinions with those 
which are inculcated in “ the Statement.

U n fortu n ately  there is such an enemy in 
pur neighbourhood,—an enemy animated with 
sentiments of the most deadly an im osity  against 
the British empire—fu ll of projects of inva
sion, and planning the dismemberment and 
su b ju gation  of this free, heaven-favoured, and 
prosperous empire-——— -*bonaparte 
Should “ the Statement” of the penal laws 
which aggrieve the Catholics of Ireland 
fall into the hands of Bonaparte, well might 
he eulogize its authors, heartily no doubt 
would he rejoice in their important, (but un
intentional, we presume*) labours in his service, 
—upon a perusal of “ the Statement, he 
would naturally exclaim, “ W ell done! un
known, but worthy coadjutors oi all my secret 
plans and machinations', your “ Statement 
will help to accomplish all the most san
guine wishes of my heart. By the represen
tations which you have given to * t£ the Ro-

* Bonaparte will certainly rail them Roman Catholics until 
lie has abolished the Pope’s jurisdiction in Ireland, as ho 
has finally done throughout his empire yn the Continent.

[  v u i  ]



man Catholics” of Ireland, of the nature of 
the British service, you will prevent them from 
recruiting that army* which has torn the laurels 
from the brows o f my Invincibles, and assist 
me in subjugating « the Peninsula”— --W ell  
have you done ! my unknown, but worthy co
adjutors! your “ Statement will have ren
dered superfluous all those directions.. which 
I have given to my emisssaries in Ireland, 
to labour to alienate the affections of the 
Irish Roman Catholics from their Govern
ment and from England, and to prepare 
them for the reception of the first army which 
I can contrive to smuggle to their shores. 
AV ell done ! unknown, but worthy coadjutor^ 
of all my plans of force and guile for the 
destruction of “ Carthage and « the free
dom of the seas —I shall avail myself of your 
encouragement and your aid, until I have 
obtained the great object of my heart, the 
destruction of the British empire, and the 
dominion of the world ;—and then I shall 
consign you to the common fate, which I
meditate for all the inhabitants of the Bri
tish islands and their dependencies—contempt
and misery, slavery and degradation.

J a n . 23 , 1812.

£ ix ]

*  Vide Chap# r. Sections 1 & 2 o f  the Statement.*''
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REFUTATION
O F  THE

S T A T E M E N T  O F  T H E  P E N A L  LAWS,

W H I C H  AGG RIEV E THE

C A T H O L IC S  OF I R E L A N D .

T H I S  Pamphlet, which has provoked our animad
versions, is printed by H ugh Fitzpatrick, of Capel- 
street, Bookseller and Printer to the Royal College 
of Maynooth, and whose house has been for some 
years past, and continues to be, the place of public 
and private meeting of the persons styling them
selves The General Committee of the Catholics 
of Ireland ” It appears by an Advertisement prefix
ed to this publication, that it has been at press ever 
since (if not previous to) the prorogation of the last



Session of Parliament in the month of July last. 
Full time, therefore, has been taken by the author, 
or rather authors of it, (for it has all the appear
ance of being the handy-work of many persons) to 
consider its contents, and obtain accurate informa
tion upon the statements now hazarded in it. 
I t  is the “ general report, as well as belief, that 
this Statement” has been carefully revised and 
corrected by a Sub-Committee, and that the origi
nal draft of it was considerably pruned and cut 
down. I t  is now given to the public (with all its 
imperfections on its head) as the deliberate m a n i 

f e s t o  of the leaders of the Catholic Commit
tee,” as their o f f i c i a l  s t a t e m e n t  of the p e n a l  

l a w s ,  under which their Body labour, and as the 
u l t i m a t u m  pro hac vice, of the D EM A N D S oi 
the Roman Catholics of Ireland.

O f this list of P E N A L LAW S and G R IE V A N C E S ,  

most, if not all, (as will be proved in the course 
of these remarks) have no existence but in the 
the heated imaginations of turbulent and designing 
demagogues ; and with respect to their D E 
MANDS, these have, if not in the letter, certainly 
in the spirit, no other boundary than the circum
ference of the Island.

There was a time, but it is now gone by, when 
the Roman Catholics of Ireland in their conduct, 
as well as in their speeches and publications, 
adopted the language of humility and supplica
tion, In the years 1778 and 1792, they termed

[ 2 ]



the ample relaxation of the laws, which were then 
truly  penal, “ c o n c e s s i o n s . ”

u  But Iowliucss is young Ambition’s ladder.”

After the passing of the Bill of 1793 for their 
Relief, which Bill, be it remembered, gave them 
more than their Committee had asked in their 
ultimatum  of February, 1792, all was gratitude 
and joy. That Bill gave them the e l e c t i v e  f r a n 

c h i s e ,  unqualified, which the year before they had 
solicited under certain restrictions of their own 
proposing; and it made them eligible to every 
office in the State, with the exception of those 
enumerated in the 33 Geo. 3. chap. 21. and of the 
privilege of sitting in Parliament. Such were the 
important “ Concessions” of 1793, which their 
leaders at the time received with professions of 
the greatest gratitude and the most entire con
tent. “ By this Act (says their great historian, 
Mr. Plowden) the present state of the Catholics of 
Ireland  is settled.” W hat has followed ? The 
country has never been settled from that day to 
this. \a>* ' .

The Concessions” of 1793 immediately after 
produced CLAIMS, and concessions will always 
produce new claims, as long as claims produce new 
concessions ; and if it were possible that the d e 

m a n d s  which are now made could be extorted to 
morrow, what security, from the example of the 
past, have we, that they would be received with 
gratitude, or enjoyed with moderation?

[ 3 3



C * ]

Let us hear, however, what are now their 
DEM ANDS ; firs t  for their clergy, and next for 
themselves. But let us previously notice the man
ner and temper in which they are made. As their 
grievances are founded on misrepresentation, so 
are their D EM A N D S made with menace and 
intimidation. Their m a n i f e s t o ,  after a gross ex
aggeration of their numbers, and an assertion that 
"  the agricultural class is almost universally Ca
tholic,5’ forgetting the preponderance of the Protes
tant Population, in five or six o f the northern coun
ties ; and, the multitude of wealthy, as well as mid
dling farmers, and labourers, and servants, who are 
Protestants, in most of the other countries in Ire 
land,— the Manifesto opens with the following 
Menace : “ The Catholics occupy the most valu
able positions, whether for commercial, or m ili
tary purposes.— The  boldest coasts,— the most na- 
vigable rivers, and most tenable passes the most 
fertile districts,—the richest supplies of forage, 
the readiest means o f  attack and defence.” And 
then they go on to describe this, bv their account, 
aggrieved, and, of course, discontented Popu
lation, as amounting in number, to five  out of 
six  of every man in Ireland, and, as t e n  to o n e ,  

compared with the Members of the Established 
Church ; making the whole mimber of the Pro
testants and Presbyterians, and other dissenters 
in Ireland but 800,000, of which, by their 
«  Statement,” 500,000, only, are of the Church 
of England. Now for this Statement, we hare



no other argument or authority but their own 
assertion. “ The Catholic Committee/* which 
sat in Dublin, in 1792,, first made the assertion, 
that the Roman Catholics of Ireland  were, to 
the Protestants, as three to one; but they ad
mitted, in that year, that the Protestants amounted 
to one million of the Population. W hat then? has 
plague or famine, or the sterility of the Protestant 
women decreased the million in the space of 
twenty years, to 800,000, only!! And has the 
most miraculous fecundity of the females of the 
Roman Catholic Religion, added in the same 
space of time nearly t w o  m i l l i o n s  to the number 
of their Population ? The Roman Catholics, by 
their own account, and the speech of their great 
Advocate in Parliament, Mr. Grattan, were, in 
1793, but t h r e e  m i l l i o n s . A very few years 
after their numbers were stated, by themselves, 
to amount to three millions and a half. The Re
bellion of 1798, and their consequent losses 
followed, and by their own account, they have 
been supplying the Army and Navy, almost ex
clusively, with soldiers and seamen ever since ; 
yet, when they presented their fir s t  Petition to the 
Parliament of the United Kingdoms, they had 
encreased to fo u r  millions, and now, when they 
are about to Petition again, they slate their 
numbers at f i v e ,  or at four millions two hundred 
thousand, at the lowest computation; so it ap
pears, that besides the ordinary modes of encrease, 
the Roman Catholics of Ireland have nearly doubled 
their numbers by P e t i t i o n s  to P a r l i a m e n t  !



I am aware that, until a regular Census of the 
Population of Ireland is taken, ( i f  a fa ir  and 
exact Census ca?L n o w  be made), all estimates of 
the amount of the population, and the relative 
proportion of the Roman Catholics to the P ro 
testants, are but ingenious speculations. The 
best and fairest estimate, however, of the popula
tion of Ireland, and the relative number of the 
Protestants and Roman Catholics, (because it pro
ceeds upon some data), is, in our opinion, to be 
found in a small Tract, entitled Extracts from 
Doctor Duigenan’s Fair Representation.”

It appears by this Tract, that there have been 
two enumerations of the Population of Ireland, 
made under the direction of the Government, the 
first by the celebrated Sir William Petty, in the 
year 1672, apd the other in the year 1732.— Sir 
William Petty states, that the whole Population 
of the Island at the former period (which was six
teen years antecedent to the Revolution), amounted 
then to one million one hundred thousand. In 
1732 they were found to be under two millions— 
these are the only regular census of the Population 
which have ever been taken.

In 1791, Mr. Gervais Bushe, a Member of the 
Trish House of Commons, published an account of 
the number of Houses in Ireland, calculated from 
the Hearth-money Books ; and Mr. Chalmers, in 
his “  Estimate,” relying upon these Returns, 
(whose accuracy, it is well known, the late Right

[ 6 ]
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Honourable John Beresford, so many years at the 
head of the Revenue Department, greatly doubted) 
and attributing six persons to each house, through
out the kingdom, estimated the Population of Ire
land in 1791, at four millions two hundred thou
sand ; according to which estimate, this country 
must have nearly quadrupled its Population in 
the space of 119 years. Mr. Chalmers, after the 
most accurate investigation into the best autho
rities upon the subject, states the Population of 
England and Wales, at the Revolution, at about 
seven millions ; and it is well known that by the 
census lately taken of the Population of England 
and Wales, the present amount is under twelve 
millions. Now, if in a country like England and 
Wales, abounding in food and employment for the 
poor, blessed with internal peace, prospering in 
commerce and manufactures, and in the highest 
state of agricultural improvement—If  in a country 
so circumstanced, “ with all appliances and means 
to boot” to encourage the encrease of the human 
species, the Population has nothing like doubled 
in the space of a century— is it not preposterous to 
suppose, that the Population of Ireland, which, 
until the era of our Free Trade in 1782, was a 
country of Shepherds and Graziers, which did not 
produce corn sufficient for its internal consump
tion ; £f whose Population was constantly thinned 
by furnishing the armies of foreign potentates, 
as well as Great Britain, with soldiers, and all 
foreign nations, and especially America, with



crowds of emigrants ; is it not preposterous to sup
pose, that a country labouring under such grievous 
checks to her Population, (from which she has 
been scarcely thirty  years relieved), should have 
very nearly quadrupled her Population in the course 
o f  the last hundred years ? whilst we know, that 
in the same period, England  with every advantage, 
according to the theories of the best writers upon 
the subject, for the encrease of her people, has in 
the same period, nothing nearly doubled her num
bers.

Doctor Duigenan, in his tract upon this subject, 
observes, "  I think the calculation made by M r. 
Chalmers, from the Documents afforded by M r. 
Bushe, of the number in each house, is too great ; 
in particular, the calculation of six persons to a 
house of one hearth; (of which description of 
houses, or rather hovels, there were in 1791 a vast 
proportion), the inhabitants of such houses (or 
hovels) cannot be supposed to maintain servants ; 
they consist oi a man, his w'ife and children, when 
fu lly  inhabited; often of widows and children. 
The Irish inhabitants, of such houses, send off their 
children as labourers or servants the moment they 
are able to gain any kind of subsistence in cor
roboration of the accuracy of Doctor Duigenan’s 
opinion, that Mr. Chalmers’s estimate of six persons 
to each house in Ireland is too large an average, 
we can adduce the following recent fact : - I q  the year

[ 8 ]



1810, Doctor Cupples., one of the most respectable
, clergymen in the north of Ireland, went through
the very populous parishes of Lisburn  and Keacly
adjoining to it, and took an accurate list of the
number of houses and of the whole Population of
both, and it appears from a statement furnished bv
him, and now in the possession of a gentleman of
high rank and station in Dublin, that the average

to
number to each house, in two of the most thickly 
inhabited country parishes in this kingdom, is hardly 
five and a quarter to each house ; now, if in these 
two uncommonly populous Parishes in the North, 
in which, from the comfortable circumstances of 
their inhabitants, and the constant employment 
which the Linen Manufacture affords to both sexes 
and all ages, they are not necessitated, as in other 
parts of the country to leave home to seek for 
employment, if in these two Parishes, the ave
rage number is found to amount hardly to five and 
a quarter for each house, is it not incontestable 
that the average of six to each house throughout 
the Kingdom in 1794 must have been a most over
rated calculation ? I f  the Population of Ireland in 
1794 was not therefore as we have reason to think, 
four millions, what an outrageous species of 
Arithmetical progression in population must that 
be, which in the short interval of eighteen years^
gives to Ireland Five Millions of Inhabitants ?------
The Population of Ireland has been greatly over
rated ; but it is the best of the “ Catholic ar-

c
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guments” tho* it lias not all the force  which those
who apply it, so fondly imagine, and so confidently 
rely on.

Rut see again, how erroneous the calculations 
respecting Irish  Population have proved upon dili
gent search and accurate investigation : a gentle
man who is now a Fellow of our University, in a 
Medical Treatise which lie'published in 1796, esti
mated the population of Dublin at near fo u r  hundred 
thousand people ; Doctor Duigenan, who published 
his Fair Representation” after that year, stated his 
belief that they did not exceed two hundred thou
sand ; how has the fact turned out ? The Rev. M r. 
Vthitelaw has since that period taken a census of 
the Population of the metropolis within the Circular 
Road , (the accuracy of which, has not been dispu
ted,) and that at a time when the city was crowded 
with fugitives from the surrounding country, 
and their exact number was found to amount to 
182,370* only, so that in fact the encrease of our Po
pulation keeps no pace with the encrease of, what 
Dr. Duigenan most truly and humourously styles,

the men in buckram , whom our Patriots have ar
rayed ior the purpose of bearding Great Britain*9

W ith respect to the Landed Property of the Ro
man Catholics, as the “  Statement/’ amidst all

* Including the Garrison of 7000 Men : and in the returns 
made to G overnm ent by the Conservators o f the Peace, in 
1804, the population was found in that year to amount to 
lT>7,8Sia only. Se e M r. W hftelaw ’s book, last edition, p. 2&
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its exaggerations, does not venture to lay any 
stress upon this topic, and as it is notorious^ that 
they have only been enabled to purchase estates 
within the last thirty-five years, we need not en
ter into any details to prove Doctor Duigenan’s 
statement, that they have not more than a fiftieth 
part of the Landed Property of Ireland  in their 
possession. But our readers will permit us to 
give Dean Swift’s description of the strength and 
condition of the Irish Roman Catholics in 1708.

“  We look upon them (says the Dean, in his 
Letter to a Member of Parliament against repeal
ing the Sacramental Test) to be altogether as in
considerable as the women and children— their 
lands are almost entirely taken away from them, 
and they are rendered incapable of purchasing 
more ; and for the little that remains, provision iu 
made in the late Act against Popery, that it will 
daily crumble away. To prevent which, some of 
the most considerable among them are already 
■turned Protestants, and so in all probability will 
more.” And then, after an observation about the 
Roman Catholic clergy, which we will not quote, 
lest wc should destroy the Dean’s popularity for 
ever with the Members of the Catholic Committee, 
he adds, “ so the Protestant clergy will find it no 
difficult matter, perhaps, to bring over great num
bers to their Church.”

The event was as the Dean predicted, and most 
of the Roman Catholics possessed of landed pro-



pertv, either c o n f o r m e d  themselves, or educated their 
children Protestants ; and even the lower class 
came over frequently to our communion until 
1776, when the age of recantation expired.

In the enumeration already alluded to, made in 
1732, all the families in Ireland were numbered, 
distinguishing the Protestant from the Roman 
Catholic ones; and the calculation of the gross 
numbers of the former was at that period in the 
proportion of one to two and a half. And as at 
that period the Irish Government and Parliament 
were always clamouring for fresh Penal Laws 
against the Roman Catholics, it is not improba
ble that their numbers were then much over-rated, 
to magnify the danger to be apprehended from 
them, and to justify further restraints.

But we have farther, as Doctor Duigenan re
marks, the evidence of one of their own writers, 
Doctor Burke, the Titular Bishop of Ossory, 
who, in his cc Hibernia Dommicana first pub
lished at Brussels, in 1762, mentions au enume
ration made by their own clergy, in 1731, by 
which census it appears, that there were then in 
Ireland, 700,453 Protestants, and 1,309,768 Ro
man Catholics. I t  is not very probable that 
this enumeration, (to judge from those calcu
lations which Roman Catholics have since made), 
over-rated the Protestants, or under-rated their 
own numbers ; and yet, even by Doctor Burke s 
Account, their proportion, in 1731, was not 
two to one ; and the Titular Bishop, as Doctor
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Duigenan states, complains in his “ Dominicana” 
that the proportion had greatly cncreased on 
the Protestant side, from 1731 to 1762, when he 
wrote his Book, owing to the severe laws against 
Popery, the operation of the Protestant Charter 
Schools, &c. &c. causes of the decrease of the 
numbers of the Roman Catholics, which con
tinued to have full and efficient operation down 
to the year 1776. How is it possible then, that 
within the space of less than 35 years, the Ro
man Catholics should have encreased so as to 
become, as “ the Statement” asserts, jive  to six 
of the whole Population ? Was not the encrease 
of the Protestant part of the Population keeping 
its relative pace with theirs ? I t  appears that 
the Protestants were nearly as many in numbers, by 
Doctor Burke’s enumeration eighty years ago, as 
‘f The Statement” makes them at this moment. 
W hat then ? Have their numbers been nearly sta
tionary for the last eighty years; whilst the numbers 
of the Roman Catholics have miraculously encreased 
in the short spacte of 35 years, from one million 
three hundred and nine thousand seven hundred 
and eight, to fo u r  'millions two hundred thousand 
souls, or as some assert five millions ?

W ith  respect to  the aggravated Statement, (if 
I  may use the expression), that the number of 
the members of the Church of England, in Ire
land, are but as one to ten compared with the 
Roman Catholics, it does not deserve a momenfi 
'consideration. But as the authors of “ the State-
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ment” chuse to set “  the Catholics/’ as they are 
pleased to call themselves, on one side, all the 
people of Ireland may be fairly counted on the 
other, as they have one common interest, and the 
same common enemy to their religion. W e can 
discover no proofs whatever to convince us, that 
the Roman Catholics are in a much greater pro
portion throughout the kingdom than two to one.

By the returns given in Doctor Duigenan’s 
Tract, of the number of Beggars admitted into 
the House of Industry, in Dublin, for ten years 
successively, it appears that the number of Pro
testants was during those periods, 6403, and of 
Roman Catholics, 17,816; not near three to one 
among the mendicants of the community; and it 
is well known, that the Protestants of the lower 
orders, owing to their regularity of conduct, and 
habits of frugality, are not in general necessitated 
to apply for charitable relief ; and we have been 
assured by a gentleman of veracity, who, in 1808, 
visited the Poor House in Cork, that the Roman 
Catholic paupers in that public receptacle for mi
sery, did not exceed in a greater proportion ; yet 
all the beggars of the South flock to the House 
of Industry in Cork, the chief establishment of the 
kind in the fC Catholic south of Ireland” There 
is a public document of no small weight, in con
tradiction to the assertions in the "  Statement” of 
the great preponderance of the Roman Catholic 
population. We allude to the returns called for 
by, and turnished to Lord Wellington, when



Chief Secretary in Ireland, by the officiating cler
gymen of the several parishes in Ireland, of the 
number of common or poor schools, (not parochial 
or of public foundations), and of the poor children 
attending them, distinguishing the Protestants and 
Catholics. These returns were furnished from 
seventeen dioceses only. By them, it appears, 
that the number of poor schools kept by masters 
who were Protestants, was 1255 ; and the number 
of those kept by Roman Catholics, 2463— and that 
the number of Protestant scholars attending those 
schools, was 45,045; and of Roman Catholics, 
115,072. The schools of the most Protestant 
diocese in this kingdom, are not included in these 
returns ; and, notwithstanding, the number of 
school-masters is not two to one in favour of the 
Roman Catholics ; and the proportion of the scholars 
of their religion hardly two and a fifth. And yet 
we are told in the statement that “ the Catholics 
are emphatically the people of Ireland” ! ! ! em
phatically ! when the disproportion of their num
bers to the Protestants, is not probably half of what 
their statement asserts, and those (their Nobility 
and their Merchants and Gentry excepted) com
prising the most indigent and ignorant people of the 
community ; and composing in fact, (shall we ever 
be pardoned the expression ?) the mob of the 
country—whilst the vast majority of the landed, 
the funded, and commercial property of Ireland 
is in the hands of the Protestants—when the S t a t e  

and C h u r c h  are Protestant—f o u r - f i f t h s  of the
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armed Yeomanry Protestant— and at least the same 
proportion of the other military force, since the 
interchange of the Militias, Protestant—when, in 
fine, the power and force, and strength of the king
dom, the rank and wealth, and station, the know
ledge and experience in public business, the emi
nence in all the learned professions, the monopoly 
in arts and sciences, the literature, education and 
talents, and manners of the country, (the leaders of 
the Catholic Committee always excepted) are P ro
testant ; and yet the authors of the Statement, well 
knowing the premises, have asserted, "  that the 
Roman Catholics are emphatically the people of 
Ireland.”

But let us observe also, that their statements of 
the relative numbers in Ireland, and their colour
ings of facts, have all a distinct and separating 
tint and tendency. They always take care to forget 
that Ireland is now an integral part of the United 
Kingdom, and that if their “ Statement” of the 
amount of their numbers, fo u r  millions two hun
dred thousand, was correct, or even approaching 
to correctness, still, there are, at the lowest com
putation, above thirteen millions of people, videli
cet, the whole population of England, Wales, 
Scotland, and the Protestants of Ireland on the 
other side.

Let us now examine that part of the W ork, 
which has a military rather than a political aspect, 
and see what truth there is in the assertion that



the Roman Catholics have all the ports, naviga
ble rivers, passes, &c. &c. &c. in their possession. 
Have they the port of Cork, defended at the mouth 
by the formidable batteries and works on Spike 
Island, and with a strong garrison of troops, be
sides the yeomen, and numerous Protestant inha
bitants of that large city ? Is Cove theirs, or the 
Protestant town of Kinsale and its harbour ? Is the 
port of Dublin their’s, or one-tenth of its trade, 
wealth or property in their possession ? Have they 
Waterford, and is the fort of Duncannon and its gar
rison, which secure its harbour, in their pos
session ? They will not dispute, I  suppose,, to the 
Protestants and the State, the Naval station of 
Loughswilly, the ports of Sligo, Carrickfergus, 
D erry, Belfast, and the other ports on the north 
and north-east of the Island ; because these ports 
h a p p e n  to be situated in that part of Ireland, where 
a great proportion of the physical force of the 
country is Protestant, and scarcely any of their 
trade in the hands of the Roman Catholics. But 
they have the port and town of Galway. W e be
lieve Galway to be altogether one of the ports of 
Ireland which could be of least service to any 
enemy, whether foreign or domestic. In the first 
place, we are convinced that the Roman Catholic 
inhabitants of Galway, who are certainly amongst 
the most loyal and well-conducted of the Roman 
Catholic Population, would not give up their port 
either to the French or to a Rebel Directory ; 
and should it ever by any fatality fall into the

D

í  17 ]



hands of either, “ for the means of attack or de
fence/’ two of his Majesty’s thirty gun frigates 
would lay the town in ashes ; besides it being a 
port in which an enemy’s fleet could never feel it
self safe for twenty-four hours. W e might travel 
round the coasts of this Island, and shew that few, 
i f  any of its ports or harbours are in the hands of 
the Roman Catholics. But these fabricators of 
bold and unfounded statements seem to have for
gotten, that although a very large proportion of 
the trade of these ports, and no small share of the 
Population of most of them (independently of the 
different garrisons, parks of artillery, troops of the 
line, British and Irish militia, Protestant yeomen, 
&c. &c. &c.) are in the hands and at the devotion 
of the Government and the Protestants ; yet, 
that in fact, t h e  p o r t s  of I r e l a n d  are in the 
hands (if we may be allowed the expression) of 
T H E  B R I T IS H  n a v y ,  which not only “  Rules the 
Waves,” but commands the coast, creeks, bays, 
harbours, and ports of Ireland.

Let us next proceed to examine with what foun
dation they have asserted, that they have the mili
tary possession o f  the country. Now, we conceive 
that the river Shannon is the great natural military 
lute of defence for one of the largest and most ex
tensive Roman Catholic provinces in this country: 
it is so considered by the most able military writer 
upon the defence of Ireland, Colonel Keating, 
whose book was most unjustly cried down at the 
time when it was published, and all his plans and

[  18 ]



suggestions afterwards adopted.—The town and 
position of Athlone commanded the Shannon ill 
the days of King James, and almost under its 
walls the final battle between the armies of a 
despot and a limited monarch was decided in 
favour of the latter ;—and Athlone commands the 
Shannon and the province of Connaught, at this 
day, Anno Domini 1812.— And is Athlone, with 
its numerous garrison, its parks of artillery, its 
batteries and fortifications, and depots of every 
description, in the hands cif the Roman Catholics ? 
The question will produce a smile from our 
readers.

Here now, we have the river Shannon as the 
frontier defence of that province in Ireland, which 
may be supposed as most open to a hazardous 
expedition, and forlorn  hope on the part of the 
foreign enemy ; (the province of Connaught— ) 
defended in its centre by the commanding position 
and army of Athlone, with its r igh t wing resting 
at Abbey Boyle, upon the strongest part of this 
kingdom, the province of Ulster, with the 
Ennislcilleners 9 in this part of their rear ; and the 

men of D erry,"  and the little armies of Pro
testant yeomen of Leitrim , Cavan, and Monaghan, 
and of the whole North in reserve; with two im
mense Loughs stretching almost along the whole 
line, from Abbey Boyle, southward to Athlone; 
desending from Athlone, we find an immense and 
impassable bog, extending to Banagher, from 
whence the river Shannon, branching out to that

D 19 3,



vast expanse of water, called Lough Derg , is wide 
and impassable to Kill aloe, and from thence 
spreading* in width to the left and southern extre
mity of the line of defence, protects the city of 
Limerick, which is defended by a strong garrison, 
is strong in natural position, with no inconsidera
ble Protestant Population, her principal bankers, 
gentry, merchants, and traders, Protestants, and 
her Roman Catholic merchants thriving and indus
trious, and making their fortunes, by supplying 
England and the British Navy with provisions ; 
and contiguous to Limerick, and within a day's 
march to join its numerous garrison, we find the 
whole male Population of Adair, Rathkeal, Brnff, 
Pallas, and other places whose names we forget, 
which were colonized by the unfortunate Palatines, 
who sought and found refuge in this part of Ireland, 
from their religious persecution on the continent ; 
and whose descendants now occupy those towns 
and villages, hold all the farms in their neigh
bourhood, are trained to arms in their several 
corps of yeomanry, and are all of the Protestant 
religion.

Let us now descend still southward into the 
interior, and we come next to Fermoy, a town 
almost entirely occupied by our troops, (there 
being few other inhabitants, comparatively speak
ing, within it), and situated not far from the 
Kilworth mountains, through which runs a broad 
road, skirted on each side by a bog, and defended 
by military stations, along the whole line of road
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to Cloghecn ; such is Ferrnoy, situated on the great 
southern road, and whose garrison, (sometimes 
consisting of four or five regiments), is within a 
day’s forced march of Cork, aud within two day’s 
march of Limerick and Waterford. Let us pro
ceed still more to the southward; and passing 
through Cork, (which we have already proved not 
to be in the hands of the Roman Catholics), we 
approach that part of our coast, which is nearest to 
the enemy’s harbour of Brest, and arrive first at In- 
nishannon, inhabited exclusively by Protestants ; a 
colony of northern weavers settled there by the late 
Mr. Adderley, and trained to arms. From thence 
we proceed forward to the large and populous town 
of Bandon, the great majority of whose inha
bitants are Protestants, (the Roman Catholic part 
of the Population mostly living in cabins in the 
suburbs), all trained to the use of arms in the 
yeomanry, good men and true. W e descend 
from Bandon to Dunmanway, within a short 
distance of the celebrated bay of Bantry, no 
longer remaining an undefended harbour, to which 
a French fleet may be invited, as was done in 
1796.— At Dunmanway, we find a populous and 
no inconsiderable town, more than two-thirds of 
the population of which are Protestants, the de
scendants also of a northern colony, settled in 
that town by Sir Richard Cox, the Irish His
torian, in whose family the property oi the 
town, and lands surrounding it, still remain. We 
might return through Youghall, (situated • . e
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to the large bay of that name), and almost en
tirely Protestant ; and proceed through Waterford 
on to tbe town and port of W exford , which, 
owing to circumstances which I  shall not enu
merate, and wish not to retrace, was in the 
hands of the Roman Catholics for a  very short 
time.

W e have now nearly finished our Tour round 
the Coast ; we have already alluded to the impreg
nable strength of the north of Ireland, strong in a 
brave, warlike, and numerous Protestant Popula
tion, trained and expert in the use of Arms ; stead
fast and loyal to the state ; inhabiting a country in 
which there are few, or no defiles, and which is 
intersected with broad roads and highways passing 
in every direction.— But we have not detailed all 
our local advantages or all our strength in the 
South.

The great navigable rivers in this quarter of the
Island are the Suir, the Norc and the Barrow ;
these three rivers unite below the town of New Boss
and enter the sea together at Duncannon Fort,
which has been lately put into the most complete
state of defence. These three navigable rivers are
commanded as follows : the Suir  bv Clonmel and%/
its strong Garrison, and no contemptible protestant 
Population; the Harrow by New Boss, so memo
rable for the defeat which an handful of raw troops 
under the brave General Johnston, gave to an army 
Oi thirty thousand insurgents ; the river N ore runs
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between these two rivers and is protected by them 
on each side. W e come now to the country of de
files, Wicklow and W exford , the only ones in Ire
land which deserve such a description : those parts 
of these two counties which were formerly locked 
up by inaccessible mountains and bog, have since 
the year 1798 been completely opened by the Great 
M ilitary Road, running from the capital to a 
distance of upwards of thirty miles, broad and 
spacious, - and secured by military posts and 
Block-houses along its whole line of extent, pass
ing besides through two counties, abounding with 
a numerous Protestant Population, most of the 
male part of it  embodied in their several district 
corps of yeomanry. A road opening a secure 
and uninterrupted passage through a former in
accessible country to the town of Enniscorthy, 
and from thence to the port of W exford, from 
which port, the whole coast is defended by Martello 
Towers, (if such Towers so near to England and 
so fa r  fro m  the foreign  enemy are not at least use
less*) and by other works of defence and commu
nication to Dublin, and from thence northward 
beyond Drogheda and the river Boyne.

* K ing Jam es fortified this p a r t  of the coast from W exford  
beyond Drogheda, w ith batteries and field-works, b u t  with a  
dijferent design fpom the one with what these Martello T ow ers  
were erected ; the consequence however w as, th a t  D uke 
Schomberg was obliged to  land a t  Carrickfergus, and ihat 
W illiam  was also obliged to land  his arm y a t  the distance 
which he did from the capital.



I t  is painful to be compelled to  array the 
strength and resources of one portion of the inha
bitants of Ireland against the other—but we have 
arrayed the power of the State, the Protestants of 
Ireland, and our local advantages and military 
superiority, not against our Roman Catholic coun
trymen, (the better part of whom, will, we are 
confident, in the day of trial, be found loyal to 
the State) but against those, who in the language 
of defiance to the Protestant, and delusion to the 
Roman Catholic, have boasted that they occupy 

the most valuable positions whether for commer- 
tf,r cial or military purposes ; the boldest coasts, the 
“ navigable rivers, and that they are in possession 

of the most tenable passes, and the readiest means 
“ of attack and defence”

As this Statement of the Penal Laws, which 
aggrieve the Catholics of Ireland,” with whatever 
design and intention it may have been written, is 
certainly calculated by its representations, to fo
ment the discontents of the Roman Catholics of 
Ireland, and by holding forth fa lse  statements of 
their numbers and strength, to encourage the rash 
and the ignorant, the discontented and disloyal, to 
some desperate and to themselves fatal attempt. 
Let us here for a moment close its leaves, and 
open the pages of our history, and retrace the er
rors and follies of the leaders of the Roman Catho
lics of former days, whilst we mourn over the 
sufferings and misfortunes which they brought
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down upon their deluded contemporaries, them
selves,, and their posterity.

Let us then select those epochas of our history, 
in which the Irish Roman Catholics made the 
greatest and most combined, but unsuccessful 
efforts to separate, with foreign assistance, this 
country from England .—The years 1601, 1641, 
1698, 1798. In the first epoch alluded to, the whole 
kingdom, except that very small district called 
"  the English P a le / '  comprising an insignificant 
portion of territory round the metropolis, was in 
open or concealed hostility to the English Govern
ment in Ireland—the Population of the whole 
Northern quarter of the Island, under their cele
brated and enterprising leader cc the O ’N eal/' 
armed, trained, and prepared, to co-operate with 
the expected invasion from Spain The heads of 
the clans of Wicklow and W exford , independent 
and unconquered, carrying their predatory ex
peditions to the walls of Dublin, and ravaging 
the Pale with their numerous and ferocious fol
lowers—the adherents of the petty clans of the 
South and of Connaught, ready to seize the 
first favourable moment to revolt * and fly to join 
the standard of the Invader, all in secret confede
racy against the State, animated by religious enthu
siasm, and excited by their Clergy and the threat 
of excommunication, to extirpate heresy, and the 
English Government and Nation. Such was the 
state of Ireland at that period, when in September

*  See Pucata Ilib . and Morryson’s Itinerary.”

E
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lftOl, the long expected succours arrived from 
Spain, under Don Juan D ’Aquila, one of the most 
accomplished Spanish Generals of the age. Fifty 
sail, of which seventeen were men of war, and 
carrying about five thousand veteran troops, arms, 
ammunition, &c. anchored ill the harbour of 
Kinsaie. Two thousand Spaniards more, (the 
Invincibles, of the day), soon after arrived and aug
mented their armv to seven thousand—the fort ofV
Kinsaie surrendered without resistance. The clans 
of Kerry  and Cork joined the invader. All the 
castles and strong holds on this part of the coast, 
were treacherously yielded to the enemy ; and the 
O ’N eal/’with his Northern army, poured down from 
their fastnesses, and hastened to jo in  the Invader, 
never had invasion a more auspicious prospect. 
But an able and intrepid Lord Deputy, ( the cele
brated Lord Mountjoy), collected the English 
forces, and leaving the capital and "  the Pale” to 
their fate, and the courage o f ccthe Provincials,” 
(the yeomanry of the day), hastened to meet the 
foreign enemy with all the forces he could collect 

On his arrival at C ork/9 says the Historian. most•J
of the clans of Munster, notwithstanding they were 
exhorted as faithful sons of the Church, to  unite 
with those who came to restore their religion, were 
as yet so reluctant to engage in any new rebellion, 
that upon the arrival of the Lord Deputy, several 
of their Chieftains presented themselves before him,

* Pacata Jlib. p. 200, old edition. The total of the Eng. 
ftbh force in the kingdom did not then amount to 8000 men.
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with the most vehement assurances of their loyalty , 
whilst others seemed to wait the uncertain event of 
the war in peaceable and inactive neutrality;99 But 
the celebrated O ’Donnel, the leader of the clans 
of Connaught, with an army of followers from 
Leinster also joined the standard of the enemy. The 
Deputy, with an army not amounting to one-tliird 
of the force of his numerous enemies, and part 
of it composed of “ Provincials” confined the 
Invaders to Kinsale ; whilst his second in com
mand, Carew, with detached and most inferior 
numbers harassed the Insurgents in various quar
ters, and in a pitched battle routed the O ’Neal” 
and O ’Donnel, under the walls of Kinsale ; and 
finally the Spanish General, with curses upon the 
Irish, whom he depominated a weak, barbarous, 
and perfidious ally,* surrendered with his army, 
prisoners of war ; but not before Admiral Leving- 
ston had burned half of his fleet in the harbour of 
Castle-liaven, in which they had sought refuge. 
Such was the issue of this first great and combined 
foreign and domestic effort against the power of 
England. Proscriptions and Confiscations fol
lowed as they always must follow unsuccessful re
bellion.

W e come now to the next epoch, the ever me
morable year 1641. After forty years of profound 
tranquillity, in the midst of prosperity, security, 
and confidence ; a dark and fanatical rebellion was

* I t  is singular enough, that nearly  three c e n t u r i e s  afW ,  
the French should have spoken of their Irish allies at Killalla , 
ij\ nearly the same terms of reproach and contempt.



mysteriously planned, suddenly broke out, and was 
marked by traces of frightful devastation and blood : 
the ramifications of this sanguinary conspiracy to 
extirpate the English name and nation from Ireland 
extended from north to south, and from east to 
west: a countless multitude of the Protestants were 
the sudden and early victims of this massacre, and 
yet, though the distractions of England and the 
cruel policy of her fanatical republicans withheld all 
timely succours to the remnant of the Protestant 
colonists in Ireland, yet they maintained their 
ground until Oliver Cromwell arrived and inflicted 
that dreadful chastisement upon the natives, which 
has ever since made his name so memorable ; and 
Ireland was paciiied and colonized again.

In both these periods England was distracted and 
weak : menaced in the reign of Elizabeth by an 
invasion from Spain and all the Catholic powers of 
Europe; and by the conspiracies of the English  
Roman Catholics against the life of Elizabeth ; and 
in the reign of Charles, torn and exhausted by civil 
war, yet notwithstanding all these difficulties, 
and that nearly the whole population of Ireland 
was arrayed against her, this jewel was not torn 
from the crown of England.

^  e proceed to the third epoch, the reign of 
Jamct the 2d, to that great struggle which I 
will not call rebellion, but an effort of ill-placed 
confidence and mistaken loyalty; in this ever 
memorable conflict, the Homan Catholics of 
Ireland, animated by the presence of a Prince,
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who had sacrificed his crown for their re
ligion, commanded by Generals of the highest ce
lebrity, trained, prepared, and disciplined by their 
Roman Catholic Lord Lieutenant, Tyrconnel, aid
ed by a powerful body of foreign auxiliaries,* com
manding all the resources and power, and almost all 
the Population of the Kingdom, (the Protestants of 
the sturdy north excepted,) and then truly in posses
sion of "  the most valuable positions ; the naviga
ble rivers, the most tenable passes ; the most fertile 
districts ; the richest supplies of forage ; the readi
est means of attack and defence,”  still, still, found 
themselves unable to withstand an English and 
Ji'ish Protestant army, and the battles of the Boyne 
and of Aughrim  evinced their unavailing efforts to 
withstand the power of England, again preserved 
Ireland and gave her a century of security and 
peace.

Shall we proceed to trace the events of the last 
epoch 1 /98 ?— No—let the delusions and errors of 
that period be consigned to oblivion, or only re
membered as a warning to prevent their recurrence, 
“ I t  is, (says Storey in his admirable reflections at 
the end of his history of the wars in Ireland,) the 
interest of the Roman Catholics of Ireland, 
whether of English or Irish extraction, to promote
that of England as much as they can in their coun
try, if they will but consult, the future interest of
themselves and their posterity ; since without the

* There were five thousand of the best T roops of France, 
at the Battle of the Boyne, commanded by a most able General, 
Count Lauzuu. '
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support of some other nation they never can hope 
to be of themselves an independent Kingdom, and 
if  they were, we scarcely can find, how they would 
agree amongst themselves, who should command or 
who obey, which they could never yet from the be
ginning do ; and what did the Irish  ever get by 
accompanying either their lords or followers into 
rebellion ? or what should they have gotten if the 
late attempt had absolutely succeeded, but a more 
absolute servitude under the Frcnch ! and therefore 
it is better for them to have their old English friends, 
they have been so long acquainted with, than run 
the hazard of either setting up new tyrants of their 
own, or having them come to them from abroad.”

The writer who undertakes to answer such a 
work as tiie one before us, labours under a dif
ficulty which most of his readers are, perhaps, 
not aware of. An unfounded assertion is made 
in three lines, and more than as many pages are 
requisite to expose its falshood, and mischievous 
tendency. To refute, therefore, every misrepre
sentation in “ the Statement” it would be requisite 
to write a folio  ; our time and our limits, however, 
will only permit us to select the most mischievous 
statements, and expose their total want of truth 
and consistency to our readers.

The Statement” proceeds, tffsuch are the peo
ple (viz. the 4,200,000 Catholics, in f exclusive 
occupation oi the open country,* besides the 
coasts, harbours, tenable passes, the readiest
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means of attack and defence, &c. &c.) to whom 
the British  laws deny liberty of conscience and 
this groundless and inflammatory assertion is 
made, at the period when splendid chapels are 
erected, and every day erecting in every city, 
town, and district of this country, when the 
freedom of their religious worship is not only 
unmolested, but protected by the State, when our 
soldiers of the Roman Catholic religion have 
been secured in the free exercise of the rites 
and ceremonies of their church in England, as 
well as in Ireland, by “  Public Orders’' from 
the Duke of York, and the Commander of the 
Forces in this part of the empire ; (Orders which 
have been most disingenuously suppressed in their 
Statement). W hen the State has endowed a mag
nificent seminary for the education of their priests, 
and annually upholds it by a liberal grant of 
£8000  per annum, now most ungratefully deno
minated in cc the Statement'" a m i s e r a b l e  p i t 

t a n c e ,  though it is more than half the annual re
venue of Trinity College, which is open for the 
education of the whole youth of the country, 
and which is maintained by its own funds and 
revenues, without taking money out of the purses 
and pockets of the people ; and, moreover, this 
assertion is made just after a chapel belonging to 
the Methodists, was ransacked and destroyed in 
this very town of M aynooth; and at the very mo- 
ment when a detachment of troops are encamped 
in a southern district., to protect the wrorkmen in
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building a Protestant Church, began under a 
grant from the Board of First Fruits ; the fiist 
foundations of which had been razed to the ground 
by a mob of clamourers for "  religious liberty”
in the neighbourhood.

“  For the crime, (says the Statement again), of 
■worshipping their Creator in the form practised 
throughout the greatest part of Christendom, the 
Catholics of Ireland are the prostrate -victims of 
a teazing, intolerant code of laws, rendering them 
in effect “ aliens” in their native land.”

Can the authors of this Statement point out a  
period in our history, since the days of James the 
II. when their religion was so free, so protected or 
encouraged, as at the present moment ? But they 
are excluded from the high offices of the State! 
Yes, but excluded, not “  for worshipping their 
Creator in the form practised throughout the 
greatest part of Christendom but because the 
doctrines and principles of their religion are hos
tile to, and subversive of the present establishments 
in Church and State.

Does the State prevent them from worshipping 
their Creator, in all the forms, and with all the 
ceremonies of their church? Have they not, by 
the admission of this “ Statement,” a  regular Hier
archy, consisting of “ four archbishops, twenty- 
five bishops, eleven hundred parish priests, eight 
hundred and nine curate?, and between two



and three hundred regular clergy, o f  different
orders ” In plain English, Monks and Friars.__
Have they not a regular Consistorial Court of 
their own, in every diocese in Ireland; and their 
Vicar Generals, Registers, &c. &c. ? And do not 
these courts entertain causes of ecclesiastical cogni
zance, which are decided according to the laws of 
their forum, without regard; in arty sort, to the laws 
of the land ?* Did not & form er  government enter 
into a treaty with the heads of this Hierarchy, to 
give them a regular maintenance from the state; 
and was it not, after the most extraordinary va
cillation on their part, rejected? Have they not 
schools annexed to almost all their chapels, for 
the education of the youth; exclusively, of their 
own church ; and are not Roman Catholic children 
admitted into the Protestant Parochial schools 
and their religion not interfered with ? Have they 
not their private and exclusive colleges^ àfc M ay- 
nooth, Carlow, Kilkenny, and in other parts of 
Ireland? have they not nunneries, in and near 
the metropolis, and similar establishments, as well 
as friaries, at W aterford, Cork, Galway, and 
Kilkenny?  W hat is R e l i g i o u s  L i b e r t y ?  That 
unfettered liberty and perfect freedom of wor
shipping the Creator, according to the respective 
forms and tenets of their faith, which Protestants

* See in Lord Clare’s speech, in 1793, ihe account o f  the 
proceedings o f  the Titular Consistorial Court of Elphin , in a 
cause of the nullity of a marriage, which were regulated ac
cording to the Jaws o f  the Council of Trent V,

T
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arid Roman Catholics, and every sect of Christiaiis 
enjoy under the mild and tolerant laws of the 
British Constitution. The Roman Catholics, 
“ Aliens” in their native land ! Why it is the 
boast of their Statement, that they compose the 
entire agricultural class— that the manufacturing 
interest is theirs—that they have large possessions 
iii land, and that they tenant the most fertile dis
tricts of the Island.

N o: it is not “ Religious Liberty/' bu t c a t h o 

l i c  a s c e n d a n c y ,  which should be the watch-word 
of their party. And their next, if not their pri
mary object, is to make t h e i r  c h u r c h  dominant 
in Ireland. This “ Statement” demands, for their 
hierarchy and numerous c l e r g y “ a situation not 
merely of connivance or bare permission to fulfil 
their duties, but of actiial facilities and marked 
public encouragement, and this without any com
promise or stipulation whatever !!!” Facilities and 
full permission to fulfil ail their duties, they know, 
as well as every mail in Ireland, that they possess 
already. But here is a demand of a regular es
tablishment for the Roman Catholic church, 
without any stipulation, or any safeguards or pro
tection for the religion now established by law, 
which religion, by the tenets of their faith, they 
hold to be damnable and heretical*, and which, as

* u  All Heretics and Schismatics, (says their celebrated 
u authority, Gonzales de llereticis), although they practice 
u the Christian virtue of charity in its fu llest extent ; and, 
44 although they shed their blood fo r  Christ, yet they will,
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conscientious Roman Catholics, they are bound to 
subvert and destroy.— "  The Statement” has not, 
and dared not deny, that "  exclusive salvation is 
one of the leading doctrines of the Roman Catholic 
F aith / ' or that this uncharitable tenet is inculcated 
in the general Catechism of tljeir Church,* and 
that they are bound as men and firm believers in 
their faith to proselyte all those who are not o f 
their religious persuasion ; and holding such tenets, 
and acting up to them with most indefatigable con
stancy and activity, their own advocates modestly 
demand of a Protestant State greater €S facilities,” 
and ■■ marked public encouragement” to extir
pate the Protestant religion in Ireland . Their 
clergy, in whose behalf this modest demand is 
made, will not deny that the duty of extirpatingf

“  most indubitably, partake of eternal fire vrith the devil and 
4; his angels, unless bofore the end o f this life , they shall 
u  be incorporated with, and reconciled to the Catholic 
u church ; for, neither baptism  or charity, however copious ; 
u nor even martyrdom , can give any chance o f salvation to 
“  any man, who does not hold the unity o f the Catholic 
“  Church ”

Vide, also, 4th Council o f Lateran.

* Butler’s Catechism, Lesson xi -r-Question. How do you  
call the true Church ? Ans. The Roman Catholic Church. 
Question. Is there any other true Church besides the Roman 
Catholic Church ? Ans• No. W hy are all obliged to be of  
the true Church ? Ans , Because no oiie can be saved out o f itt

+ Though that part of the canonical oath of their bishops 
and clergy, u Hereticos and Schismeticos,” persequar et 
impugnabo, is said not to have been latterly administer* d, 
yet it has never been denied by themselves, that they are



Hereticks, is enjoined by their General Councils* 
particularly by the fourth  General Council of L a - 
teran; and that the General Council of Trent, 
which they call sacro-sanct, confirms the injunc* 
tion. They will not deny surely, that the infal
libility of their General Councils, has been lately 
maintained in print by some of their most eminent 
divines now living» and that they are of equal autho
rity with the Holy Scriptures, theyw'ill not deny 
that the nullity of oaths to a Protestant State and 
on “ a Catholic” king, are also enjoined by the 
same canonical authority ; or that the doctrine ot 
the lawfulness of deposing an Heretical prince, 
or even one of their own religion, if excommu
nicated by the church, is a part of the same code 
of General Council law. They will not deny, that 
the present Pope has excommunicated Bonaparte, 
(it makes nothing against our argument, tha t his 
slaves have not revolted, or that no Damiens has 
been found to plunge a dagger into his heart) ; 
and yet, here we have a demand made, that the 
hierarchy and clergy of a church, whose superior 
members are appointed by a foreign power, to 
which they swear the most unlimited canonical 
obedience, and whose General Councils enjoin all 
these anti-protestant doctrines, (to give them their 
mildest appellation), and whose decrees, we have 
been told, from high authority,* are infallible in

bound to oppugn Hereticks ; and endeavour, by all possible 
means, to convert them to the true fa ith •

*  Vide Doctor Troy’s Pastoral Letter.
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(f poiut of faith & morals,” should receive marked 
“ public encouragement” from a Protestant go
v e r n m e n t ,  and every “  facility” to propagate their 
religion in Ireland, and to subvert, (as they must 
do, if they are conscientious), the mildest and 
most tolerant sect of the Christian religion ! But, 
supposing it possible or lawful, for the King, as 
head of t h e  c h u r c h  of E n g l a n d  and I r e l a n d ,  

to set up, in his dominions, a rival hierarchy, 
pertinaciously denying his Supremacy, and that of 
the State, appointed by a foreign power, and 
bolding opinions and doctrines, dangerous and ini
mical to the Established Religion of the State; 
out of what fund do the authors of “  the Stater 
ment” propose, that Government should carry this 
extraordinary demand into execution ? We hope 
the lands of the bishops, and the tithes of the es
tablished clergy, are not in the contemplation of 
these ihgenious projectors— Perhaps out of the 
funds of the S t a t e — W hat ! to call upon the State 
to lend its aid and assistance to subvert T H E  
CHURCH, so closely and intimately connected 
with it ?

But consigning this preposterous demand to the 
neglect which it deserves, let us proceed to exa
mine “ the Statement” which the Pamphlet gives of 
“ the Penal laws which aggrieve the Catholics of 
Ireland

The first and most prominent, in this list of al
leged penalties is, “ that if a Catholic clergyman



happens, tho’ inadvertently, to celebrate marriage 
between two Protestants, or between a Protestant 
and a Catholic, (unless already married by a Pro
testant minister,) he is liable by law to suffer death/* 
This statement is unfounded—from the year J 708 
down to 1793, the penalty for celebrating such a 
marriage was death, but upon the passing of the 
act of the 33 Geo. 3d, the punishment of death 
was abolished and a fine of £ 5 0 0  substituted in its 
place. And if the statement that the penalty for 
celebrating such a marriage is now death, was made 
through ignorance, it may provoke a smile, but if 
through a design to irritate and inflame, it deserves 
the severest reprehension ; surely every lawyer mu*t 
know, (and there seems to have been lawyers con
cerned in drawing up the statement,) that when a 
latter act enjoins for a specific offence a milder 
punishment, it virtually repeals a former act en
joining a severer punishment, and i f  Lortl K il, 
warden, as is stated in the Pamphlet, gave an opi
nion since the passing of the act of 1793, that the 
penalty was still death, he gave one that was most 
erroneous and illegal '.—the punishment is now a 
fine of £500,

W e shall briefly state the occasion and necessity 
ot the law :— we allow regular orders to the Ro
man Catholic clergy, tho’ they deny them to us, 
and therefore the Protestant church regarded mar
riages celebrated by their priests as good and valid 
in Jaw. Such being the case, it became necessary 
that some penalties should be enacted to prevent
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clandestine ones ; and so barbarous was the state of 
this country in the reign of Anne, when the iirst 
act was passed, that young women were constantly 
carried off by force from their fathers houses in 
different parts of the country, by lawless young 
men and adventurers who got themselves married 
by Roman Catholic priests to the girls, whom they 
had run away with, often after they had previously 
committed violence on their persons ; it therefore 
became indispensable that some very severe penalty 
should be enacted to put a stop to these forcible 
and clandestine marriages • to prevent such prac
tices the law making marriages celebrated between 
Protestants by a priest, a felony of death, was en
acted, and it continued in force ’till the year 1793, 
when the fine of J£o00 was made the penalty against 
a priest who married two Protestants, or a Protest
ant and a Roman Catholic together, unless the cere
mony had been previously celebrated by a Protest
ant clergyman—and though the punishment is mi
tigated, the object of the lawr is still the same, viz : 
to prevent clandestine marriages, by making it ne
cessary for the parties wishing to marry, to have their 
bans published in church, or to obtain a regular li
cence from the proper ecclesiastical office, in order 
that parents and guardians may not have their chil
dren and wards abducted from them and enticed into 
Unsuitable and clandestine marriages. But let us 
examine how the law stands with respect to the 
clergymen of the established church, and what res
traints and penalties it lays them under to prevent 
their celebrating secret or clandestine marriages.



L M  1

By the present laws in force, if a beneficed clergy
man marries parties without publication of bans 
three several Sundays in church, or without a regu
lar license and the usual securities required from 
the spiritual courts, he is for the first offence to be 
deprived of his benefice, and for the second to be 
degraded ; and if a curate should celebrate such a 
marriage, he is degraded for the first offence; and 
if  either, after being degraded, venture to marry 
two Protestants, or a Protestant and Roman Catho
lic, and are prosecuted arid convicted thereof, they 
are subject to the punishment of death for their of
fence ; and it is not fifty years since a Protestant 
clergyman, a Mr. Sewel was hanged in Stephen’s- 
green for marrying a couple, after he had been de
graded ; and since the present Primate was advanc
ed to the see of Armagh, (which his Grace fills 
with so much benefit to the church of Ireland;) 
another degraded clergyman was prosecuted for the 
same offence, and sentenced to die, and must have 
been hanged had it not been for his Grace’s merci
ful interposition, who got his sentence changed 
into imprisonment.

Now we have no mode of depriving a Roman 
Catholic clergyman of his parish or living, or of 
degrading him, and therefore it became necessary 
to continue some penalty to prevent a Roman Ca
tholic priest iroiu celebrating a marriage between 
two Protestants, or between a Protestant and a 
/lorn a i] Catholic clandestinely; we insist therefore,



tha t marriages between parties., both or one of 
whom are Protestants, shall first be solemnized by 
a clergyman -of our own church, in order that the 
parties may be obliged previously to go through all 
those forms and ceremonies, which our law very 
prudently requires to prevent clandestine and un
suitable marriages, and that the friends and relati
ons of the man or woman, may get due notice of 
the connexion which their children or relations are 
about to form. Now with respect to the assertion 
in this statement that a priest may “ inadvertently 
“ celebrate such a marriage,” inadvertence can have 
no place in a transaction of this sort, a Roman Ca
tholic clergyman considering marriage as a sacra
ment, must, even though no law such as this existed, 
feel himself limited to tho^e of his own profession 
of faith, and always possesses sufficient means of 
ascertaining whether persons coming to him to be 
married, are of his communion or not—a clergy
man of the church of England is more restrained 
as to the celebration of marriage than a dissenting 
minister. But has there ever been a Roman CatliO" 
lie clergyman hanged under the old statute of Anne, 
or punished in the penalty of £ 5 0 0  under the law 
now in force?*—not one! See then how much

* They do not mention in the statement, wliat punishment 
c i  the court inflicted upon the priest who was prosecuted some 

years ago for marrying Miss Boyton (the case they allude to in 
the statement) though they took good care to mention Lord Kil- 
warden’s opinion that the offence was «till death, an opinion in 
which every lawyer in Court knew his Lordship to be much nu»- 

taken.

[ 41 ]

0



more severely the law deals with the clergy of the 
established church, than with the Roman Catholic 
priests; the former may be hanged for celebrating 
a clandestine marriage, and one was hanged, and 
another recently condemned to die for this offence, 
•whilst the utmost punishment that can be inflicted 
upon the latter is a fine of £ 5 0 0 !— so much more 
merciful is the law to the priests, than to our own 
clergymen.

Let us proceed to the next Penal law under 
which their clergy labour according to this state
ment of tf Catholic,” i. e. universal grievances.

Catholic priests are liable to imprisonment for 
f refusing on being interrogated in a court of jus

tice to divulge the secrets of private confession.”

In support of this assertion, they condescend to 
cite a case, the case of the Rev. M r. Gahan, 
who was committed for a few hours to prison by 
the late Lord Kilwarden, at the summer assizes 
held in 1801 at Trim. Now what are the facts of 
this case, which they so much rely on ? This trial 
upon which Mr. Gahan was summoned as a wit
ness, was held in consequence of an issue sent from 
the court above to try the fac t, whether the late 
Lord Dunboync who had conformed to the Protest
ant religion died, or did not die in the Roman Ca- 
thohc faith ; upon this simple fac t, the issue of a 
suit between his lordship’s relations and the trus
tees of the College of Mai/noolh for his property
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entirely depended—and as liis lordship’s property 
lay in the co. M eath  it was left to a jury at Trim  
to determine the fa c t—the question put at the trial 
to the Rev. Mr. Galian, w'as this : “  Pray, Sir, did 
"  you administer the rites of your church to the late 
“ Lord Dunboyne in his last illness ?” This simple 
question as to a matter of fact, the answer to 
which could not possibly have revealed any secrets 
o f  confession, the Rev. Mr. Gaban peremptorily 
refused to give any answer to, and having been re
peatedly pressed to tell the court and the jury in 
what profession of faith lord Dunboyne died, and 
having obstinately refused to disclose the fact, un
der the pretence that it was revealed to him in con
fession, Lord Kilwarden sent him to prison for his 
contumacy. Had the court, required Mr, G. to 
reveal any of Lord Dunboyne’s dyina; injunctions 
that he might have directed him, to keep secret, 
or to disclose any crimes or transgressionsJ O
which in confession his lordship might have dis
burdened his conscience of, he would have been 
justified in refusing to reveal such secrets, intrust
ed in confession; but the court could not and 
did not require any such disclosure, and Mr. G. 
could have told the court and jury in what re
ligion Lord Dunboyne died without disclosing a sin
gle item, that his lordship “  had revealed in con
fession,” but the fact was, the Rev. Mr. G. knew, 
that if he answered the question and told the truth, 
as by the oath of a witness which he had taken he 
was bound to do, the trustees of Maynooth college
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would lose their lawsuit, he therefore very jesuiti' 
cally, in order to avoid answering the question pre
tended, that as a priest he was bound not to reveal 
“ the secrets of confession would it not be a mons
trous doctrine to establish, and one that in a thou
sand instances might defeat the ends of private as 
well as of public justice, if it were once ad
mitted, that a Roman Catholic priest might shelter 
himself from the necessity of giving his testimony 
as to a simple fact, under the false 'pretence. e< that 
he was bound not to “  betray the sacred trust
reposed in him ?”

But the drift of the whole argument, in this 
part of “ the Statement/’ plainly appears to be 
to exempt their clergy from all control whatsoever 
from the Temporal Courts, and to substitute their 
Canon Law  in place of the Law of the land. For 
what is the authority which these laymen, who 
composed this Statement of Grievances, cite, and 
rely upon to prove the hardships of Mr. Gahan’s 
Case, “ and the illtimed and indiscreet use of sum
mary jurisdiction/’ i. e. the laws of the land ? 
Truly, the laws of the 4th Council of Lateran, 
in 1215 !_ O f  that very council, which enjoins the 
nullity of oaths to a Protestant State ; the extir
pation of Heresy and Heretics, and all the ancient 
horrible doctrines of the Church of Rome ; and 
an extract from this said fourth Lateran Council, 
is set forth and paraded, against what these L ay
men are pleased to call, in their Statement, “ the

temporal authority, and the supposed exigencies
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of public justice !” rf I t  will not be very dif- 
“  ficult, says Dean Swift, to conjecture, from 
if some late proceedings at what a rate this faction  
“ is like to drive, whenever it gets the whip and

the seat. They have already set up courts of
f<r s p i r i t u a l  jurisdiction, in open contempt of the 
“  law. They send missionaries every where,
<c without being invited, in order to convert the 
<c church of England folks to Christianity - They 
cc are as vigilant to attend persons on their death 

beds ; and what practises such principles as
these, (with many others, that it might be

<c invidious to mention), may spawn, when they 
“  are laid out to the sun, you may determine at
“ leisure.*” • •

Let us travel on to the next grievance, (though 
we are very far yet from the end of our journey), 
which these Laymen, the authors of f<r the State
ment,” consider as one of the most intolerable, 
which their clergy still labour under, and which 
we shall also state in their own words.

* Letter from a Member o f  Parliament of the House o f  
Commons of Ireland . These expressions of Swift, so ap
plicable to the Roman Catholics of Ireland , A. D. 1812, were, 
applied by the Dean to the Dissenters; the Repeal of the Sa
cramental Test, in whose favor he most vehemently opposed- 
W ere Swift now living, what would he think of the demand 
of the Roman Catholics to Parliament, to repeal, or dispense 
■with the Oath of Supremacy, and the Declaration, in order to 
admit them into the highest oiftces of the State, and in’o 1 r- 
liament, to watch over the interests of the Protestant \ b Tion, 
and the Church Establishments of the Empire?
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"  The Catholic clergy are liable to be punished
by civil action, for excommunicating unworthy 
members of their church.”

fr Punished by civil action.” By whom P—  
By the members of their own flocks, for their 
wielding against them, one of the most tremendous 
engines that priestcraft and bigotry have devised 
against the Religious Liberty/’ and temporal 
well-fare of the laity of their communion.

“  Great pains (says this Statement), have been 
lately taken but fruitlessly to excite odium against 
the Catholic clergy,” on account of their exercise 
of this terrible punishment ; and it goes on to as
sert, that excommunication “ amounts to no more 
nor less than the removal of a member of any 
other religious society, from that society, for dis
orderly and disgraceful conduct, would amount 
to .” Indeed !

The reader shall now have a short and authentic 
account of the nature and fu ll  extent of the sen
tence of excommunication in the Roman Catholic 
church, taken fiom a work to which the Roman 
Catholics themselves cannot object, as the author 
is one of the highest authority among themselves, 
I mean Lindwood ; who, in his Provincial Con
stitutions,” thus describes the nature and conse
quences of E X C O M M U N I C A T I O N .

Excommunication, (says Lindwood) is an ec- 
clcsiastical censure, whereby the person against
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whom it is pronounced is, for the time, cast ont of 
thecom m um onof the church ;"  « a„d it Ú of two 
sorts, the lesser and the greater, The lesser fixcom- 
niunication is, the depriving the offender of the use 
of the sacrament, and of divine worship.”

f '  The greater excommunication is that, whereby 
"  men are deprived, not only of the sacraments 

 ̂ and the benefit of divine office, hut o f  the so-
“ cicty and conversation o f  the fa i th fu l”

By a constitution, (continues Lindvvood), of 
[[ Archbishop Stratford, excommunicated persons 

shall be inhibited the commerce and communion 
<e °^. f ^ h f u l  > and, those who communicate 

with them, shall be punished by ecclesiastical 
censure, and then he defines the word com
merce in the foregoing sentence, thus, “ com- 
merce, this is buying or selling, or other inter- 
change of wares or merchandise.”  And the ec
clesiastical censure, to which those who continue 
commerce with persons who labour under the 
greater excommunication, he defines thus ; by 
ecclesiastical censure, is meant the lesser ex
communication, if  they have not been admo
nished to desist ; and by the greater excommu
nication, if they have been admonished and have 
not desisted.”  W e defy any Roman Catholic 

clergyman to deny the truth of the description given 
by their own authority, Lindwood, of this tremen
dous punishment of their church ; and such a pun
ishment as the greater excommunication, which cuts



oíF the excommunicated persons from all intercourse 
with his neighbours, which prevents him from buy
ing or selling, and all mutual dealings with c‘ the 
“  faithful,” i. e. the members of his own commu
nion, such a tremendous proscription, f the State- 
« ment before Us asserts’ to “ amount to neither 
“  more or less, than the removal of a member of 
ff any other Religious Society from th a t communi- 
«  ty”— so much for assertions, now for facts.

There have been two recent rf civil actions” for 
excommunication, (which have come within our 
knowledge,) brought by excommunicated persons 
of the Roman Catholic religion against their own 
clergy: the first “ civil action” alluded to, was 
tried at the assizes of Cork, and was an action for 
damages, brought against the parish priest of Clo- 
nakilty in that county, by a parishioner of the 
name of Donovan, who was a small shop-keeper in 
the town, for the injuries which he had suffered in 
consequence of the former having excommunicated 
him. The crime which called down this ecclesiastical 
censure, which was the greater excommunication, 
Mas, that Donovan had promised to subscribe to
wards the building of a Chapel; and he paid two 
subscriptions, but this poor shop-keeper, in this 
poor town did not, and perhaps could not pay 
the whole, sum for which he had put down his 
name in the list of subscribers ; the greater ex
communication Mas his immediate punishment: as 
soon as this sentence was known, all "  the faithful” 
deserted his shop, not a member of his communion
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would converse or have any intercourse or dealings 
with him ; in consequence of the loss of his busi
ness, he was advised to bring his action against the 
priest, and he did so, and a jury, four or five of 
the members of which were Roman Catholics, gave 
a verdict for £50 damages against the Revd. Mr. 
O'Brien, the parish priest of Clonakilty *

The other case is still a more recent one, and w as 
tried at the Lifford  assizes in 1809—the particulars 
are as follows : a chapel having been built by sub
scription in the town of Bally shannon, after the 
shell of the edifice had been completed, Doctor 
M'Loughlin, the titular Bishop, wished to erect 
pews in it for such of the w ealthier part of his flock 
as had contributed more liberally to its erection ; 
this innovation (there being no pews or any distinc
tion of seats usually in a Roman Catholic chapel) 
was very universally resisted by all the poorer sub
scribers and parishioners, and most loudly and per
tinaciously by one Boyle, a baker in the town, who 
like a true friend of Religious Liberty” and equal
ity, vehemently opposed the novelty of pews in a

Catholic Chapel’’— whereupon the sentence of the 
greater excommunication was instantly launched a- 
gainst him by Doctor M'Loughlin, and in conse
quence of it, ttoe refractory parishioners immediate-

* Donovan, after the lawsuit, went on a'Sundfty to mass to 
Mr. 0 ;Brien*s chapel ; the Congregation attacked, and beat 
him, and otherwise so ill treated him, that he prosecuted 
ringleader and several others for an assault at the Quarter Ses
sions, arid they were convicted.

H
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1y submitted, and poor Boyle the baker who could 
not be reconcilcd to the pews, found that not one 
ot his former customers of his own religion, would 
buy a loaf of bread out of his shop, and that he 
Avas shunned and avoided by every one of the 

faithful, in short the excommunicated baker was 
utterly ruined in his trade ; but the misfortunes of 
the Boyle family did not end here ; he had two sisters, 
mantua-makers by trade, living in the town; these 
s is ters  most imprudently, but very naturally, sided 
with their brother—instantly not one of tf the faith- 
“ ful’' would buy a bonnet or a pelisse from the af
fectionate sisters of the baker under the interdict 
of Holy Church, and they were obliged to shut up 
their • fancy dress ware-room” also. In conse
quence, Boyle the baker brought h i s c i v i l  action” 
against his titular Bishop Doctor M 'Loughlin, and 
the jury at Lifford  assizes gave him a verdict for 
£ 1 5 0  damages; the cause was removed to the 
court of King’s Bench upon some point of law, and 
though it was contended by the lawyers employed 
for the titular Bishop that the baker lmd been be
nefited by the excommunication, inasmuch as he had 
b?en cut off from a sect, which was subject to po
l i t i c a l  disabilities in consequence of their religious 
faith, and that ergo, the baker was now eligible 
to the highest offices of the state,» yet the court

* These solid arguments are all restated in their Pamphlet -

. ? 7 ' di'S P° ,,r “ b r in g s  in this world, it appears br
.e statement that he runs some risk of rerersionary punishment 

in e nevt, the statement informing the public “  that his 
“ prospects in the world to come may be somewhat impaired
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refused the motion made in the titular Bishop’s 
behalf: and Doctor M 'Loughlin, unless Boyle 
the baker has become a less warm friend of » re
ligious liberty” and compromised the costs and 
damages, must have paid the expences of his ex-
communication to the uttermost far thin"-.e>

And vet the authors of f the statement’who cited 
this case in the margin of their book, though they 
suppressed the particulars which appeared °on the 
trial, have asserted “  that out of the very few

cases of excommunication” which they admit to  
have occured, (two of them in «  the archdiocese 
of Dublin ’) none of the persons so excommunicated 
have ever suffered any temporal injury from the 
sentence they have continued in their respective 
trades and occupations, have not been in any man
ner molested, they have met their Catholic neigh
bours and been dealt with as before ! ! !*__

MiraUle dictu / —here are the lay Roman Ca
tholics of this enlightened age, stickling for the 
high church usurpations of their own clergy, and 
representing the law of the land as penal, which 
gives them a remedy against arbitrary ecclesiastical 
censures and punishment, and protects their persons 
and properties from the consequences of the tre
mendous interdict « of bell, book and candle ! ! !”

“  by the untoward event” v iz: his excommunication! ! This 
doctrine seems to have a very strong tendency towards placing 
the salvation o f  the laymen solely in the hands of their priests.

* It will be observed by the intelligent reader that these “ ci- 
til actions” sa much complained of are neter brought by the
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The next grievance in the list is •' that the Catholic 
clergy are denied the permission (and sometime*’ 
even in Ireland) to perform t h e  duties of their 
religion for the Catholic soldiers and sailors ! ! !” 
and this assertion, so false and so inflamma-. 
tory, is made in the face of his Royal Highness the 
Duke of Y ork’s £i orders,” in England, and those 
of Lord Harrington’s in Ireland, as well as the 
invariable practice of the army in this part of the 
empire, with the exception of one solitary case, 
that of the soldier named Spence who was punished 
(and afterwards most amply compensated) for mi
litary insubordination, and insolence to his com
manding officer ! ! !

The next prominent Grievance in the list is, that
the Catholic Clergy are unprotected by any law, 

“ prohibiting the disturbance of Divine Service 
‘‘ whilst celebrated by them.” An assertion totally 
groundless—the Roman Catholic clergy and their 
places of public worship are protected by the 
same laws which protect every other class of D is
senters in the free exercise of their worship, and so 
effectually have they been protected, that the authors 
of “ the Statement” have not been able to cite any 
one single instance o f  molestation (which they would 
gladly have recorded) offered to the members of

interference of Protestants, who can in no way be injured by 
these excommunications, but they are brought by aggrieved 
Roman Catholics, who appeal to the laws of the Land against 
the tyranny and caprice of their own clergy.
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their communion in the exercise of Divine worship 
i» their chapels.

The next Grievance, under which they state 
their clergy to labour (and it will be observed tha t 
in “  the Statement’* they give the spiritual griev
ances of their body precedence to their political 
ones)* is, that

They are subject to the Bachelors Tax.”

W e admit tha t they are subject to the Tax, for 
how could the law make an exemption ir* their fa
vor ? The Fello\ys of our Colleges in England and 
Ireland  are also subject to the Bachelor’s T ax .—• 
But is it demanded from, or ever paid by the Ko- 
man Catholic Clergy in Ireland ?

It is next most unwarrantably stated that, their 
clergy receive no public recommence for their ar
duous and unremitting attention to the performance 
of the necessary religious duties in hospitals, asylums, 
guols, work-houses, and similar public establish
ments.” And this assertion is hazarded in “ th<? 
Statement/’ though it is notorious, that in the 
House of Industry in Dublin, in Newgate, in the 
Sheriffs’ Prison, &c. &c. a Roman Catholic priest 
is appointed to each, and paid a salary for perform
ing the service of his church, and attending to the

* Query ? Have not some o f the Reverend Gentlemen of their 
Church had a band in drawing up 4< the Statement ?” The re
liance placed upon the 4th Council of Later an , and the d u  ai . 
Demands in u the Statement” fully warrant the suspicion.
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spiritual wants of the persons in those public insti
tutions who are members of the Roman Catholic 
communion ; and this assertion has been made, 
though it is equally notorious, that an Act of Par
liament was passed in 1810, enabling Grand Juries 
to assess their respective counties with a certain 
annual sum for the compensation of Roman Ca 
tholic Priests officiating as Chaplains, in the jails  
of their Counties ; and the assertion is made, tho ’ 
it. is notorious that there are few jails in the cities and 
^('\eial counties in Ireland, who have not a regular 
Roman Catholic Clergyman appointed as Chaplain, 
and paid for his attendance !

The whole of » the Statement” upon this Topic 
of their grievances is therefore totally without 
reason, colour, or pretence.

Their next most intolerable grievance is,

The Law of Charities in Ireland ”

W Inch Statement of Grievances, the Pamphlet 
prefaces by the following observation :

W e  AP P RE HE ND,  THAT T H E  F O L L O W I N G  v i e w

“  OF T H E  LA.W OF CH A RITIES w i l l  b e  f o u n d  
"  C O R R EC T.”

This » view of the law of Charities,” (the cor
rectness of which the reader will discover in the 
sequel,) after reciting the English Mortmain Acts 
and the English Penal Law, of Edward the 6th 
which forbids Donations of Money or Lands for
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to distribute them to lawful charitable
me i/rown 

usesj proceeds 
 ̂ no person 

Is, money, or

to affirm that, as the law now stands, 
can safely give or grant any lands, 
other pronertv, to n r  f n r  Ï̂iûother property, to or for the permanent support
of any Catholic Priest, House of Worship

«  School or Charitable Edifice, or Foundation of
"  any description in Ireland, and that therefore.
“ these laws must be taken to amount to an actual
iC prohibition against Roman Catholics l e a v i n g

money, &c. for charitable purposes,” and goes on
boldly and roundly to assert, « that this prohibi-
"  tion is not dormant, for the Irish Legislature has

carefully established a new Ecclesiastical Board,
"  whose province is to detcct Catholic Charities’
“  and t0 appropriate their funds when detected

 ̂ and seized, to the better maintenance of Protes-
"  tant Institutions ; to facilita te this object, a spe~
J  Clal Corporation has been formed, under the

plausible title of Commissioners of Charitable 
"  Bequests.”

This Corporation deserves notice, by reason 
"  of its alertness, in hunting down Catholic Chari- 
"  ties.” And after an account, which is not ac
curate, of the formation of this Board, the Pamph
let again proceeds as follows

tt TIu,s has *,le ^'ish Legislature, in the last 
year of its existence, solemnly Organized a pow
erful inquisition, vigilant and eager in the pur-



cc suit of its prev, and armed with cVery rteccssftry 
“ authority for discovering and seizing the funds 
“ destined by dying Catholics, for the mainte- 
«  nance of the pious and the poor of their religion.”

And after next stating, that if  a Catholic be
queaths certain small annuities for the occasional 
repairs of his Chapel, the better education of the 
y o u t h  of his Parish, &c. his executors are obliged 
under a penalty of £ 5 0 , to publish these bequests,
“  which instantly attract the notice of the Commis-*} . .
£f sioners of Charitable Bequests* or of their Secre- 
€t tary, &c.” it proceeds in thefee words i— Suffice it 
cc to say, respecting the general conduct of this 

Board, that their zeal and activity in the dis- 
charge of their inquisitorial functions, have 

cc compleatly succeeded in frustrating every attempt 
of the Irish Catholics to provide any permanent 
maintenance for the Ministers of their Worship, 
their places of Education, or other Pious and 

“ Charitable Foundations.’*

Such are the accusations which are brought iri 
this Pamphlet, against the Commissioners of Chari
table Donations and Bequests, (a Board, consisting 
of the Lord Chancellor and the other Judges, the 
Primate, the Archbishops and Bishops of Ireland, 
the Provost of the College, and the Beneficed 
C lergy of the several Parishes in Dublin,) with 
what foundation the following plain Statement 
will evince. •

[  56 ]



By an act* passed in Ireland, in the third year of 
Geo. the 3d, every executor is bound under a pe* 
nalty of <£50, to give notice in the Dublin Gazette^ 
Within three months after obtaining probate, of 
every Charitable Bequest contained in the Will of 
the deceased, whether he was of the Protestant or 
Roman Catholic Religion, in order that money left 
for charitable purposes may not be concealed and 
embezzled.

By ail act passed also in Ireland, in the 40th 
year of the King, the present Board was constituted 
and composed of the above mentioned dignified and 
highly respectable personages* And the occasion 
of the enactment of the Statute is recited in its pre
amble, viz.— That  as by the Union, the Com- 

mittee of Charity of the House of Lords in Ire- 
.land, will be discontinued, and the piousinten- 

rf tions of mariy'charitable persons will thereby be 
hereafter (as before the said Committee was ap- 

cc pointed) defeated, by the concealment and mis- 
application of their Donations and Bequests to 
public and private Charities in this kingdom.

Cf I t  is therefore expedient that some public Body 
should be constituted and appointed to watch 
over such Charities, and to enforce the applica- 
tion of them to the purposes designed and in- 

'<c tended by the pious donors thereof/’f

* First act for the better discovery of Charitable Donatio*)* 
and Bequests.

I  Preamble of the act 40 Geo. 3. chap. 75,
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“ Be it eriactcd/* &c. &c. &c. ; and tlie Act 
goes on to ordain, that the registers of the preroga
tive and other offices of the several dioceses in Ire 
land, shall annually make returns of all legacies 
left for charitable purposes, to the Secretary of the 
Commissioners of Charitable Donations, the only of
ficer of the Board who Has a salary, and which 
amounts to one hundred and fifty pounds per an
num ; and the Act then empowers the Commis
sioners to sue for arid recover embezzled charities, , 
“  and apply them according to the intentions of 
“  the donor, or if that be impracticable or unlaw- 
“  ful, then to such charitable purposes as the Com

missioners shall deem to be nearest and most 
■ e cofifortnable to the directions ctnd intentions o f  
cc the donor. ”

Such are the provisions of this act, an act in
tended for the sole purpose of preventing executors, 
whether Protestants, Presbyterians, or Roman 
Catholics, lrom concealing or embezzling charitable 
bequests, and which authorises the Commissioners 
to interfere for the recovery of charitable do
nations, leit by Roman Catholics as well as by 
Protestants3 for lawful purposes; yet, of this act/ 
the authors of this Pamphlet, speak again in page 
bb, of fheir L I B E J j , against the Commissioners, in 
these ten us, finally, the Irish  legislature, in

1 ‘  O  J

the very hour of their extinction, raised this 
lasting monument o f their uncharitable spirit, 
the statute of 1800, creating the Corporation of



‘f Commissioners of Charitable Bequests in Ire .
"  Imdj ' \  and this «'«founded assertion is niade
though the authors of this Pamphlet must have
well known, that this Board or Commission was
only a continuation of a Committee, which had
acted with great benefit to the public, for near
iorty years, that no new powers were given to it
aud that its principal members actually remained
unchanged, from those who had chiefly composed
the Committee pf the Irish  House of Lords before 
the Union.

W e shall now proceed to give a short Statement 
of the Proceedings of this highly respectable body, 
lrom which the public may judge, with what re,, 
gard to tru th  or decency, this Board has bçeu 
sty ed “  an Inquisition/’ to hunt down all Catholic 
charities ; and -  framed to raise a new barrier 

against Catholic bequests.”

There have been, since the formation of the 
Board, about fifteen law suits altogether, com
menced by the Commissioners, all under the advice 
and opinion of the Attorney General, for the time 
being without which, the Board has never pro
ceeded against, executors, who have withheld or 
misapplied charitable bequests. Out of this number 
of lawsuits, all, except two, have been instituted 
against Protestants or Presbyterians. In one of 
the two cases alluded to, the Commissioners, upon 
a complaint made to them, that a bequest left 

a Roman Catholic, to endow an hospital with
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a considerable sum, had not been carried into 
effect, commenced a suit; and in consequence of 
this interference on their part, the hospital h.is 
been established, and is now a most well-regulated 
and useful charity, in a country town, in which 
such an institution was much wanted. W ith  re
spect to the other case, which is still in Chancery, 
and undetermined, the particulars are shortly
these : —

In the year 1804, a Mrs. Marv Power, of W a
terford, left various charitable bequests, amounting, 
altogether, to .above nine thousand pounds, for va
rious charitable uses, in trust to the most Rev. 
“  Doctor Thomas Bray, Roman Catholic Arch- 
“  bishop of Cashel; and to the Right Rev. 
“  Doctor John Power, Roman Catholic Bishop 
iC of Waterford, and to tlieir successor & fo r  
“ ever.”

One of these bequests wa$ a sum of £4 ,000 , 
(which was supposed to be for the erection ot 
a Nunnery); and another was a bequest of <£400, 
for a secret and undivulged purpose.

The Commissioners of Charitable Donations, 
considering these bequests left to two Titular 
Roman Catholic Bishops and their successors, fo r  
ever, as an ecclesiastical corporation, as a novel 
case, submitted Mrs. Marv Power’s will to Mr.j

Plunket, the then Attornev General, and to the%/ '
present Solicitor General, both of whom, under
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all the circumstances of tlie case, advised them to 
file a bill in Chancerv, to take the opinion of that 
Court on the construction of the will, the legality 
of some of the bequests, and of the appointment 
of the two Titular Bishops, as trustees in a cor- 
j)orate capacity. A bill was accordingly filed ; and 
it deserves to be mentioned, that the Commis
sioners having, in their bill, taken notice of the; 
gum of 400/. left for a secret purpose ; and the 
defendants, having requested of the Commis
sioners f c not to press for a detailed discovery’ 
of the application of this bequest, the Solicitor of 
the Commissioners, immediately declined pressing 
for any account pf this sum of £ 4 0 0  ; and upon 
a hearing of the cause, the Chancellor pronounced 
a decree, that the executor should account, and 
lodge the rest o f  the money in Court, to abide the 
final decree. , ^  , . - .,: ,

In the mean time, and pending the suit, as ap
pears from an answer of one of the defendants, 
Mr. St. Loger, an executor, Drs. Bray and Power 
were building the house for the reception of twelve 
females, hq,d established the school for educating 
boys, applied and expended the money left by 
Mrs. Power, for finishing Trinity Chapel, iv\ 
Waterford, and also the sum left, by her for 
building a chapel at Knockbury, together with 
the money left by her, to erect a garden wall to 
the nunnery in Hennessy Road, and all this, 
without any molestation whatever on the part o;
“  T H E  I N Q U I S I T I O N / ’
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In this state remained the cause of the Com
missioners of Charitable Donations, versus Drs. 
Bray and Power, when the residuary legatee 
of Mrs. Power, (who is a Roman Catholic), ar
rived from Spain, and immediately commenced a 
suit in the Prerogative Court, to set aside the 
whole of Mrs. Powers will, on the ground of 
undue influence ; and has also filed a bill against 
Drs. Bray and Power, to oblige them to bring 
into Court all the money devised by Mrs. Power’s 
will for .charitable purposes.

Such ate the particulars of this case, which i ,  
cited in the Pamphlet, and relied upon to prove 
the assertion “ that the Commissioners o f Cha- 
" ntàble Donations, have completely succeeded 

in frustrating every attempt made by the Ca- 
thohcs, to provide any permanent maintenance 
for their ministers of worship, places of edu-
pat.on or other pious and charitable founda- 

f tions !!!

W e shall now proceed to make some extracts from
f ie  returns of all charitable bequests, made to the 
Conun.ssKmer,, f,om thc different offi

and which are pnnted every second year, by order 
of the Board, and distributed, ' ' * -

f J !r , are some °f ,i,e mav
Catholic f  t  re,“ r" ' ab0Un<l)’ , c r i ^  Roma"C a thohcs, for char,(able and other purposes not
one o} which the Commissioners have ever at- 
tempted to interfere with or impede.

€ C
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Printed returns of 1800. According to the 
printed returns of this year, William Savvey, o 
Downpatrick, bequeathed the sum of £1000, to 
the Roman Catholic College of Maynootli.

In the returns of the same year, Patrick Power, 
of New Boss, left the profit rent of a house, for 
the use of two chapels near Ross.

1801.—The Rev. M att. Lennon, Titular Bishop 
of D rom on, bequeathed £ 5 0 0 , to purchase six 
government debentures, for the purpose of estab
lishing a daily mass in the chapel of Newry, iii 
perpetuance ; and he left a further sum of £ 5 0 0 , 
for the erection of a school, contiguous to the 
chapel, for the education of children of poor Ca
tholics ONLY.

Now, although since the days of Lord Coke, 
money left to say masses fo r  a soul has been declar
ed to be an unlawful and superstitious Bequest, 
yet the Commissioners have never molested the 
Rev. Matthew Lcnnon’s executors, nor even pro- 
«etuted th e m /o r  not advertising his bequests.

1802, William Doran, of Wexford, Gent, left 
unto the Rev. James Currin, a Roman Catholic 
Parish Priest, £400 , for building and supporting 
a charity school, to be erected at the rere of the 
Chapel of Wexford, in the Church Yard, and also 
an annuity of £ 3 5  yearly, for the uses and pur
poses, which he had directed in, and by a letter. 
Of memorandum given by him to Mr. Currin. The
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Commissioners have never enquired of Mr. Currfn, 
for what uses the annuity was devised, or to what 
purposes it has been applied.

Agnes French, of Galway, in this year, left 
^ 3 0  to the Roman Catholic Charity School of
Galway, and five pounds to the Chapel.

1S03, Thomas Bodkin, of Galway, left ^4 5 0  to 
his Parish Priest, to be disposed of by him, as by a 
certain writing drawn up by him, was directed.

The Commissioners never enquired for what 
purpose this Bequest was intended.

And in the same yeàr, the Rev. Edanus Murphy, 
a Parish • Priest, in the county of W exford , be
queathed all his books, household furniture, and 
what stock he might have at the time of his de
cease, to his Nephew, the Rev. William Stafford, 
“ to be laid out fo r  suffrages fo r  his soul.'*

The Commissioners have never interfered.

Richard Power of K  il mill an, (same year), be* 
queathed «^100, part for the repairs o f  his l'arish  
Chapel, and part for a month's mind.

In this year, Dr. Thomas Hussey, late Titular 
Bishop of Waterford, bequeathed ^ 1 0 0  per 
annum, to pay five masters, ^ 2 0  each, for in
structing poor Catholic Boys in reading; and writ
ing, together with the principles of their Religion ; 
and also ^ 2 0  yearly besides, to buy books aud
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paper for these five schools ; and also £ 2 0  yearly,- 
to buy books and paper for the use of the female
children, who attend the schools, taught by a 
society of Ladies, called the Presentation, living 
in Hennesex) Road, in Waterford , (a Nunnery.)

•

In the same year, James Moore, of Dor set-street, 
Dublin, Merchant, left ^ 5 0  to the Roman Ca
tholic Schools of Liffey-street Chapel, j£50 to the 
School of Denmark-street Chapel, and «^500 be-* 
sides, to be applied and disposed of in such Cha
rity as his Executors should direct.

No account was ever required by the Commis
sioners, how the «*£500 was applied*

Patrick Darcy, of Bis!top-street, Dublin, left 
an annuity of three Pounds eight shillings and 
three pence, per annum, to the Clergymen of 
Francis-street Chapel, for saying soul masses, for 
the space of thirty-five years, and one guinea per 
annum towards the rent of the said Chapel of 
Francis-street..

In  the same year, Mrs. French left a sum of 
money to say masses fo r  her soul, and the souls o f  
her two Husbands, besides bequests to seven Roman 
Catholic charity schools in the city of Dublin.

1804, Mrs. Matthews of Ushers-quay, left 
*^250 to Maynooth College, and «^100 to the 
Roman Catholic School of St, Audeons Parish. 
And Mr. Bonfield, of Limerick, left ^500  for the

K
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use o n l y  of the Roman Catholic Schools iti
Limerick.

By the printed returns of this year, it appears 
also, that the Rev. James Jones, of Com-market, 
a Parish Priest, left thirteen Government Deben
tures, of <£100 each, to the College of Maynooth, 
and ^ 5 0  for the repairs o f  the Chapel o f  Church- 
street.

1805, John Corballis of New-street, Dublin, in 
this year, left £  100 to the Roman Catholic poor 
school of Sagard, under the name of the Holy 
Trinity > and £ 3 2 0  among other Roman Catholic 
schools of the Catherinians, Patricians, Josephians 
and Jerissians of Francis-strect chapel, &c. &c.

Mr. Goold of the city of Cork, left this year 
<£100 to Doctors M ‘Coylan and McCarthy, parish 
priests of St. Peter’s and St. Paul’s in Cork, for the 
use of their parishes ; £ 3 0  to Doctor Moylan (the 

% titular Bishop) lor the use of his poor schools ; 
£«)0 to a Mrs. Collins for another Roman Catho
lic school ; and £ 5 0  more to Dr. Moylan to dis
tribute among the poor of his parish.

Mr. Valentine Leahy of Cashe\ left ,£50 to the
Rev. M. McCormick in trust for the repairs of the
Chapel o f  Cashel.

The Rev. W . Lonergan, parish priest of Car- 
rickbcg, county of Wexford, left in tbw year * 10  
to the chapel of Car rickbcg, and ^ 5  to Ballindes-



art chape l; and «£100 to his burial months mind 
and masses, the masses at Qiie shilling and seven 
pence per mass.

Patrick Mullauhv of Colga, county of Sligo in 
1805, left unto the convent o f  Bunada, five ‘pounds 
sterling per annum fo r  thirty years to come, pay
able out of his estate of Drumnaher ; and «^10 to 
the Rev. M. Flinn for the use of his chapel.

1805, Mrs. Anastria OSullivan left a rent charge 
of «^30 per aonum, for ever on her estates, towards 
the support, maintenance, education and appren
ticing four female orphans of the Roman Catho
lic religion of the parish of St. M ary’s in the city 
of Dublin.

Maurice Hannahan left «»£300 to his executors, 
to  be applied by them to such charitable purposes 
as they shall think most expedient for the benefit 
and repose o f  his soul.

Edmund Connellan of Cork after leaving a trif
ling sum to each of the chapels in the city of Cork 
adds, I leave my executors at liberty to give 
“  whatever they pleased to father Deuuis Sullivan 
if to say masses for mine Dud m y wife's soul.'*

John Rielly of Prospect in the county and town 
of Drogheda, left to Dr. Richard Rielly (the titu 
lar primate we believe) fifteen hundred ppwids, in 
trust, to be applied to such charitable uses as he 
should think Jit. .
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These have never been converted to Protestant 
uses by the Commissioners.

1806, Mrs. Mary Goodwin of Lim erick  by her 
last will left in this year money to four different 
parish priests, to say masses for her and her hus
band's soul ; and then leaves the residue and re
mainder of her property to the Rev. J .  Synnot, 
parish priest of Gorey, to be by him distributed 
to charitable uses,

Mrs. Doyle of the county of W exford, left lier 
estate in the town and lands of Ballintumbred in 
that county, charged with the small annuity of £3  
for ever, to be paid to her executors and the sur
vivor and heirs of such survivor to be turned by 
them to such pious uses as the Rev. Gentlemen 
3hall think proper.

Maurice Power of Dungarven, left «^100 to the 
Rev. Dr. Keating, his parish priest, to defray his 
funeral expences, with part to the poor and a high 
viass and office at his death.

1807, Daniel Hydon left ^700  to some Roman 
Catholic schools in the city of Dublin ; in the same 
year, the Rev. Francis O 'Brien of Liffey-street, 
left the produce of the sale of all his furniture and 
library to the students of Maynootli, cc to say mas
ses ior his intentions, at twenty pence each m ass;” it 
is said, his effects produced ^8 0 0  and that his re
lations have gone to law for it, and to frustrate his 
j)ious intentions.
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1808, In this year Thomas Connell of Hilltown 
in the county of Dublin, bequeathed <£100 to his 
trustee, to be by him distributed in such charity as 
he should think fit, and fo r  masses fo r  the repose of 
his soul.

Michael Murphy of Fishamble-street, Dublin, 
devised by his will to the clergymen of the church 
of Rome of the parish of St. Michael, Dublin, 
<£50 towards defraying the Expences o f  a Roman 
Catholic Chapel to be built in said parish ; £ 2 0  to 
the Roipan orphan school of Cabra ; £ 1 0  to the 
Roman clergy of Adam and Eve chapel fo r  Memo- 
rials ; £ 2 0  to the charity school of Rosemary- 
lane chapel, and to the principal Catholic clergy
men of five parishes in the city of Kilkenny, 20/. 
each, for the sick poor of their respective pa
rishes

R  oger O'Connor of Galway, in this year, left 
100/. to two Roman Catholic schools in that 
city.

Mrs. Sherlock of the city of Dublin, by her 
will bequeathed in this year 200/. to three Roman 
Catholic Schools in the City and County of 
Dublin.

Michael Esmond, of Wexford, merchant, left 
five pounds per annum, during the term of fifty 
years, to the Titijlar Bishop of the diocese o- 
Ferns.

[  69  ]



C TO ]

1809.—The Rev. F, Kavanagh, of the town 
of Wexford, left all his estate, real and personal, 
to Dr. Caulfield, and two other Roman Catholic 
clergymen of Wexford, to be disposed of chari
tably. ' i

The Commissioners havç never enquired to 
what charities it has been applied.

1809.—The returns of this year, 1809, contain 
several bequests for masses, two of which are 
small annuities, arising out of lands, during the 
continuance of the lease ; and several to Roman 
Catholic schools, which are too numerous to be 
inserted in this tract.

1810.—James Baldwin, of JYIacroom, county 
of Cork, left all his lands and tenements, in re
version to Drs. Shugrue and Moylan, in trust, out 
of the issues and rents thereof, to dispose of the 
sum of fo u r  hundred pounds per annum, for estab
lishing a school, or schools, to be kept by Roman 
Catholic clergymen, in the parish of Kilnamartra , 
county of Cork, for instructing poor children in 
the religious tenets and rules of the Church of 
Rome.

None of the bequests above enumerated, have 
the Commissioners ever prevented the executors 
from carrying into execution.

The returns which the Commissioners have 
printed, do not come down later than 1810 ; but the
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before recited bequest of lands, houses, annuities arid 
debentures, left by Roman Catholics, for the sup
port of places o f  education— o f worship, and other 
pious and charitable uses, (and which have been 
selected out of many of a  similar description, 
which these returns contain), will be sufficient to 
convince every man, who has any regard for truth 
or candour, how unfounded and false, the accu
sations are, which this Pamphlet makes against 
the Commissioners o f Charitable Donations and 
Bequests,

À Board, Consisting of some of the most 
exalted and liberal characters in society.—A 
Board, most disinterestedly labouring in the public 
service, for the best and most benevolent purposes ; 
and of whose general utility some estimation may 
be formed from the circumstance, that in conse
quence of a Decree made in one of their Causes 
during the last Term, the Governors of Simpson s 
Hospital, and the House of Industry, instead of 
receiving each the sum of six  hundred pounds, 
which by a compromise with the executors of the 
late Mr. Barry, (who was murdered in North Fre- 
derick-street, and who left the residue of his pro
perty to those two Institutions) they were going 
to accept, when the Commissioners interfered, 
have, by this Decree, become entitled to the sum 
of upwards of nine thousand pounds, which sum 
will be divided between those two most useful 
charities, after the expences of the lawsuit of the 
Commissioners, shall have been deducted there
from.



W e must not omit to mention, that Parliament, 
íast year, granted the sum of six hundred pounds, 
to defray all the expences of the Commissioners* 
until next Session, their law proceedings in
cluded.

Such are the resources, and such has been the 
conduct of the Board of Commissioners of Cha
ritable Donations, formed under the Act of the 
fortieth year of the King, for the better discovery 
of charitable bequests*

An act of Parliament, which is now in this o f
ficial Statement of Catholic grievances, brought 
in forward and formidable array, among the list 
of p e n a l  l a w s ,  which aggrieve the C A TH O 
LICS o f  IRELA N D !!!

W e have now dismissed the grievances which are 
paraded in tile first chapter of the Statement/* 
and have arrived at the d e m a n d s ,  which conclude 
this part of the labours of its authors. W e shall 
give these demands in their own words, “ that the 

Catholics are well entitled, upon every ground of 
“ public policy and justice, to claim a share, and 

a large share, of the public Revenue of Ireland, 
for the maintenance of their schools, houses of 
worship, pastors aiid other charitable objects, 
is a proposition pretty clear to the eye of reason : 
their number, industry, and importance, the 

“  vast aids they afford to the state, and the natio
nal advantages and expediency of the pleasure
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rc itself, must silence every doubt upon the subject,
“ Y e t they are not only precluded, from their ju s t 
tc share of support, (for we cannot stoop to notice 

the miserable pittance which annually insults the 
Maynooth establishment), but they are denied 

"  the permission to defray those charges, ont o f  
“ their ow?i means, and to secure the due and per- 
Cf manent appropriation o f  their money, fo r  the f id -  

filment o f  their benevolent intentions. ' ’

W e have, we trust, irl the pages immediately 
preceding, given â complete refutation of the 
latter part of the above Statement, and with respect 
to their modest d e m a n d *  rf of a share, and a 
l a r g e  s h a r e  of the public Revenues of Ireland, 
for the maintenance of their schools, houses of 
worship, and other charitable purposes/' W e 
know of but two ways of accomplishing their object; 
we may take it for granted, that by insisting upon 
a large share, they mean one equivalent to their 
numbers, upon the relative proportion which they 
have stated them to bear to the numbers of the 
established Church ; they must therefore, either 
mean to require, that nine-tenths of the permanent 
funds and annual Parliamentary grants of our pre
sent public Charitable Foundations, should be taken 
from them,, and converted to their sole use and di
rection, or else that a sum of money, nine times as 
great as the whole present amount of all the annual 
Funds, permanent Revenues, and Parliamentary 
grants, of our public charitable* institutions, should 
be in some manner or other raised, and provided*

L
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and entrusted to their exclusive management, to 
the use and behoof of the members o f their com
munion alone ; for already the Roman Catholics 
participate, and in a proportion equivalent to 
their relative numbers, (whatever they may really 
be,) of the benefits of all the public charitable foun
dations in this kingdom, those few excepted, 
which have been endowed, under wills or grants, 
in former times, for the education of youth in the 
Protestant Religion, and which have been hitherto
thought also deserving of parliamentary aid.__
But as we have already observed, are not the daily 
parochial schools open for the education of the 
poor children of their religion, and is not the at
tention of the Irish Government, and the zeal of 
numerous private individuals of the Protestant Re
ligion, in every part of the kingdom, at this mo
ment, directed to the subject of the general edu
cation of the children of the poor in Ireland, of the
Roman Catholic, as well as of the Protestant com
munion ? Do they not at this moment enjoy a share, 
and a large share of all the benefits of those nume
rous private, as well as public charities and esta
blishments, in Which want and disease, pain and 
poverty, sickness and old age find refuge and sup
port ? it is plain then, that a share, nay, even more 
than an equal participation will not content them 
and that nothing short of absolute d o a h n a t ío /  
wdl satisfy their importunate and unreasonable 
d e m a n d s  : Tht’y have at length boldly, and honestly 
thrown off the m ask .-T h e  cant of an equal par-



ticipation of the political powers of the State, with 
the Protestants, upon terms and conditions, for its 
security, and that of the Church and the establish
ments connected with it, is now abandoned, and 
they will accept of “ r e l i g i o u s  l i b e r t y ^  as they 
now by a sweeping term, stile their multifarious 
d e m a n d s ,  upon no conditions of limitation, or 
restriction whatsoever.---Already throughout the
Statement,” they give to their religion, the epithet 
of ^  ^

“  T H E  N A T IO N A L  F O R M  O F  W O R S H IP .1’

And be it also observed, that they commence 
the first Chapter of their Manifesto, with an eulo- 
gium upon their own Clergy, an4 terminate it with 
a libel upon the Bishops and Clergy of the Esta
blished Church.— They have claimed for the mini
sters of their religion exemption from the laws?- 
and have abetted all the high-church usurpai ions 
of their order— they have set up the laws of 
fourth Council of Lateran  against the Law of thfi 
Land— they have made D EM A N D S which ar« 
incompatible with the safety and existence of thu 
Protestant Establishment in Church and Siate— 
their ‘k Statement” is opened by menace, au.I 
supported throughout by intimidation—they have 
ceased to petition for favors, they now Demand 
them as RIG H TS.

I f  (said one of the wisest and most prophetic 
Irish Statesmen which our times have produced,
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the great Lord Clare) Parliament is to listen to the 
“ claims of the Popish subjects of this country, to 

be admitted to political power on the ground oF 
“  Hight, I desire to know where we are to make a
“  stand ?------Religion is the great bond of Society,

and therefore, in every civilized country, there 
“ must be a Religion connected with the State, 

and maintained by it against all attacks and cn- 
“  croachments-r—and therefore I  deny the R ight of 
“ any man who dissents from the Religion esta- 
“ blished by the State, to demand admission into 
“  the State, upon which alone the Established 
/r Religion can rest for support. Should Parlia- 
“  ment once admit the claims of Irish Papists to 
4( political Power on the ground of Right, I  de-
“ sire to know where we are to draw a line ?------
"  I f  Papists have a R ight to sit in Parliament, they 
if have a Right to fill every office in the State— 

they have a Right to pay tithes exclusively to 
"  their own clergy : they have a Right to restore 

the antient pomp and splendor of their religion : 
(c they have a Right to be governed exclusively by 

the laws of their own church,*—they have a 
Right to seat their Bishops in the House of 
Lords -they  have a Right to seat a Popish Prince 
on the Throne— they have a Right to subvert the 
Established Government, and to make this a 
PO PISH  C O U N T R Y  : w h i c h  i  h a v e  l i t t l e  

"  d u u b t  IS t h e i r  U L T IM A T E  O B JE C T .”

W hich it already claimed for them iu “  the Statement,”



“ W e are (says Dean Swift) convinced in our
<t consciences that we shall always tolerate than, 
“ but not quite so fully, that they will tolerate its,
“ when it conies to their turn .’

“ There is (observes Doctor South) a civil, as 
« well as an ecclesiastical interest in the case—for 
"  there are Lands to be converted, as well a#
t( Heretics
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