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S IRIT OF THE ENGLISHJOURNALS.

That his Majesty entertains a strong ob-
jeetion to the creation of such a number
of new Peers as would be necessary to

:

neutralize the majority cn the Reform Bill:

we have reason to believe ; and we also
believe that thére exists, or has Ot'itscd
until very recently, a difference of opinion
in the Cabinet upon the same important

question. Itisnot unlikely that these mat- u

ters may be denied in certain quarters, but
we shall make no account of any denial
which is not supported b{ better authori-
ty than mere assertion. - In the mean time
the statement as-to the objection on 3_!\91
mind of his Majesty receives something
like confirmation, from an announcement
made with an air of authority in the Cou- |
rier of last evening. That Journal, after
stating that the prorogation of Parliament
is 1o take place’on Saturday, if possible,
‘but certainly not later than Thursday, goes
on to pay, ‘“ Upon the re-assombling of
P -liament the course will probably be to
bi0g forward the Reform Bill, slightly
modified, but by no means changed ‘in
in principle, or in any of its important
clauses. It is presumed, we imagine, and
with good reason, that the Peers will not
after the decision of the wishes of the
King and his people, again reject the
Bill, or, if they should reject it, that it
will be by so small a majority as will ena-
ble the King, without inconvenience, to
create new Peers.” This announcement
which is no doubt a feeler put forth, not
by efficial ity but at official sugges-
tion, to ascertain how the public would to-
lerate the idea of a modified Bill of Reform
is entitled  to an observation or two-—
bat first, let us say a few words as to the
creation of new Peers—Being sincerely
attached to a Constitutional Monarchy;, as
the form of Government best adapted to
the growth, developement, a.d duration
of rational liberty, and the protection and
diffusion of all the social blessings that
depend upoan it, we wish to see every part
of which it is-composed preserved in its
integrity. It is therefore that we advo-
cate an efficient but not an intemperate
Reform. But while we believe that the
integrity of the House of Commons has
been broken in upon by the Members of the
House of Lords usurping the nomination
of Members to seats in the Lower House,
and whiie weendeavour, by such reasons as
the case sapples, to bave the pare repre-
sentation of.the Commons restored, we by
no means desire to see the House of Lords
degraded in its composition, or prostrated
in its spirit at the feet of the Minister of
the Crown. Deeply do we regret that the
House of Lords should, with regard to
the Reform Bill, have so decidedly oppo-
sed, not the Ministers of the Crown, but
the earnest wishes and authentic will of
the nation, expressed and recorded in the
petitions which crowded the tables of both
Houses, praying for nothing more than
that the representative theory ofthe Con-
stitution might be realissd in practice.
Baut it is not a sound principle to act up-
on, either in morals or politics, that a per-
manent evil should be committed to secure
the acquiescence of a present good.
Statesmen, as well as moralists, should
look not merely to the immediate result,
but to the probable consequentes of ac-
tions, or their conduct would be always in
error. It appears a good thing to pass
the reform Bill by any means short of vio-
lence ; but it is right to bear in mind that
if it be effected by the creation of 50 or 60
new Peers—nearly 30 having been crea-
ted by the present Munistry already—the
dignity of the Peerage will not only be
lowered, and the independence of the
House of Lords destroyed, but a most
dangerous precedent will have been there-
by established, of which a corrupt and
ambitious Minister may hereafter take am-

-ple advantage in promotion of the worst

designs ; for an abuse of the prerogative
in a good cause to-day may be pleaded
to-morrow in defence of proceedings of a
totally opposite tendency. The preroga-
tive of the Crown in creating Peers is on-
ly properly exercised when it is limited to
the supplying the vacancies produced by
time, aad to the raising persons whose
public merits and eminent services enti-
tle them to that honor. We know that
this prerogrative has been sometimes used
before for political purposes, though never
to the extent which some contend for naw

It was thought a great abuse in the reign
of Queen Ann, when, to give Ministers a
majority twelve new Peers were created
at once. With such contempt were the
twelve treated, that, on the day of their
taking their séats in the Upper House,on
the question of adjournment being put, the
Earl of Wharton asked them, ¢ Whether!
they voted by their foreman?” King Wil-
liam I11. degraded the Peerage, to ingrati-
ate himself with great families, by raising
eight Earls to Dukedoms, and creating
eighteen Earls, three Viscounts, and niae
Barons. But what is this to what is now
proposed ?  Besides, the Peers crea-
ted for the occasion are generally the
meer tools of every administration, who
never vote against the Minster, unless

- when the Minister happeds to act with the

people. Witness Mr. Pitt’s Peers in the
present instance, whose names are to be

found in the ranks of the majority agaiost

the Reform Bill, although most of them
perhaps, never voted agaiast the Crown
before. Among them is the name of

Lo#d Carrington, the éndbled banker and

professed Whig ; but it was better, in his

" opinion, that the rights and liberties of the

people should be sacrificed than the rot-
ten borough of Wendover should be extin-
guished. In the celebrated case of Ashby
and White the House of Lords made a
noble and successful stand in delence of
the popular liberties, against the despotic

usurpation attempted by the -House off- ' In consequence of the.

Commons. 'There have been other ocea-| took on the Reform Bill, the Bishops have
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sions, too, where they have been on ‘tbq&
side of freedom when the' Commons -arro-

gated an authority subversive to the rights.
of their own constituents ; but they were
nof occasional Peors who acted s0. We
would, therefore, rather see the Honse of
Lords abolished at.once, than so degra-
ded as to reflect but the servile image of
the will of the Minister of the Crown.
Now, as to the announcement which the

Courier ‘Sut‘ forth a as feeler, we ask—are |t

the people preju‘tod for 'a modified Bill of
Reform—that is, let it ‘bc:l dli; lnimd as it
may, a changed, an altered Bill—a some-
tbi” thnt..ig h:n the ‘ whole Bill, and
nothing but the Bill. = We should lke at
all events to know what the intended mo-
difications are, and then we could say whe-
ther ‘they infringe upon the principle or
not. Asto ourselves, we have never join-
ed in the cry from the beginning for *‘ the
whole Bill ;> on the contrary, we have
ointéd out several defects which we
should be glad to see removed. ln the
mean time, what need of mystery, if the
thing be honest ? It is easy to goverr
the people of England by reason—not by
deception.—Morning Herald.

The cause of Reform can now only be
injured by an abuse of that strength,
which, directed by reason, must be sure
to make it trrumphant. This isnot a time
when the popular feeling requires to be
excited by the stimulating furor of Wge
Press. The danger is lest the excitement
already abroad may break over the
mounds which protect the Constitution,
and become a furious torrent in which the
vessel of Reform shall be wrecked, in-
stead of flowing ou ia its ligitimate chan-
nel, with that full but calm tide which
would bear it securely and majestically to
the haven of its proper destination. We
have already told the people that ‘¢ the
emisaries of theAnti-Reflormers are abroad
instigating to acts of a dangerous and un-
lawful nature with the hope of crushing
Reform itself”” We have told this to the
people whose cause we have supported
with such force of reason and arguments
as we could command, when some Jour-
nals, that are now admianistering the in-
toxicating draughts of that cup of mad-
ness which already ¢ kindles in its circu-
lation,”” were equally zealous in suppor-
ting and applauding every act and sentie
ment of the determined enemies of all
Reform. That the emisaries of the Anti-
Reformers are abroad is sufficiently evi-
denced by the annonymous placards which
have been fixed up in various quarters,
with the obvious intention of breaking
down the ligitimate force of a reasoning
people on this question, bv substituting
for that constitutional power the lawless
and destructive fury of a mob. The bu-
sy, dark, and malignant contrivers of disor-
der and violence, no doubt, calculate upon
the mind of the Sovereign himsel! being

alienated from Reform, by that cause be-

ing mixed up and confounded with dis-
graceful riots and rebellious outrage.
They also calculate upon the military be-
ing cailed out to massacre the deluded
people. They would like to see the
scenes of Newtownbarry add Merthy:

Tydvill—scenes of disgusting military ex- |9

ecution—renewed even in this metropolis.
That they mayv be disappointed is the wish
of every good citizen, but in order to dis-
appoiant them it is necessary to put the peo-
ple on their guard against their machina-
tions. There 1s another class of persons

endeavouring to get up disorder in Lon-{P

don—those desperate characters that a-
bound in every great and luxurious city,
who expect that their predatory ‘¢ patriot-
ism’’ will be enriched with a rich harvest
ef spoil, amid scenes of tumult and com-
motion. But, indeed, the mere neading of
the seditious placards by crowaéot simple
people, who, in looking after their politi-
cal rights, sometimes forget that others
are looking after their pockets, affora to
gentry of this sort no small opportunity to
pursue with success their honest avoca-
tion. As a specimen of the public indica-
tion of the sentiments of the people of Eng-
land, a Morning Paper publishes a pla-
card which had been posted up at Canter-
bury, and which after a hypocritical
expression of respec: for the King, and
calling upon the people to hold meetings
to declare their loyalty, goes on to say,
‘“ At these meetings to express your opin-
ion more decidedly on the politics of this

mnmontous ericie, you oan roeolve to ay{
no more tazes, in the event of an Anti-Re-.
forming Ministry being appointed. You
can resolve, in consideration of the part
taken by the Bishops and the Clergy a-
gainst the people, that you will pay no
more tithes. And remember, fellow- citi-
zens, that a public meeting in other times
—and that meeting was the English House
of Commons—resolved that ¢ The House
of Lords was a nuisance!” How far
youl opinion coincides in this respect re-
mains to be seen.” The inditer of this
placard is not quite so willing to get into
a ‘“scrape’’ himselfasto bring others in-
to it—for he modestly conceals his name,
and plays his heroic part under the signa-
ture, as well as under the mask of ‘‘ a Re-
former.” It is easy to determine what
sort of a Reformer he is, while he speaks
of loyalty to the King, instigates the peo-
ple to follow the example of the democra-
tic assenbly that, voted the House of
Lords a nuisance-~and that also, be it re-|
membered, brought the King to the block.
Are we not, therefore, justified in saying
that the ‘‘ emissaries of the Anti-Reform
are abroad 27 Let the people recollect the
Specia! Cemmissions, and the military ex-
ecations that have taken place, even un-
der our Whig Government.  Bot if they
shauld forget those things, and listen to
tiolent and treachérous advisers, we shall
be guiltless of the afflicting consequences.’
~Morning Herald. |
part which tb,“’

awn "mé’ : ‘a' estion, and the political con-
tentions of the ' Senite are asserted to be
incompatible with the pious duties and
spiritual functions of the pre
urch. Some Joutnals broadly hint at
the necessity of measures ofretaliation not
only against the bishops, but against the
yralities of the €hurch of w ich they
suatdians. - New 'ﬁaﬁtéi.'th“‘:?’“
which the bishops gdve agaidst the reform
bill, we hmns'r&hl to say thatit was
not'a cofiscigntions ong. lodeed whena
bishop votes agaiast the Crown we" &ire al-
ways disposed to believe that he sacrifi-
cés his‘habits, his inclinations. ‘ll.ld even
his taste, to his conscience.;.  King and
Church are not more closely assaciated by

prescriptive maxim than byi the general

.‘,, ‘ pu— .
m&'%, “ P
al all as

house oflords. When the Mooarchy was
abolished in England Epis¢opacy went
down along withit ; when the Monarchy
was restored Episcopacy wag re-gstablish-
ed. Burke says that * religion should
raise her mitred head in palaces ;" but it
is another question whether she should ex-
hibit her lawn sleeves in Parliament. We
maintain that this question is not likely, in
stormy times like the present, to be tem-
perately or impartially discusged. Asto the
effect which the votes of the:bishops pro-
duced on the fate of the refoym bill, let us
see what it was. - Tweaty-one bishops vo-
ted agarmst the-bill, and. the bill was lost
by a majority of forty-one. Buppose then
all those Prelates had followed the exam-
ple of the Archbishop of York and the Bi-
shop of London and abstained {rom votiug,
the loss of the bill could not have becn pre-
vented, for it would still have’been thrown
out by a majority of twenty. If, indeed,
the twenty-one Prelates had yoted for the
bill instead of voting against it, the bill
would have been carried by a majority of
one. But this could not have removed
the objection of those who maintained the
position that Bishops should net inlerfere
in polifical questions.  Whether they vot-
ed for the popular side or against it would
e equally a violation of the spiritual non-
intervention principle which ‘the objectors

we are to huve a Reform inthe Church, it
cannot be a judicious and temperate Re-
form unlessit beone considered and adopt-
ad on its own merits,and without any refer-
ence tothe votes .efthe Bishops on the

opinion that, to a certain extent, it does
—it would- bethe inversfon of all sound
reasoning to say that becausethe guardi-
ans of the Church voted forthe Reform
Bill (supposing they had done so0,) it
would be right that the Church itsell
should go unreformed ; or, in other words,
because the guardians of the Church ac-
knowledged that the best way to renovate
the State was toremove its abuses, there-
fore the best acknowledgment that could
be made to them would be to allow the a-
buses of thes:Church to be perpetual.—
Though we. have said that the abstract
uestion as to the propricty of the Prelates
of the Established Church having seats in
the tHlouse of Lords is not a question for
times of excitemeunt, yet we have no hesi-
tation in saying that our Bishops, in their
places in Parliament, have, somehow or
other, almost imvariably resisted all im-
rovement. - We do not forget the heroic
conduct of the ‘S seven Bishops’’ in blow-
ing the trumpet of the glorious Revoluti-
on, and we venerate their memories for the
stand which they made against atyrant,
when their own rights, and privileges had
been arbitrarily assailed ; yet, when the
restoration of the rights and privileges of
their fellow subjects is the question which
the Government supports, we find the
great body of the Bishops, for the first
time in living memory, arrayed in opposi-
tion to the King and his Ministers. ' But
on other eccasions, when harsh and cruel
laws were to be passed against the peo-
ple—when an uncoastitutional stretch of
power was to be sanctioned by the Legis-
lature—when the passing of the ‘ Six
Acts’’—the suspension of the Habeas
Corpus Act—the enactment: of new capi-
tal Statutes, inflicting death under cir-
cumstances for which Christians ought to
blush-—the: passing of a Spring-gun Bill
to legulise a system of cowardly assassi-
nation, more dangerou$ to the innocenf
than the gu'lly—when these and other
matters equally oepposed to sound and hu-
mane legislation were the work cut out by
the Ministers for Parliament, we have al-
ways found the Bishops on the side of pow-
er. Inshort, the Minister ofthe day has
generally calculated on their votes with
great certainty, but never with a more jus-
tified confidence than when fhe corrupt or
arbitrary acts of the Government were to
be abselved from all responsibility, or the
errors of the law, or the ‘‘ venerable abu-
ses of the State, were to be protected a-
gainst'the reforming hand ofisulutary in-
novation., During the successive years
that Sir Samue) Romilly nobly struggled
to purifly our criminal code from inhuma-
nity" and barbarism, by judicious and en-
lightened ameliorations, the Prelates of
our Ch\urch-«tbeitoachers of a religion of
mercy;were among the most steady oppo-
nents {o any‘and every altération of our
san ui’nirfieoi,é; This circumstance Sir
S ﬁoﬁiﬁ,’fﬁméﬁ adverted o with deep
regret in bis place’in the House of Com-
mons in the year 1813, when he said 1
saw without any astonishmept that the
punishment of death for -privately stealing
to the amount of five shillings bhad been |
sanctioned by thie sapport of jive Prelates,
bécatise, opon & former occasion, I recol-
lect that the punishment of death for this
offence was eapproved and supported by
seven of the’Bench of Bishops, amongst

whom, if I mistake not, there was an

)

" Archibishop.” What Bishops voted on the

prelates of the:

conduct of the Bench of - Bishops in the |8

to a Political Prelacy have laid down. If

Reform Bill, or pa any other question. If
the Church wanis Reform—and we are of

Ya deep conviction that the evil is already
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other side ? Alas'! the records of merci-

- fuland ‘anl’i;btom&(iegiohtion bear no tra-

f their names '} Far be it from us

:: .a:cdu those things to any. corruption
or venality of the Bench iugl{ :b _;:_u wp;:lrd
ket believe that cloisteréd habits, a nar=
rather believe that € a6t Lo

row experience af lif .
vt renk sad power, oftener the result o
a subservient cultivation of patronage than
of independent thinking and hbocmuo}“:‘;
rit, have, in.a srut measure; disqualifi
them for those duties '
require comptrehensive views, 09'9‘ intre-
idity, and that civil wisdom which knows
c&v to distinguish  between pernicious
change* and wholesome tnnovation. We
speak of the body of Bishops, Knowing
that there are, and have been, individuals
among them, at all times, of the purest in-
tegrity, the most amiable feelings, and the
reatest mental endowments. We have
said that the Church wants Reform to a
certain extent ; and we think so chiefly
 because the wealth of the Church is great,
while that wealth is most unequally distri-
bated. Many of the Dignitaries of the
Church are far too highly paid, while the
working Clergy are, in general, without
adequate remuneration. These and other
defects must be reformed ; but Reform in
the Church should be conducted, not as a
measure of retaliation but as a duty ol
morality and justice.—JMorning Herald.

The Government have yielded so far to
the well-intentioned recommendation of
Mr, Sadler, as to allow the introduction of
a Bill for the providing of small patches ol
land for culuivation by the peasaatry.
Whether the aceomplishment of this ob-
ject, undoubtedly desirable in itself, i3 ca-
pable of being effected by an Act of the
Legislature, is at least extremely doubt-
ful ; and so Lord Althorp thought ; but at
the same. time the subject’is one which is
so important, that every inquiry intoit is
likely tobe productive of public advantage.

Many large land owneis have of late
been so forcibly impressed with the con-
viction that the possession of land is the
best security for the good conduct and cha-
racler of the peasantry, as to have appro-
priated land to their use with great liberali-
ty, and the Bishop of Bath and Wells, the
Duke of Buckingham, and others, have
acted, in this respect, with a highly com-
mendable public spirit. The more such
examples are followed the better for the
landed interest ; but theie will be many
difficulties in establishing a system of com-
pulsory allotment, which are not met with
by individuals who pursue the plan of al-
{lotment on their own account.

The truth is that the degradation of the
British peasantry has been brought about
by a complication of causes which cannot
be well understood, without a thorough
examination of our social cendition for the
last fifty years. The change that has ta-
ken place in the agricultural population 1s
within the personal remark of any intelli-
gent observer of sixty years of age.—
They have lost their independence and
well being, and with them, unfortunately,
in a great degree, their honesty and sense
of order. They have become almost serfs
or adstricti glebe, dependent solely upon
the wages of their labour, which have
dwindled to so low a rate as to be scarce-
ly sufficient to kecp bodv and soul toge-
ther. The supply of labour so greatly
exceeds the demand, that labourers and
paupers are almost synonymous, and hav-
ing nothing to fall back upon—not a rood
of ground that is his own, either for sub-
sistence, or solace,—the working man
feels that he has no stake in the country,
and no interest in the preservation of the
existing order of things, which, so far as
he is concerned, he finds to be the worst
that possibly can be. To this point, from
causes ton numerous to recapitulate, the
agricultural labourer has been reduced,
and his situation is uofortunately aggra;

sence of sympathy, which too many ofthe
higher ordérs have manifested towards
him. So far as money goes, the British
gentry are both charitable and hiberal, but
there is wanting some bond of union be-
tween rich and poor, some identification of
their views and interest, without which
there cannot be true amity between them.
There is now that broad line of demarca-
tion between rich and poor, which is the
sure mark of an unsound and unhealthy
state of society. There i1s a feeling of
bitterness entertained by the poor against
the gentry, as a class, which augurs very
ill for the permanent domestic peace of
the country. Those wnomix the most
withthe lower orders, will know the best
how far our assertion is true, but we have

far greater than superficial observers are
apt to suppose. The first French Revo-
lution was preceded by the prevalence of a
servile war, and of a spirit of destruction,
which led the peasantry to the commission
of outrages of a character precisely simi-
lar to those which occurred here during
the last winter. This spirit was acutely
remarked by Arthur Young, who ia speak-
ing of the frequent burnings of the cha-
teaux, explains very clearly their true ori-
gin. The French pesantry found them-
selves in a situation in which they had
miore to gain than to lese, by the destruc-
tion of property, and they acted according-
ly-  There is too much reason to fear that
the peasantry of England are now under
the influence of similar motives, "and, if
so, there can be no hope of peace and*or-
der, until those motives can be replaced
by others of a better tendency.

~ In France at the present day, every man
18 proprietor of land to a greater or Jess
extent. Agricultural labours, domestic'ser-
vants, and in short all the lower our clas-
ses, possess some little property of their|
own which though seldom sufficient fortheir
maintenance, gives them a stake in the
hedge,and makesthem feel thatthey are ci-

ies of political life which'

vated by the waat of conciliation—the ab- |

WoomsTock, and

- —

tizens wnd not slaves, “" l

arises out of the law of equal

and ‘against “whict “so m«rcr“
said and ,Wfitf',ﬂ, without thi'ﬂi’ghtu«-
fect upon national prejudice either fy
country or the other. To advoce
of equal distribution for Grea
would be generally regarded here iy

fiwild delusion, although it is evig %
{it would be the most powerful ent tht

m :
giving the peasantry the interest meaag

present circumstances, by vy

petudtion of land in the hands of 4
great proprietors offers an almogt i
perable difficulty in the way of remeg
the evils of the condition of the
tural labourers. The peasantry ar

them from degrading Helots ig
and independent citizens. 1t isto pe feareq

ect of speedy accomplishment, ¢ -
{’he aid g’f Mr. Sadler?who &ppear:enb::b
volently disposed towards the lower oe.
ders, but does not possess adequate kno:
ledge or capacity to be the instrumey, 0}
materially improving their congitjo,
)

as it has been brought about by g ¢ope,,
rence of causes. Of this we g 301’9.
that the mind of no anti-reformer ¢y |,
adapted (o a task for which a perfeq free.
dom from prejudice and from® aliachment
to existing abuees 1s a condifion of
very first necessity .— Sun. :

The peaceable conduct of the peaple, poy
withstanding the studied efforts made o t;egm
L them intu violence, 18 only what we shoylj
have expected from their habitual good se;se
good feeling and reflection. Indeed thosej'.'ur:
nalists and demagogues who were most yehe.
| ment in their threats of revolution made jt .
pear, upon their own showing, that revolyi,
was impossible. They stated that the whya
people were of the one way of thinking ; ap4
that, supported as they were by the King ay
the existing Administration, they were only
prevented from having that Parliamentary Re.
form whieh they desired by a few Noblemen
How, then could there be a revolution, The
word revolution, in its political sense, meansa
change of dynasty, orof the whoie subsisting
fraie of Government, effected by force. But
here the King and the people—the Executive
Government and the popular force—went to-
gether. There was therefore, no possibility of
revolution, because there was nothing to revo-
lutionize. But though the people have beea
orderly and peaceable, there have been some
instances of rabble violence. The outragesat
Derby and at Nottingham, and the personalat-
tacks in Loondon upon some of the Noble oppo
nents of the reformBill, have not been the work
of the people. They are the worst enemies of
Reform who indulge in such excess—for they
disgrace a just and rational cause by the most
wanton and criminal, and tyranical application
of brute force. Such disturbers ofthe peace

' must either be the dupes of treacherous st

' gators, who hope Reform will be impeded by
|gutrage, or rullians of desperate habits, who
| care nothing about the political question, but
| think the crisis favourable for the more conge-
| nial operation of pillage and devastation. The
breaking open the gaol and letting out thecn:
''minals, and breaking indiscriminately thewi-
dows of the respectable inhabitants, whetber
‘Reformers or Anti-Reformers, prove whala
| mere rabble it was that eommented the distur-
| bances at Derby, which the military l;au
‘quenched in blood. The burning of Nottisg-
'ham Castle, too, was a brutal and barbaous
aet, only worthy of the followers of a Tyler or
'a Cade. Reform has nothing in common.yntb
\incendiaries and men of blood. Tt repudiats
| them and their acts. lts great objectisimprove
| ment—their’s destruction. We regret tosee
'any portion of the London Press tending el
at this moment to-the instigation of the wont
passions of the rabble, by publications denoting
the Members of the majority in the House ol
Lords as objects of popular vengeance. We
'do not suppose the papers that publish those
things have any intention of pointing out ¢er
tain Nobleman as objects of personal violeoct
but such is their natural, if not inevitable ten-f
dency. Even the book of peace—the book 0
our religion, has been ransacked for thepur
pose cof profanely applying passagesin ,‘h".“;'
cred writings to purpose ot mahgnant m'“h‘_"
Ia an Eveniug Paper of last evening “PW’}S
the common version o! the 58th Psalm, apy"
to Lord Mansfield, and other Anti-Reform
Lords. One verse, we need hardly tell our
readers, runs as follows :— /
The righteous shall rejoice to see
) Their crimes s'1ch vengeance meet,
And Saints in persecutor’s blood -
| Shail dip their harmless feet. &
Is it right or decorous in a respectable P’P';'.'ho
profane even a bad translation as any pﬁf‘,“'c‘w
inspired writings by such an applicalion !
fanatical violence serve any just cause; or ™
Reform stand in need of the practical zeal 8

pious works uf‘;)olitical St. Bartholomew =
d
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