
HOUSE No. 37.

The Select Committee, to whom was referred the Peti-
tion of Benedict Fenwick and others, and the Peti-
tion of James D. Peakes and others, in aid thereof,
submit the following

The petitioners represent, “ that on the 11th of August
last, the Convent building,occupied by the Ursuline Com-
munity, situated upon Mount Benedict, in Charlestown,
wr as attacked by a lawless and ferocious mob, and its oc-
cupants driven therefrom, at midnight, into the fields,
without shelter or protection. That said mob proceeded
to pillage the said Convent of every article of value,
finally destroying some and carrying away others ; and
having ransacked the whole of said premises, set fire to
the same and totally burned and destroyed them, in de-
fiance of the rights of the occupants and owners of said
property, and in open and wilful violation of the majesty
of the laws.”

They further represent, “ that they have for many
years, been inhabitants of this Commonwealth, relying
upon the protection of the laws over their persons and
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Feb9 URSULINE CONVENT.

property, and for the purposes of said protection, paying
to said Commonwealth all the duties and taxes levied
upon them from year to year ; that they have at all times
demeaned themselves as good, obedient and peaceful
citizens, performing all the duties required by law, and
are therefore entitled to its full protection. That by
reason of the insufficiency of the law, and from its total
inadequacy for their protection, they have suffered great
deprivation and loss, and said Ursuline Community is
rendered wholly destitute ; and inasmuch as said losses
and deprivation have been occasioned through the in-
adequacy and insufficiency of the law, whose protection
from open outrage and destruction of property they have
a right to demand and expect, they severally pray, there
being no other remedy in their behalf, that they may be
indemnified by the Commonwealth for the losses they
have sustained, and that full provision in this behalf may
be made for them.”

Your Committee would here premise, that the general
facts in relation to the destruction of the Ursuline Con-
vent have, by reason of the public trials which have
grown out of that event, and the full and elaborate pub-
lication of the testimony given upon those trials, become
so much a matter of history and general notoriety, that
they have deemed it unnecessary, for the information of
the Legislature, to go into a minute investigation of
them, by an examination of numerous witnesses. The
result therefore which they now give to the House is to
be considered an epitome of facts, already established by
plenary proof before the community, corroborated how-
ever in all particulars deemed essential by the statement
of witnesses produced before the Committee.

A brief history of the establishment of this Convent
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may not be improperly introduced at the commencement
of this report, and for this purpose your Committee do
not hesitate to quote the language of a Report of a Com-
mittee of the citizens of Boston, appointed to investigate
the subject:

“The institution at Charlestown was of the Ursuline
order, which was fir§t established in the year 1536, for
the purposes of administering relief to the sick and
the afflicted, and of superintending the education of fe-
male youth ; and so exemplary had been the character
and deportment of this order of Nuns, and so extremely
beneficial were their services in the cause of education
and Christian charity, that when other Convents were
abolished by many governments in Europe, these alone
were not only permitted, but encouraged to remain.”

“Unlike the other order of Convents, into which the
members repaired for the avowed purposes of religious
seclusion, from the pleasures and duties of the world,
and in which corruptions and abuses might be supposed
to exist beyond the reach of human detection, the mem-
bers of this religious community by the necessity of
their order and by their vows, devote themselves to those
services in the cause of humanity which render them at
all times, subjects of public observation, and expose their
personal deportment, as well as the character of their
institution to the strictest scrutiny.”

“ However just, therefore, might be the popular odi-
um against an institution which secluded its members
from the occupations and enjoyments of life, cutting
them off from the sympathies of society, and dooming
them to an irrevocable concealment, into which the eye
of friendship and affection could never penetrate, and
where suffering might be without remedy and crime
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without punishment, there can be no rational pretence
for similar feelings towards an institution whose mem-
bers were openly engaged in the most useful and eleva-
ted offices of humanity, in the presence of the world ;

who had it in their power to leave the institution at their
pleasure ; and whose dwelling was filled with those who
were not members of their community, and accessible at
proper times to the parents and friends of its numerous
inmates.”

“ The institution in question was founded in the year
1820, by Doctors Matignon and Cheverus, (whose names
will be, in this community, a sufficient guaranty of its
purity and its Christian character,) with funds given by a
native citizen of Boston. By their invitation, four ladies
of the Ursuline order emigrated to this country, in the
year 1820, and established themselves at first in this
city. They afterwards, in the year 1826, removed to
Charlestown, and occupied the farm house at the foot of
Mount Benedict, until the main building on its summit
was finished, in the year 1827. In the mean time the
reputation of their seminary was widely extended, and
the number of pupils from all the New England and from
many of the Southern States, and the British Provinces,
rapidly increased, so that in the year 1829, it was found
necessary to add two large wings to the building for
their accommodation.”

“ The number of pupils has varied from forty to sixty
during each of the last five years, being for the most
part children of those among the most reputable families
in the country, of various religious denominations, (the
number of Catholics never exceeding ten at one time,)
and wholly unrestrained in their communications with
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their friends concerning all that transpired in the semi-
nary.”

Such briefly, is the history of this institution. Your
Committee are aware that reports have been circulated
in the community injurious to its moral purity. The
testimony of gentlemen who have had daughters, sisters
and wards eaucated in it; and who have themselves had
constant communication and acquaintance with its in-
mates for years, has left no doubt on the minds of your
Committee that such reports are entirely without foun-
dation. Your Committee moreover invited communi-
cations upon this subject from such as were understood
to entertain suspicions of this nature, but no accuser ap-
peared before them. It may therefore safely be presum-
ed that such charges rest merely upon vague rumor.

With regard to the religious rites and ceremonies
practiced at the Convent, they are undoubtedly such as
are sanctioned and required by the Roman Catholic
faith. Your Committee have deemed it to be foreign to
the object of their appointment to investigate this mat-
ter. Our Constitution proclaims full and complete
toleration to all religious denominations in the exer-
cise of their religious faith. Whatever ceremonies indi-
viduals may choose to perform, whatever penances they
may voluntarily inflict upon themselves, provided they
do not interfere with the rights of others, is a matter to
be left to the decision of their own conscience, and to
that alone.

With regard to the reports concerning the murder or
secretion of one of the Nuns, Miss Elizabeth Harrison,
which was circulated a few days before the destruction
of the Convent, it is only necessary to say that they
have been found to be entirely without foundation, she
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being known to be still alive, and at this moment, ac-

cording to her own testimony, a contented and happy
member of the Ursuline Community.

The reports in relation to this lady had created so
much excitement in the town of Charlestown for several
days previous to the llthof August last, that on that
day the Selectmen of the town deemed it to be their du-
ty to visit the Convent, in order that they might be ena-
bled to satisfy the public upon the subject. They did
so, and were introduced to Miss Harrison, who herself
conducted them over all parts of the establishment, from
the cellar to the top of the house. A note signed by
the whole board, stating the result of their visit in the
most satisfactory manner was published in the papers of
the next morning, but unfortunately too late to prevent
the catastrophy. The feeling of hostility had become
strong—handbills had been posted up containing dark
surmises concerning the moral purity of the Convent
and threatening its destruction, and exciting paragraphs
had found their way into the newspapers. Early in the
evening of the eleventh, several persons were observed
assembled in a disorderly manner at the gate of the ave-
nue leading to the Convent, but their appearance and
conduct did not excite much alarm for its safety. At
about nine o’clock the number of rioters was considera-
bly increased. They proceeded to the front of the Con-
vent, using threatening language, demanding admission,
and insisting upon seeing the lady who was reported to
have been secreted. At this time one of the Selectmen
of Charlestown was present, and endeavored to dissuade
the mob from further violence, by representing to them
that the Board had that day visited the convent and
found no cause of complaint. He soon after retired,
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inferring from the language of the mob, that they did not
intend further violence that night. At about eleven
o’clock a bon-fire was lightened on land adjoining the
Convent grounds, and soon after a number of engines and
a throng of people were collected by the alarm of fire.
The number of rioters was soon much increased, and
they proceeded to break the windows and force the
doors of the Convent. At about this time the chairman
of the Selectmen, accompanied by the member of the
Board who had lately left the ground, arrived. He endea-
vored to influence the rioters to desist, but it was in vain.
They proceeded to break the furniture of the house, and
to destroy every thing valuable which could not conveni-
ently be carried away—and then deliberately set fire to
the building, accompanying their proceedings with shouts
and ribald jests. The Convent building was consumed
except the naked walls. The mob then proceeded to
set fire to the farm-house, the Bishop’s Lodge, and the
barn, all of which were consumed—even the tomb situa-
ted in the garden was broken open.

At the time of the attack upon the Convent there
were in it 47 pupils, from six to eighteen years of age,
all females; ten members of the Community, and three
female domestics—in all sixty. One of the number was
in very ill health and is since deceased. When the as-
sault was commenced, they had generally retired to rest.
Being roused by the shouts of the mob, they fled to the
summer-house and into the surrounding fields, and thence
to the house of a neighbor, where they found shelter
and protection for the night.

The most remarkable circumstance in the whole of
this unprecedented transaction, is, that though there
were collected in the neighborhood, in sight of the blaz-
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ing buildings, and within hearing of the shouts of the
rnob, probably more than 2000 spectators, no efficient
effort was made to check the violence, or to arrest the
wild excess of the immediate actors in the riot. It was
stated to the Committee by gentlemen who were pres-
ent, that at any stage of the transaction, fifty resolute
men with a leader possessed of energy, could have effectu-
ally dispersed the mob. But there seemed to be no dis-
position on the part of the by-standers to interpose them-
selves, or to assist others in doing so. Even the en-
gines were not worked. Obstacles were thrown in their
way, false information was given in regard to the situation
of water, and such a variety of means used to prevent their
being worked, that they were entirely useless. All the
buildings were destroyed, and the property plundered,
with scarcely an exertion made, or an arm raised in its
defence.

With regard to the value of the property destroyed,
your Committee have not been very particular in their
inquiries, supposing it to be unnecessary to do more than
to make a general estimate. The amount destroyed
cannot be less than $25,000 ; double that sum has been
stated.

Such is a brief outline merely of the facts connected
with this outrage ; but brief as it is, your Committee
have supposed it to comprehend all that is necessary to

enable the House to act advisedly upon the prayer of the
petition.

In view of these facts, the petitioners ask for indemni-
ty for the injury they have received, and they ask it as
a matter of right. They contend that, government is
bound to afford protection to the citizen, in considera-
tion of his obedience and services rendered to the gov-
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eminent, and that when this protection fails, the gov-
ernment is bound to make remuneration. It is true,
that by the theory of our institutions, the government
is bound to afford protection to the citizen, in considera-
tion of his allegiance ; and your Committee suppose
that this protection is afforded, to every practicable ex-
tent, by the enactment, from time to time, as they shall
be deemed necessary, wholesome and proper laws, with
remedies for their infraction. If it so happen in any
individual case, that the remedy cannot be beneficially
enforced, either on account of the deficiency of proof,
or of the inability of the offenders to respond in dama-
ges, this is a misfortune to which every citizen is liable,
and for which the government cannot be held responsi-
ble. The petitioners have the same remedy in this
case against those who have destroyed their property,
as others have in cases of private depredation. It is
true they cannot discover those who have committed the
act, nor if discovered is it probable they would be able
to make remuneration for the losses they have occa-
sioned. Such also is the fact in every day’s experience
in cases of loss occasioned by individuals, yet it is never
contended, that in such cases, the government is liable
to make indemnity to the sufferer on account of the fail-
ure of the remedy. Your Committee cannot distinguish
this class of cases from the one under consideration.
They therefore cannot admit, that the petitioners have
a claim, as a matter of right, upon the government, for
indemnity for their pecuniary losses.

But there are considerations which have induced
your Committee to recommend to the House to take a
middle course, and to do that in support of the honor
of the state and the dignity of the law, which they think
the petitioners can not claim as a matter of right.
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We live under a government of laws and not of force.
Our lives, our liberty and our property depend upon the
secureness with which those laws arc kept inviolate. But
we have nothing to rely upon to guard them from violation
but the force of public opinion. If that opinion shall ever
become so vitiated as to regard with indifference the
open breach of the law, if in one instance even, the un-
authorised interference of brute force shall seem to be
sanctioned by the public voice, we have gone far to de-
stroy that security without which liberty ceases to be a
blessing.

Your Committee fear that the transaction now under
consideration has already tended much to shake the
confidence of men in that security. There has been an
open violation of the majesty of the law. An ostenta-
tious defiance of civil authority, a flagrant, shameless
and successful attempt to execute the decrees of the
wild and reckless passions of the multitude, in derroga-
tion and in destruction of private right and public order.
An infuriated mob, in the midst of thousands of specta-
tors, was permitted without molestation, at midnight, to
surround and assault the peaceful habitation of innocent
and defenceless females; to rouse them from their
slumbers with their frightful cries ;—to drive them half
covered into the open fields, to pillage their property,
to fire their dwelling, and to exult with obscene jests
over its ashes. And this too almost within a stone’s cast
of the metropolis of New England, the city which above
all others we claim to be the seat of order and law.

Such an outrage should receive a decided expression
of the displeasure of the lovers of public order, that con-
fidence may be restored, and that it may be understood
and felt that the laws must and shall be sustained.
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There is another consideration in addition to that of
an open and attrocious infraction of the laws, connected
with this transaction which has had its influence upon
your Committee, and to which they feel bound to advert.

The petitioners profess a faith not only different from
that of the great mass of our population, but strongly op-
posed to their feelings and prejudices. It can scarcely
be doubted that this fact contributed much to the excite-
ment which preceded the outrage and led to its commis-
sion. It is not to be supposed that the idle reports con-
cerning Miss Harrison would have led to the enacting of
such a tragedy had there not been other elements of ex-
citement at work in the popular mind. It is not consist-
ent w: ith the New England character to act thus sum-
marily, in such a momentous affair, upon unsubstantial
rumour. Something deeper and nearer the hidden springs
of action, must be sought for as the moving and sustain-
ing cause of such violence, and vve find it in that deep
seated repugnance to the Catholic faith and form of wor-
ship, which exists in almost every Protestant community.
Your Committee beg to be understood as attributing this
repugnance exclusively to no class of Protestant Chris-
tians among us, it is common to all classes and all sects.
Your Committee acknowledge its existence in their own
minds, and that it is only by making a strong self-appeal
to their sense of what is due to the character and dignity
of the Commonwealth, that they have been enabled to
divest themselves of it in part upon this occasion. They
entertain strong prejudices against the peculiarities of that
faith ; they believe too its spirit is uncongenial to the
healthy action of the principles of our civil institutions,
and would deplore as much as any one can, its general
introduction into our country. But the spirit of our in-
stitutions is gone, the breath which animates, invigorates
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and sustains them has fled ; the moment we permit intol-
erance in religion to trample upon the civil rights of the
citizen.

It is the boast of Massachusetts, that the men who
first brought civilization to her shores, fled from the
home of their fathers and the pleasant abodes of cultiva-
ted life, because, and only because, they sought “ free-
dom to worship God and by her constitution she has
declared, “that no subject shall be hurt, molested or re-
strained in his person, liberty or estate, for worshiping
God in the manner and season most agreeable to the dic-
tates of his own conscience ; or for his religious profes-
sion or sentiments; provided he does not disturb the pub-
lic peace, or obstruct others in their religious worship.”
She has thus proclaimed to the world that this is a land
of religious freedom, in which the votary of every faith
may stand at his own altar, 44 with none to molest or
make him afraid.”

Whether this proclamation, sanctioned as it is by the
constitution, consecrated as it is by the recollections of
our earliest history, has not proved in this instance, an
ostentatious formality, your Committee will not under-
take to decide. But they will venture to assert that the
hitherto fair fame of the Commonwealth has suffered an
injury which we are bound to do all in our power to ef-
face. The record of the deed we cannot obliterate ;it
will stand upon the page of history engraved with the
deep lines and dark shades of atrocity which marked its
commission. But we can place by the side of it another
record which will relieve the sombre features of the pic-
ture, and soften the disgrace which would otherwise rest
upon the character of the State.

Your Committee therefore think that this transaction
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should not pass unnoticed by the Legislature, the consti-
tuted repository and representative of public opinion;
they think that some action upon the subject should be
had, by which it may be publicly declared that the peo-
ple of this Commonwealth will ever set the seal of their
disapprobation upon the open violation of the law, and
the unauthorized interference with the exercise of the
rights of conscience. They have had much difficulty in
determining what course to recommend as the most ex-
pedient mode of expressing this opinion, in order to give
it force and publicity. They have thought that a bare
declaration of disapprobation would fall with less effect
upon the public ear, and haye a less powerful tendency
to prevent a recurrence of similar violence, than if ac-
companied by some act, by which it may be known and
felt, that that disapprobation is deep and determined.
They are aware of the objections, arising out of the es-
tablishment of a precedent, to making pecuniary dona-
tions by the Legislature in cases of private suffering.
But they do not consider a gratuity in this case so much
in the light of a gift to the petitioners, as an authoritative
assertion of a principle, in comparison with the preserva-
tion of which mere money to the amount of millions is
valueless. And as the petitioners are the objects of pub-
lic charity, as they have been the innocent sufferers in
this public calamity, as they are the victims through
whom the laws have been desecrated and trampled upon,
your Committee recommend that a gratuity be made to
them as expressed in the resolves accompanying this re-
port.

Per order.

THOMAS KINNICUTT,
Chairman.



and Thirty-Five.

RESOLVES

Relating to the destruction of the Ursuline Convent at
Mount Benedict.

Resolved , That the Government of this Common-
wealth is exclusively a government of Laws, upon the
maintenance of which depends the security of life, liberty
and property ; and that all attempts to violate those
laws by the forcible interposition of the popular will, are
destructive of that security, and subversive of the first
principles of our institutions.

Resolved ,
That the right, of private opinion, whether

in morals, politics or religion, is one of the dearest and
most sacred rights of the citizen, secured to him by the
Constitution ; and that no interference with the legiti-
mate exercise of that right ought ever to be tolerated.

And whereas, it hath been made to appear, that the
Convent of the Ursuline Community, situated upon
Mount Benedict, in the town of Charlestown, was, with
all its appendages, on the night of the eleventh of August

In the Year of our Lord One Thousand Eight Hundred

Coimuontoraltt) af ittassacijugrttfii.



151835. HOUSE—No. 37.

last, destroyed by a lawless and ferocious mob, in defi-
ance of the civil authority, and in open violation of the
majesty of the Laws ; and whereas, there is reason to
believe, that said outrage was committed under an ex-
citement, generated and influenced by a pervading hos-
tility to the religious faith of the occupants of said Con-
vent.

Resolved, That this Legislature feels itself bound in
support of the Constitution, and in vindication of the
honor of the Commonwealth, to declare its deliberate and
indignant condemnation of such an attrocious infraction
of the laws, and such a bold assault upon the principles
of religious freedom.

Resolved, That although the petitioners cannot
claim of the Government, as a matter of right, an indem-
nity for their losses; yet in order to give force and ef-
fect to the declaration aforesaid, and to do what yet
may be done to soften the reproach which rests upon the
character of the State, by reason of the aforesaid out-
rage, a gratuity of dollars bo made to the
Trustees of said Ursutine Convent, and that the Gover-
nor be authorised to draw his warrant therefor.



Of the Minority of the Committee to whom ivas referred
the petition of Benedict Fenwick and others.

Being so unfortunate as to have formed a judgment
on the subject now before the house, at variance, in some
particulars, from that presented in the Report of the
Committee, we fee! it our duty to give it to the house,
with the reasons and considerations that have produc-
ed it, we do not dissent from the Report, as to the facts
detailed, the horrible nature of the transactions con-
demned, and the forlorn, unhappy condition of the
sufferers, driven from their home, shelterless and horror-
stricken at the conflagration of their dwelling. In the
Committee there was but one mind as to the greatness
of the outrage, and the barbarity of those by whom it was
perpetrated. Upon these topics nothing need be added.

All, in the Committee, are of the same opinion, too,
in reference to the ground of claim, that the petitioners
have no rights above others, who suffer through the un-
avoidable imperfections of law, incident to all codes, and
to be seen and felt in all, even the best regulated states.
The same justice that would indemnify these petitioners
would require all others to be made good in as far as
they may have failed of entire protection, in person and
estate, from the operation of law. Having arrived at
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this conclusion, the point is settled as to the merits of
the petition itself, the plea being overruled, or set aside,
on which alone the claim set up, is urged.

But further than this, an appeal has been made to the
charitable feelings of the House, in behalfof those made
destitute and dependent by the plunder of all they pos-
sessed. As the resolution of indemnity in the Report
does not adopt this as its basis, does not recommend the
gratuity it proposes, as an expression of favor to the pe-
titioners, as an act of munificence specially intended to
relieve indigence and restore comfort to the distressed ;

but rather to display the virtues and sustain the tottering
reputation of the Commonwealth, there is no need per-
haps of our stopping to give a reason why we would not
advise the Government to almsgiving upon this occasion.
It would, however, be an objection in our minds, that
the proverbial, the known liberality of our community,
has not been accustomed to flow in this channel. Chris-
tian philanthropy, among us, does not require the inter-
position of law beyond the general provisions found in
ourstatute books, to ensure its prompt and most enlarged
exercise. Where necessity and worthiness coexist there
is no danger in leaving the subject to the spontaneous
effusions of that kindness, that tender mercy which so
often and so gloriously displays itself among our citizens,
the men whom Heaven has blest with a feeling heart and
a full hand. In these sentiments we do not seem, to
ourselves, to exceed, to go beyond any of our colleagues
in the Committee. We will then come to the real matter
of dissent. The Report says that 0 from the Trea-
sury are needed to redeem the lost honor of the State, to
rescue her from the ignominy of having suffered the injus-
tice of which the Mount Benedict petitioners complain.

3
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To this proposition we do not give our assent for a

number of reasons.
Should vvc do it, we should seem to ourselves, to tax

the Report of the Committee with self contradiction.
The report first exculpates the Commonwealth, by

saying, that it was no fault of hers, not owing to any
defect in her existing laws, which ought to have been
amended to render them effectual for protection, that
the destruction complained of took place; and then
recommends, that she amerce herself in a pecuniary
mulct of dollars, for the purpose of regaining her
standing as a government, just, wise and efficient.

We say, with the Committee, that the state was not

to blame for the riot in Charlestown, because she had
no wisdom, nor prudence at command, among all her
legal resources, by which she could forsee, and provide
against, an atrocity, which the petitioners themselves
did acknowledge to the Committee was absolutely un-
precedented, without a parallel in the annals of the
whole world. And if no guilt lies on the Common-
wealth, then none is to be atoned ; and then, again, to
what purpose is this contribution, which is to create a
defalcation from the Treasury?

If all had been done, that could reasonably be ex-
pected in legislation, to make sure the protection of
every one’s property and rights ; how is the dignity of
the state in regard to her sovereignty and laws, com-
promised ? How is her honor tarnished ? How can she
need an act of purgation to free herself from pollution,
and to wipe off a stain brought on her by the irregulari-
ties, or even the most high handed and daring crimes of
the disobedient and dissolute.

If sins committed in Chariest©wm by setting law at
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defiance, are to be imputed to the Commonwealth, and
she must provide some satisfaction, strengthen her ju-
risdiction, and heal the wounds inflicted on her insulted
majesty ; we cannot see that the Committee’s report
prescribes the right way of doing it.

The moment this Commonwealth consents to tax

herself for the repair of damages, which have, or have
not, resulted from her own injustice or criminal neg-
lects ; she countenances a belief that she is willing to
admit her own responsibility as an accessary to the
wrong. Dignity then, is not preserved nor regained in
this way.

But it is said, we must bear an impressive testimony
against riots to prevent their recurrence. We know,
that the state should guard against such evils ; yet not
by making itself liable, if they happen in spite of the
wisest precautions that can be employed to prevent
them. The duty of the legislature is, to enact the best,
the most energetic laws, to restrain and punish the law-
less, and in no other way can the state itself provide
against the evil which the report under consideration
seeks to bring under.

Another consideration which convinces us of the in-
expediency of enlisting the Commonwealth in the Catho-
lic interest, as the petition and the report before us
propose, is the relation to our government, in which the
Catholic religion necessarily places all who profess it.
Wc do not derive from this source any plea or excuse
for being unkind, or intolerant towards the Catholics.
As men they arc entitled to all our sympathies, our
charities and social aid. They are not to be denied
the right of professing and exercising their religion as
they choose, in consistency with the established laws
and institutions of the Commonwealth.
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But the query is, whether a special legislative act,
such as the Committee’s report contemplates, docs not
interfere with the spirit and intent of our form of gov-
ernment, such as we have received it at the hands of
those we revere and love to remember.

We refer to an article introduced by the framers of
the Constitution, but within a few years laid aside for
another more concise, yet not meant, we believe, to
stand as a censure on that whose place it fills. We be-
lieve it was inserted lor the purpose of excluding anti
republican influence, emanating from personages and
courts in the old world. And we prefer quoting it, be-
cause judged by the founders of our law, best suited
to express the fears they entertained, that at some future
period, our institutions might sustain an injury from that
quarter.

Now do Roman Catholics “renounce and abjure sub-
jection and obedience to every foreign power whatever?”
Do they admit “ that no foreign prince, person, prelate,
state, or potentate, hath, or ought to have, any jurisdic-
tion, superiority, preeminence, authority, dispensing or
other power, in any matter, civil, ecclesiastical or spirit-
ual, within this Commonwealth ?” The reverse of this is
undoubtedly the fact. From this the inference is drawn
that the Catholic portion of our population have no oth-
er claim upon our government, than may be common to
them with other foreigners, who happen to be resident
among us, and are to be admitted to the ordinary rights
of hospitality. But if the extraordinary favor be shown
them, which special legislation on their behalf seems to

imply ; will it not redound to the discredit of the State,
which has ordained, in its Constitution, that the avowed
subjects of foreign potentates shall not be treated as cit-
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izens of this Commonwealth ? Should any doubt wheth-
er this objection lies against Catholics, as such ; they
might, with much greater propriety, doubt whether they
are in fact, the same they are in appearance. It is well
known, that the boasted successor of St. Peter, the
bishop of Rome, is the alledged and acknowledged head
of the universal Roman Catholic and Apostolic church,
through the world ; that his jurisdiction is not limited to
St. Peter’s patrimony, the states of the church within
the confines of Italy, but extends to all believers in the
supremacy of the Pope, to all who adopt the forms of
worship, and obey the canons, which papal authority has
sanctioned. In this respect papists, settled in our coun-
try, differ essentially from Episcopalians. The church
of England is episcopalian, and the king is head of this
church. But episcopacy, in this country, implies no
subordination to King or Parliament, because it ac-
knowledges no dependance on the crown, or the prelates
of the hierarchy. No obedience to foreign lords, wheth-
er temporal or spiritual is rendered or exacted. The
Church of England, in America, conforms to the princi-
ple laid down in the Constitution of Massachusetts, and
is separate from the mother church, in government and
discipline. With the Catholic community, it is, evident-
ly, not so. His Holiness maintains the same hierarchi-
cal preeminence and authority over the communicants of
his church, in one country, as in another, in America as
in Europe, in Massachusetts as under the immediate eye
of the Vatican. The Catholic faith admits of no suspen-
sion of this intimate and vital connexion between the
head and all the members. While the votary looks to
Rome for an ordinance to teach, a law to rule, and a
hand to guide him, can he be a sincere and devoted sub-
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ject of the government, which only takes care of his mi-
nor interests, but has no share in the affections of his
heart ? Though in our own bosom, he honors the Pope
as his liege-lord, and not the people of this Common-
wealth in General Court assembled, and the authority of
the same. His country is Italy, not Massachusetts. His
treasure is there, and there his heart is also. The case
being such, is that an unreasonable jealousy, which puts
a protestant community on its guard against the possible
influence which foreign counsils may exert to the preju-
dice of institutions, which civil and religious freedom
have established ? is it indifferent to us, that popery
sends its votaries in among us, men who are biased by
the policy of a foreigner, who is a despot in religion and
in political rule, and mingles both in one system of ty-
rannical government, plants his institutions, religious and
literary, in our soil, and moves, by his invisible, yet cer-
tain influence, a vast machine of persons and interests ?

Our own principles, our own laws, our institutions for
the promotion of knowledge, virtue, justice and religion,
arc essentially protestant. Popery uncurbed, unlimited,
armed with strength, invited to exert and diffuse itself,
is inevitably adverse, and must go against that prospe-
rous state of things, to which we hope to render our pol-
icy and our measures subservient. Protestant and Cath-
olic institutions commingled, can produce nothing but dis-
cord and mischief. Out of sucha combination more of cha-
os than of order must necessarily arise. Why then, in defi-
ance of this obvious and inherent repugnance of the (wo

systems one to the other, was the Ursuline Community,
Catholic seminary, pushed into the midst of a decidedly
protestant people, as if to infuse anew that leaven, which
ages of suffering and labor had been endured to extract ?
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Shall Massachusetts give countenance and help to that
which seeks to rival and put down the best and noblest
work of her own hand ? Shall she lay her citizens under
contribution to uphold, to magnify, to establish, and ren-
der efficient a means of degrading and rendering less
reputable her own favorite systems of instruction, of ad-
vancement in the acquisitions and improvements of the
age ?

But it is said, that the Ursulines are Sisters of Char-
ity, whose sole object and work is to do good. This
we will not deny. But we will say, Let the fathers and
guardians of our State help the friends and professors
of their own religion, the friends and pillars of their
own political system, in those benevolent offices, the
praise of which is claimed by another class. It is bet-
ter to war a. good warfare under the flag of liberty,
than at the instance and under the colours of a leader,
whose good he occasions to be evil spoken of.

But the cry is, We profess to be enlightened, liberal,
and tolerant towards all. Be it so. And shall we
therefore jeopardize these principles, by throwing wide
open the door and giving the reins to those, who fee!
themselves bound by the law of their own conscience,
to neutralize or destroy them ? Because we are the
friends of liberty, shall we hold out encouragement, ex-
tend the hand of fellowship, and speak the language of
approbation to tyrants ? Let the Catholic show us, that
he is under no influence from the decrees, the injunc-
tions, and ordinances of Rome, that he is subject to no
authority on earth, civil or ecclesiastical, but what re-
sides in Massachusetts and the United States, and that
his religion, as differing from ours, is but a system of
dogmas, a mere ritual, which he is at liberty to continue
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or to discontinue, as the light of his own mind shall di-
rect; and he will be entitled to patronage, even from the
government of Protestant Massachusetts.

Again, it is said, that our Commonwealth should be
an asylum for oppressed Catholics, who flee hither as to
a land of liberty. To this we may reply, that when
foreigners throw themselves upon our shores to enjoy
the benefit of our free government, they will throw off
and leave behind them the shackles upon their own
souls, and not transplant a servile spirit from the land of
vassals to a country, where servitude has nothing to feed
and cherish it.

It is not to enjoy the rights and perform the duties of
freemen that Catholics pour themselves, like a deluge,
into our community; but to reap the harvest that oth-
ers have sown, and to riot on the fat of the land. Be-
cause the Catholic system in a Protestant State is im-
periurn in imperio, an empire within an empire, and, on
the most favorable supposition, portends the fate of a
kingdom divided against itself; it is recommended to
this House not to make a grant from the Treasury to
Benedict Fenwick and others, on account of the de-
struction of the Ursuline Convent on Mount Benedict.

JOSEPH FIELD,
NOAH COOLEY.


