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saltof life,bothreligious and social. Without themthere wouldbenoembodimentof thehighest principlesof faith, no example of thegrandest asceticism. They have been, in past times, the arks ofsociety, asall historiansof any claim to.reputationhaveardently andevenaffectionatelyurged; and they are now its principal aids anddefences,because they keep alivepure ideas. To suppose thatPrinceBismarckhas read the

"
Monks of the West," andreallyregards theReligiousas enemies, is to believe him devoid of intelligence. Wesuppose no such thing. It is the old story of material successbecoming jealous of spiritual superiority. Naturally enough theProtestantChancellor doesnot approve of Catholic education;butasCatholics must have Catholic education, and as without it theymight developeinto badsubjects,it is short-sightedpolicyto try to^'demoralizeCatholics by taking away their instructors. ProtestantVeducationfor aCatholicis the destructionof all whatsover;and weallknow thatin times of real struggle there is nothing like faith tomake heroism. ShouldPrince Bismarcksucceed— whichwe are surehe will not do— inProtestanizing the faith of GermanCatholics,hewillsimply be enfeebling the'power of the Empire by diluting itsspiritand will.

Meanwhilethefiat has gone forth, and the Religious are tobewholly suppressed. They will gravitate to more congenialcountries.Itseems to be alaw of
"Religion" that what it loses inone countryit gains in another;andthatit comes backrefreshed for thecombatto those very countries whicb formerly oustedit. This has been thecase in our own country. What share the Religious Orders maytilthnately claim in the conversionof England to thefaithis of course

a speculative question,but thattheirexample,andtheir very spectacle,
is aperpetual-preachingno Christian mancan deny. Germanymayloosethem for a time, but she willbe glad to restore them whenrationalism and irreligion have produced the consequent ruin.—'Tablet.'

ENGLISH CARDINALS BEFORE AND SINCE
THE REFORMATION.

RobertPtoots,de Poule, orPulleyn,Archdeaconof Rochester, wasmade Cardinaland Chancellor by Lucius 11. in 1144 He was theauthorof Sententiarumlibri, anddied in1150.
Nicolas Breakspeare, Benedictine,.Abbot of S. Albans, namedCardinalBishop of Albano,by Eugenius 111. in 1146. In1148 ho

wasLegate inSweden, Norway,and Denmark, and waselectedPopeunder thename of AdrianIV.inNovember. 1154. He diedinSep-tember,1159, andhis tomb is still visiblein the crypt of S.Peter's.Boso Bakespearewas createdCardinalDeacon in1153 by Anas-tasius IV.,and afterwards Cardinal Priest of the title of S. Puden-tiana.
Herbert ofHosham (or Bosanham) was createdCardinalin1178by Alexander111., and was Archbishop ofBenevento. Hewas friendand biographerof S. Thomas of Canterbury. (Bosham,ancientlyBosanham,was a monastery four miles fromCluster).John Cuinming was created Cardinal Priest by Lucius 111. in1183, and was Archbishopof Dublin.
StephenLangton,of famous memory,was elected Archbishop ofCanterburyin 1206, and was created Cardinal Priest of S. Chryso-

gonusby Pope Innocent111.in1206 or 1212. He diedin1228.RobertCurzon was createdCardinalPriest of S.Stephen ontheCaelian (Santo Stefano Rotoudo), by Innocent111.in1212, and wassent as Legate a latereto FrancebyHonorius 111.in1216.RobertSomercotewas created Cardinal Deacon of S. Adrian byGregory IX.in1234, and afterwards of S. Eustachius. Hedied in
1241.

John of Toledo (so named from his monastery), a Cistercianmonk, was createdCardinalPriest,of S. Laurence inLuoina by Inno-
cont IV.in1244. He died iv 1274.

Robert Kilwardby,Dominican, made Archbishopof Canterburyin1273, was created Cardinal Eiahop of Porta by Nicolas 111., in1278.
WilliamBray, Archdeacon or Rheiins, was 'createdCardinalby

UrbanIV.,in1262.
' J

Hughof Eveshamwascrea -jtf CardinalPriestof S.LaurenceinLuoinaby MartinIV., in1281.
Thomas Joyce, Dominican, who had studied with S. Thomas

'
Aquinas, and was confessor to Edward 11., was created Cardinal^Priestof S. Sabina byClement V.in1305. Hediedin1310.

SimonLangham,Benedictine, of S.Peter's Abbey, Westminster,
wasAbbot of Westminster in 1349, Bishop of Ely in1362, Arch-bishopof Canterburyin 1367, and was made Cardinal Priest of S.SixtusbyUrban V.in1368. Hedied1376.

Adam Easton, Benedictine, Bishop of London, was createdCardinalPriest of S.Cecilia byUrban VI. in1378. He diedin1398.Philip Repingdon, Abbot of Leicester, Chancellor of the Uni-versityof Oxford in 1400, Bishop of Lincoln in 1408, wascreatedCardinalPriest of St. Nereus andAchilleus by GregoryXII.in1408.He was the founderof Lincoln College,Oxford.
RobertHallam, Chancellor of theUniversity of Oxfordir£l4o3,

andBishop of Salisburyin1407, was createdCardinalPriestby Pope
JohnXXII.in1411. He diedin1417 at theCouncil of Constance.HenryBeaufort,second sonof Johnof Gaunt Duke of Lancaster,
by his thirdwife,Bishopof Lincoln in1327, of Winchester in1405,and LordHigh Chancellor, was created CardinalPriestof St. Euso-bius in1418 byPopo Martin V.,and Legate a latere. He diedin1447, and isburied inWinchester Cathedral.

JohnKempe,bornin1380, of anancientKentish family,FellowofMerton College,Rectorof Southwick, Sussex, successivelyBishopofRochester, Chichester, and london (1422), Keeper of the PrivySealandGrand-JusticiaryofNormandy; AmbassadortoFranceandScotland;Archbishop of York (1423), and twice LordChancellor,
wascreated Cardinal Priestof S. Balbina by EugeniusIV. in1439,
andCardinalBishopof S. Rufina and Legatea latere in1452. lathe sameyoarhe was translated fromYork toCanterbury. He died

A BTATHSMAW maybe quite without principles, but he is generally
presumedtohave motives. When Tallyrand was told of the deathof a statesmanwho had been remarkable for subtlety of purpose,he■aid,"Has hedied ? Iwonder what could have beenhis motive?"
Itmay be assumed of Prince Bismarck that he is a man of muchmotive,ifnot of superfluous principle. Speculationhas beenbusy as
tohis Excellency'smotiveinwishingtodestroy theReligiousOrders.Itmay be easytosay whatthatmotive is not, andperhapsas easy tosay whatitis. Moneyhas certainly nothingto do.withit— as ithad
.to do with the "suppressions"by Thomas Cromwell. A distin-guished Protestant has hazardedthe opinion that

"
piety

"
is theonlyxealmotive. This "may be admitted on diplomatic principles, butonly bya forced kind of reasoning. Thus, assuming that a diplo-

matist is supposed to veil his real purpose and to imply the exactopposite of factj assuming further that a diplomatist's privatecharactermust be inverselyestimated fromhispublic;then we mayconclude that Prince Bismarck must be pious becauseno one sup-poses him to be bo.
#
"Wavingspeculation, we wouldinstitute for a moment a com-pansonbetweenPrinceBismarck andCromwell. ThomasCromwell,

&b everybodyis aware, wasHenry VIII/s "
visitor" of monasteries.He was,the son of ablacksmith at Putney, and in this respect wasunlike the Prince ChanceUor. But he subsequently became Vicar-General, andevenpresided at the meetings of Convocationashead.over Bishopsandpriests. Now this gentleman wascommissionedbyKingHenry tosell allthepoorer religionshouses," of the value of£200 andunder ;" but as money was the sole object in view hisMajesty was pleased to acknowledge the merits of those whomheturnedout of home. NothingfJcould be more flattering than the

language ofKingHenry inhis apology for "realizing" on religion.
'Consideringthat divertgreatand solemn monasteriesof this realm,wherein, thanks toGod, religionis right well kept andobserved,bedestituteof suchnumber ofreligiouspersons as they may andshould"upportin theirhouses,"&c,&c.;therefore his Majesty transferredto suchhouses themonks whom he banished from the lesser. ButThomas Cromwell,who appreciatedhis master, and knew thatmoremoneymust be found,conceived itbetter to createsomebetterexcusefor" suppressing

"
the.wealthiermonasteries. So he kept a

"BlackBook in whichhemade a carefulentry of the « enormities" in allthe monasteries he coveted;andin thepreparation of the desirable-ness of appropriating any.monastery grew the "enormities" thatwerepractised withinit. Dugale, in his
"Antiquities of Warwick-shire, says that the favourite;method was to threaten the monkswith the imputation of some detestable crime unless they would.plead guilty to email faults; and by such menace he generallymanagedto find excuse for converting the monastery into money.The first spoliation, of minor monasteries only, comprehended376houses, whosevalue, includingthe land whichwasattached to them,wasabout £36,000 a year. But withinacouple ofyearsHenry VIIIhad"suppressed"— touse Cromwell's ingenious eupheism— 64s con-7?iB>J?S-,CC

n
n%c3\U0 hosPitals> an* 2,474 charities and chapels;total, 8,219. Burke says that the amount of the grants whichweremade to theauxiliaries inplunder, whether as hush money or withstillmore immoral object, staggers credulity." Nor was Cromwellhimself badlypaid. Thirtyestates, belonging to the "suppressed"monasteries, wereconceded tohim in the wayof reward; andhe wasalso created Bail of Essex, so to ennoble the office of plunderer.But weknow that his endwas unhappy. He wasmade torestoreallthe Church lands allottedto him, and was even decapitaled for

t.
H° L^d himself beeninstrumental in the deathofMoreandofFisher, and of the mother of CardinalPole;andby anironyof fate wasbeheadedmturn for whathis enemies were pleased tocall neresy.

We haverecalledthese few facts because they are interestinginthe comparison of Thomas Cromwell with the plunderer of to-dayItdoes not appear that PrinceBismarck takes objectiontothe moralsor devotedness of.theReligious. He keeps no "Black Book"
Heserves not a royalmatter whose enfeebled exchequer demandssacriligiousresource. His royalmaster, moreover, is not a Catholic,buta Protestant, and never knew what it was to have the faith Ifmoneyis noobject, religion is perhapsless. Cromwellserveda king

whosebehestsmust beobeyed, or the "head" wouldbe takenfor thedeficit. No such danger awaits the Prince ChanceUor. If PrinceBismarck were.to-morrow to recant his opinions on the subject ofturning out theReligiousnot a hairof his head wouldfall, probablynot evenhisprestige.
'c '

#
There seems tobe butone motiveunderlying thisplunder,and it

is quite as unreasonable as unjust. That motive is to prevent theeducationof the nation being fosteredby the Catholicclergy. It isat once the highestcompliment to theinfluenceof the Religious,andthemost shallow disregard of true policy. Germany is perhaps themost sceptical, ifnot infidel,of allprofessedlyChristiannations"; andto turn out the Religiousis to give thesign to the wickedto advanceon their wantoncareer. Ithas been suggested that theReligious aredistasteful to Prince Bismarck because they are opposed to theEmpire. This ispretext? Evenif the statement weretrue that theReligious hate theEmpire there is no bodyof men so calculated topreserveitas thesegreat doctorsof loyaltyandorder. Principle,notprivate fee ing, it the impulse of the religious; and their wholeweight would bo brought to bear on the duty of obedienceeven to aeystem thoy disliked. As tosayingthat the religious orders aredange-rous totheJimpu-e, thiscouldonlybe trueif religionand loyaltyto Godand to king weredangerous. Itwouldbe better for a kingdom, evenprofessedlyProtestant, tohave its education conductedbyReligious
than by the ablest of Protestant divines, because the duty-of obedi-ence is only thoroughly understood through the inculcation ofCatholicprinciples. And so inevery otherrespect the missionof theReligiousis to strengthenandelevate seciety. Theyteach submissionhumility, and self-sacrifice; they Christianize education, they refinepublic manners, they ennoble the sciencesof the world. They arcthe
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