
4n-1454, andisburiedin-Canterbury Cathedralon the~Episticsideof
thechoir.

ThomasBourcier,Bishop of Worcester in1430of Elyin 1443,
and Archbishopof Canterbury in 1455, was created in1464Cardinal
Priestof S. Cyriacus inThermis. Hediediv1486.

John Morton, bornin 1410, Bishop of Ely in 1478, and Arch-
bishop of Canterburyin1489, was created CardinalPriestof S.Ana-
stasiain1493by PopeAlexanderVI, Ho diedin1500.

,ChristopherBainbridge,"Bishop of Durhamin1507, Archbishop
of York in 1508, and Ambassador of Henry VIII. to Rome, was
createdCardinal Priest of S. P.axedes, by Julius 11.in1511. He
diedpoisonedby'an assassin in 1584. His tomb is.inthe English
'College.

ThomasWolsey,Bishopof Tournai in 1531, of Lincolnin1514,
Archbishopof York in1514, and Lord HighChancellor, was created
CardinalPriest of S. Cecilia byLeo X. in 1516 andLegatea latere.
Hedied in1530.

John Fisher,bornin1459;Jprofessorof theology atCambridge
1502;Bishop of 'Rochester 1504;attainted and imprisoned 1534;
suffered for theFaith 22ndJune, 1535, andis buriedin the chapel of
the Tower.

Reginald Pole,Dean of Exeter,1527; created CardinalDeacon
of SS. Nereus andAchilleus byPaul 111. in1536 (afterwardsof Sta
MariainCosmedian, andsubsequentlyCardinal Priestof S.Prisca);
Legate to Englandin 1564;ordainedPriest and consecratedArch-
bishop of Canterbury ini556. He died in 1558, and is buriedin"Becket'sCrown' inCanterbury Cathedral.

"William (orPeter) Peto, Peyto, or Peyton,Franciscian, Bishop
of Salisbury, created Cardinal Priest andLegate a latereby Paul IV.
1557, but never rcceivod the insignia or reachedRome, dying in1558.

WilliamAllen,Alan, or Alleyn, educatedatOrielCollege:Canon
of Yorkin1556; createdCardinal Priest of St. Martin inMontibus
by SixtusV. in1587;founderof theCollegeatDouai, andcounsellor
of Gregory XIII.in the foundation of theEnglishCollege at Rome;
appointedin1589 Archbishopof Mechlin; diedin1594. Buriedin
theEnglish College A jewelledcrosier presented to himby Sixtus
V. ispi-eservedin the Archiepiscopalresidence at Westminster.

PhilipHoward, third son ofHenry LordMowbray,byElizabeth,
daughterofEsmeStuart,Duke ofLennox; bornin1629inArundel
House, London; professed as a Domincian at Cremona; appointed
one of the ChaplainstoQueen Catherineof Braganza; left England
at the outbreak of the persecution; founded a community of his
Order atBornheim inFlanders;created CardinalPriest of StaMaria
supraMinervam in 1675, by Clement X. He was generally styled
CardinalofNorfolk, or Cardinal of England. "

Protector" of Eng-
land. Diedin1690. His tomb is in his titular church.

HenryBenedict Mary Clement Stuart, Cardinal of New York,
born 1725, createdCardinalDeaconof StaMaria inPortionby Bene-
dict XIV.in1747;subsequently CardinalPriest (1) of theSS. XII.

■ Apostoli, and (2) of Sta Maria in Trastevere, consecrated Arch-
bishop of Corinth by Clement XII.; Cardinal Bishop of Frascati
(1760) andDean of the SacredCollege. Died1807.

ThomasWeld, born 1773, took holy orders in1821, and conse-
cratedBishop of Amyclainpartibus the same year;created Cardinal
Priest of S. Marcellusby Pius VIII. in1830. Diedin1837.

Charles JanuariusActon, born1803;proclaimedCardinalPriest
of Sta Mariadella Pace by Gregory XVI. in 1842 (createdandre-
served inpettoin1839.) Diedin1847.

Nicholas Wiseman, born in 1802, Bishop of Melipotamus in
partibus,1840;Archbishop ofWestminster|1850; created Cardinal
Priestof S. Pudentiana1850. Died1865.

Henry Edward Manning, born 1808; Archbishop of West-
minster 1865;createdCardinalPriestof SS. Andrewand Gregoryon
the Caelian, 1875.

— .DublinReview.'
AN INSIDE VIEW OF RUSSIA.<-+

Op allEuropeancountries Russia would be thought to beabout the
most secure from theinvasion of socialistic and communisticideasj
for of allEuropeancountries its central power is the most complete
and absolute,andits administration the most searching, swift, and
effective. Yet itappearsthat the spread of radicalism has been so
rapid there withina few years as to cause the Government "grave
apprehensions." Were it only the laborers out of work in the large
cities, or the serfs chafing at the restrictions under which they still
suffer on the greatestates, themattermight, perhaps,be disposed of
by a singlequiet order from the Minister"of Police. The contagion,
however,has crept into the upper strataof society;nay,has invaded
thehouseholds of

"
very highofficials

"
at St.Petersburg. The wife

of oneof themost eminent nobles at theRussian court issaid to have
been discovered in league with socialistic conspiracies$ anditis no
longer a secret thatmany of the aristocracy have, for goodreasons,
been placed"under the eye of the police." Secret consignments of
men and women of rank to Siberia are by no means a gloomy
romance of bygone days. Everynow and thena person ofdistinction
is missed;andthen the whisper goes round, with much significant
head-shaking, tiiat heor she has been compromised ina democratic
plot,and willneverbe seen more. There is an evident reaction in
the domestic policy of the Czar. Most of his concessions to the
pressand free speech have latterly been with. Opposition to the
measuresof the Government is dumb perforce. The dreary reign of
undiluted despotism has been resumed. When an 'atmosphere of
terror invades the Winter Palace, thereseems some reason to believe
that ourgushing orators, who talk about the

"crumbling thronesof
Europe,"may not,after all,be indulgingina veryextravaganthyper-
bole. Certainly,if the throneof0 Peter the Greatisnot.secure from
theiconoclasmof the commune, where is to be found a throne in
Europe that is ? The dallyingof the Russianhigh-bornwithradical
ideasrecalls the fatalerror ofthe French courtiers of Louis XV., in
petting Voltaireand applaudingRousseau. Alexander ofRussia has
inmany waysalienatedhis nobles;but their revenge,if it takes the
form of democraticconspiracy, will ruin them, if theirplots should
succeed,as surely as the dynasty of theRomanoffs.

MR. DISRAELI AND COUNT MUNSTER.— ++—
Cotjnt Munsteb's indiscretion was one of themostunfortunate
exhibitionsof over-zealwhich have happenedfor along time. It
■wasreallyalittletoomuch to find a German Ambassadorexpres-
singhimselfin such astyleof livelycriticismupon theinstitutions
of acountry other thanhis own at the very crisis whentheGer-
man Government was displaying such sensitivenessinrespectto
the-utterancesof foreignopiniononGermanaffairs. On the whole
-we are not surprised to find that even the "ReptilePress" is
inclinedto admit that Count Munster went a little too far,and
thoughthe rumourof hisrecallis at leastpremature, therecanbe
nodoubtthat theeloquencepouredfourth at the"NationalClub"
hasnot tendedto enhancethediplomaticmeritsof theenthusiastic
representativeofBismarkisminour country. Itdoescredit to thecourage of Mr Sullivan that hedid not allow the opportunity,soi'prtunately presented to him, to pass unutilized,and theuncom-
plimentary mannerinwhich the officialand semi-official scribesat
Berlinexpandtheir wrathupon" theIrishUltramontaneSullivan"is asignificant indicationof the discomfort whichhisproceedingshaveoccasionedamong the coteriesof the "

CultureChampions."
Even,withoutMr Sullivan's interventionthe public opinionof thecountrycould not fail, and didnot fail, to stigmatize theextra-
ordinary step whichCountMunster hadpermitted himself totake.Thanks, however,to thispromptaction of the member forLouth,
thatBismarckism efforts to stir up bad blood among thefellow
subjects of her Majesty have been placed in the pillory, so to
speak, for the edification of all beholders, the Count Munster's
punishment has been the more severe because it was themorenotorious. Besides, the head of the Cabinethasbeen obligedto
speak,apparently not unwillingly,and it maybe quite truly said
tnat hehas spokenverymuch to the purpose.

There was avein of polished irony running all through the
reply of the PrimeMinister, which must have made it immeasur-
ably more unpleasant to endure than,any serious rebuke. Mr.Disraelihadthree things to do, and he did twoat least of themthoroughlywell. In the first he hadto administeraslightrap to
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the knuckles of the polemicaldiplomatist for his breach'of all
diplomaticusages. Secondly, while rebuking the improprietyof
CountMunster'sharangue,hehad to let it be clearlyunderstood
thatinEnglandwecanaffordto leaveexeessesof speech inalmost
all cases tothe correctionof the public taste. " Thirdly,hehad to
check' thepresumptuousreferences to the condition of Ireland,in
which ithas beenso long the habit of the journals in the employ-
ment of PrinceBismarck toindulge, and with whichthemaladroit
CountMunsterhad gratified the ultra-Protestant cravingsof the
membersoftheso-called"NationalClub." The only pointwhich
perhapswasnot hit satisfactorily by Mr. Disraeli was the last.
Heshowedindeedthat thereis nothingin.the conditionofIreland
arisingfromreligion causes whichinanywaycalls for there-estab-
lishment of the Garrison Church, for instance. He failed,orhe
didnot wish, however, todemonstrate withsufficient lucidity that
the wholeplanof persecutionis an extremelybad onefor securing
the peace and solidity of empires. The simple statement that
there was no analogy between the condition of the Catholicsin
IrelandandofPrussiaisat least liable to the objectionthatitis
eithertrite or equivocal. Assuming that Mr. Disraelidesignedly
abstained from pronouncing any opinion upon the comparative
merits ofapolicy of persecution,and one of even-handedjustice,
wemay ask whyheshirkedsaying plainly, as theoccasion seemed
to demand, that Her Majesty's Government has no intentionof
fppressing the consciences of HerMajesty'sCatholic subjects, and
that such oppression would be the surest way not to promote
loyalty,but toprovoke discontent? Mr. Disraeli need not have
said awordmore than that, but that would have been enough.
We trust it was not,as the 'Spectator

' suggests, a certainmealy-
mouthednesstowards Germany which imposed uponMr.Disraeli
thehalting andambiguous form of words whichheadopted. Pro-
bably a little over considerationfor the Newdegates ofhisparty
wasat thebottom ofhis overcaution.

Takenas another indication of the improved tone visible in the
foreignpolicy of England of late, the reply of Mr.Disraelimust on
the wholebe consideredvery satisfactory. Whatever mayhavebeen
the exact tenor of the remonstrances addressed by the British
Government to Germanya couple of-weeks ago, it seems tobe certain
that theirpractical effect was to convince the heads of the war party
atBerlin that the wealthand power of England were factors to be
takeninto the most serious considerationin any little schemes with
reference toupsetting the peace of Europe. This is asit shouldbe.
Our interests are too vast, and theperils to which thpy wouldbe
exposedincertain contingencies are too vast also, for us to pose any
longer as the snug, self-complacent, ostentatiously .indifferent and
unconcernednation which played a partso little worthy of its tradi-
tions during the successive annexationsof Sleswig andAlsace. The
Cabinet of Mr. Disraeli has remembered this, andif the return toa
sense of prudence and dignity is somewhat late still we are told that
better late than never. Itmay, indeed,be said that eventhe Govern-
ment of whichMr. Gladstone and Mr. Bright weremembers could
hardly have failedtobemovedby recent incidents to aperceptionof
the fact that theline of non-intervention must be drawnsomewhere.
Ithappens,at any rate, that the Conservatives are in office, andit
must beungrudinglyadmittedthat in therecentnegotiations,orwhat-
ever they may be called, the British Government has acted with
equalwisdom, firmness, and success. Itis so long sinceEnglishmen
havebeenable to say as much that there is a sensiblepleasurein

, sayingit now. We trust that the Government will continue in the
courseupon whichithas entered. It will findplenty of occasions for
theemployment of firmness and resolutionso long as thepolicyof
Germany is guided and her power wieldedby the Minister who i»
nowher virtualmaster.
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