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DR. W'GLYNN MAKES REPLY:

HiY CANNOT COMPLY WITH THE
POPE'S CONDITIONS, HFE 54Y8,

HE WILL CONTINUE TO EXPOUND HIS |
DOCTRINES—HE REGRETS THAT HE

CALLED ARCHBISHOP CORRIGAN THE
“LITTLE BI1sSHOD.”

- Coaper Unlon hald a large and demonstrative -
| audlence last night, when Dr. MoGlynn spoke

on *“The Latest Ultimatum from Rome.» 17

. there were any in the audience who expaocted

| the unfroclked priest to express repentanca for

what he had s8aid and done in the past thoy weras

. disappolnted, as the only thing for which he

" oxpressod regret was that he had described

- Arohbishop Corrtgan as the ‘‘Little Bishop,” !
for which speech, ho said, he was sorry. |
~ After-an anti-poverty song had boen sung by
| ohorus the dootor said that o collection wasnext
in order, which he explained waa for the.
benefit of the Anti-Poverty Socleoty, which

‘had & propaganda of its own—a state-

ment which was greeted with tremendons

applause. The speaker prefaced his romarks
~In reply to the Pope's ultimatum by tho state-

ment that his utteranoces had often been misin-

. terpreted. He had reduced this reply to writ-

ing. IDo read it as follows:

i ** Ag Arohbishop Corrigan has recently eausaed
. 10 be published an acecount of a communieation
from thoe Propaganda in Roimne concerningZ my
" ¢ase, it is due to myself, to my friends, and to
. the public that T should make public answer.

**‘T'be Roman authorities, wa are tolq, are still
disposed to use mercy, but that even any hear-
ing of the case shall be granted only on the
conditions:

“ First—That I myself make the requost and
stato my grievance.

*¢ Second—That I publicly condemn all that I
-have sald or done of an insulting oharaotor as
f,ggainst the Archbishop and as against the Holy
.8eo.

‘“ Third—That I be ready to abide by the ordera
gnd submit to the judgment of the Apostolio
-Bee.

“ Fourth—That I promise to abstain from any
public utterance or aasistance at any meoting
<on the matter under consideration.

“ The ponalties from which I might hops to ba
relieved by comnplying with these gconditions are,
first, suspension from my ministry; second,
excommunication,

* Earnestly as Ishould wish to exorciso my min.
Jstry and frequently to receive the sacramenta,
1t is not possible for me to bring about go much
.Qesired n consummation by complying with tho
above-mentioned conditions, I was suspended
from my mipistry and from the adminis-
.tration of the church, of whioh I was
‘pastor, by Arthbishop Corrigan, hecause, as he
alleged, of my insulting ianguage againsi the
.Popein an Interviow as reported in the New-

York Tribune, in which report there was noth-

ing about the Pope, nor even the remotost allu.

sion to him or his teachings, but justice rather

than charity was asserted to be the remedy for
the poverty of the maasses,

. P justified myself against the Archbishop’s
extraordinary charge in a letter to the Fribune
of which the Arohbishop publioly stated that it
I had withdrawn what he calls the main
statement of the 7Tridbune report ‘no cen-
sure would remain.’ This main statement
is desoribed by the Archbishop as & ‘deoclara-
tion that the true and only remedy for
soclal evils lay in tho abolition of private
ownership of land and i1n the restitution to all
man of those rights in the soil that are now un-
justly mono?olized by & few. The pbrase ‘no
censure woulid remain’ moans, in ecolesiastioal
language, that the suspension would have been
removed. All thls shows plainly that I was
suspended, end my suspension continued be-
oause I taught and failed to retract the econom-
{0 dootrines that the natural bountles bsiong to
the ocommunity and their rental value sghould
be taxed into the public tronsury.

« ghortly after my snspvension a cable dispatch
from Cardinal Simeoni of the Propaganda or-
derad me to proceed to Rome forthwith, and
six weoks later, on Jan. 16, 1887, a 8ee-
ond oable dispatech to the Arohbishop
from Qardinal Simeoni said: . ‘Give orders
to have Ir. MeGlynan agaln invited to
proceed to Rome, and also to condsmn 1in
writing the doctrines to which he has given ut-
teranoe in public meetings, or which have been
attributed to him in the pregs. Bhould he dis-
ﬁ})ey, use your own authority in dealing with

m,’ '

¢ Tn thoe May following there ocame & written
statement from Cardinal Bimeoni that I must
report in Rome within forty days of the receipt
of the order or be i1pso facle excommunicated. I
could not obey the order to retract; I would not
obey the order to go to Rome, because I denled
theirright, under the oirgumstances, to order me
to go, and besides, I woll knew that if I should
g0, my weak compliance, while injuring a good
oause, would not have been sutilcient to pre-
vent my excommunication, the threat of which
they surely would have renewed 1f I failed to
comply with conditions of retractions and abjeot
apologlies and promises of silence in the future
—conditions, compliapce with which my con-
golence would absolutely forbid. I did not go to
Rome, and I was excommunicated in July, 1887,

“ Xind clerical friends wrote frequenﬁy and
at great length sabout my ocase to Cardinal
Simeoni, with little or no encouragement from
me beyond my mere consgent that they might
say that if the Injustice done me weore un-
done to the extent of removing the ex-
communication and suspension, and I were
invited to Rome for oconsultation, I would go.
One of these clarical friends was a Bishop., Car-
dinal Bimeconl treated their eommunioations
with such contempt that for many months he
did not even condoscend to barcly acknowledge
the receipt of thelr communication. Where-
upon, in February, 1888, I sent the followin
ocable dispatch to Cardinal B8imeooni: ¢
will not go to Romse. I will not condemn the
dootrine that I have uttered. I have'no case
before your tribunal. I bave not asppealed, and
I will not appeal to your tribunal, and if kind
friends have made recourss for me I revokeand
ropudiate it.”’

‘“ The recoipt of this cablegram shamed or
frightened Cardinal 8imeon] into sending a very
long lettor to the friesmdly Bishop. This lotter,
more than three yosrs old, I1s evidently
the letter of which Archbishop Corrigan
gpeaks in his recent newspaper utterances. The
friendly prelate communiocatad the contents of
the letter to me, &and sent to Cardinal SBimeoni
my remarks and comments thereupon. To
theso I have recsived no answer till the publioa-
tion of Archbishop Corrigan’s ulthimmatum & fow
days ago.

“My answer to this ultimatum is, that I can-
not condemn or retraot what I have said and
domne of an insulting character as against the
Archbishop and as against tho Holy See.
While I have ocriticlaed and differed with
thoir policies, politics, and opinions, as
I had & perfect right to do, I am ready,
it relieved from the excommunioation
and suspension,to abide by the orders and submit
to the judgment: of. the Aboatolic See, s0 faT a8
such orders and such judgmonts are within
the +well-‘known and well-defined limlts
prescribed by right, reason, and the
teachings of the Catholioc religion. I
will not promise to abstain, nor will I abstaln
‘from any public utterance or aesistance at any
meetings on the matter under consideration,’
namely, the economic dootrines of the Antl-
Poverty Soolety.

*In all this my judgment 1s perfectly olear
as to my duty, and my consclence is at rest.
As some illustration and proof of this I will
give u letter which I wrote to Archbiahop Corrl-
gan, a3 follows:

NEW-YORK, April 8, 1800,
AMost Rev. Arohbishop :

I have received your letter from Jeyusalem, in
which you tell me that you were impelled to pour
out your whole soul.in sanlica ons thatour Saviour
might bring mo back to the chaunols of His Graoce,
and you also tell meo if you can help me in any
way to reach this aesired consolation to write to you.
I am thankful for your prayers, and I, too, have fre.

quently prayed for you.
You surely ¢an do much to have the excommuniea.

tion, to which !ou refor, withdrawn. I think that
you qught, and I shall be glad if you will

But measnwhile I can assure yon that in all that
led to my suspensfon and excommunication I did
pot ain against my consolonce; that I humblgtruat
that I am 1n the grace of God, and thatwhen, a
few woeeks ago, I was very mnear to death from
pucumonig, I trusted that I was not wholly unpre.
pared to die, even withont any sacrament, and I had
10 thought that my duty to God demanded that Y
should make any apeologies or retractions, but I
rathor folt that I should be sinning agaipst God by
making thein. I remaln, Most Reverend Archbishop,
very respectfully, EDWARD M'GLYNN.

Tho address that followed was an amplitica-
tion of the foregoing, interapersed at intorvals
with anarrsignment of the Popo and hia follow-
ers. In closing, Dr. McGlynn sald that he would

lecturo next Sunday on the recent encyolieal
letter of the PPope and would endeavor to ex-

pose its fallaciea

.
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