


cathedral parish. As Bishop Egan later told Archbishop Carroll, Harold had come with "strong
recommendations from Doctor Troy and the proiahof his order,” followed by letters from
Ireland calling him "a gentleman of good sense and excellent corjdLg¥hen Egan tested his
worth by having him preach at St. Mary's, he ancgedn"He gave general satisfaction.” In fact,
a group of trustees afterwards congratulated



Before the storm could break, one more actoved to foment the crisis. John Ryan, O.P.,
had been asked to accompany a priest friend, one Bernard Lonergan, on a sea voyage deemed
necessary for his health. Botlhergan and Ryan had relatives and friends in the United States.
In New York the priests enjoyete hospitality of the Jesulinthony Kohlmann stationed at St.
Peter's. Kohlmann sent word to Baltimorelwdir arrival, mentioning that "Mr. Ryan is
recommended to us as a most meritoriougyglaan and excellent preacher." Though both men
intended to return to Ireland afte short visit, Kohlmann clearlyoped that they both might stay
in the United Stated.1]

World events intervened. The embargo vhaccompanied the War of 1812 complicated
plans for a quick return voyage. The two priegsided to visit Philadelphia, where, as Ryan put
it, they would "spend some time with Doctegan . . . and with Mr. Harold my old fellow
student and friend."[1Alonergan then determined to netdo Ireland despite the dangers of
war. Because travel proved expensive, Ryan could not afford the trip. Before he sailed from New
York, Lonergan tried to persuade Father Kohim#& make a place for his friend John Ryan at
St. Peter's. At first the pastor agreed and Laarergrote to Ryan telling him to come at once to
New York. Harold traveled with Ryan. By the time they reached St. Peter's, Lonergan had left
and Kohlmann had changed his mind. Lonergaa convinced him that both Ryan and his
friends had expensive tastegpesally for fine wines. Regtting his invitation to Ryan,

Kohlmann used the excuse that the parigstees had said there was not enough money
available to pay an additional salary.

Finding himself rejected, Ryan confrontedidmann and complained to Carroll, accusing
the New York pastor of lying, insinagr and prejudice against Irish cler{3] Whether or not
the accusation was correct, this representatidfohimann and the Archbishop weakened the
good reputation once held by the two Fathers. Villmahinican brethren were later to say of
Harold probably applied to both men: they wéndeed, zealous pries@ifted preachers, but
"ready for a fight.[14]

Ryan then left to visit his sister in Baltimore, and while there he was asked by John Carroll to
fill a pastoral position in that city. This he did to the complete satisfaction of the archbishop,
until his friend Harold became the beleaguered partyPhiladelphia dispute. Ryan went up to
help him and the two friends eventually disd they had enough of American clergy. Both
returned to Ireland in 1813, bobt before a major conflict.

The same embargo that interfered with Ryaah laonergan's plans to sail for Europe in 1812
wreaked financial havoc in American portegj among them Philadelphia. Money needed to
pay for the extensive renovations to St. Maryapevated, and the stresfsfinancial shortfall
began to erode the harmony of the bishop's HmideThere were also personality differences
that had already surfaced between Egan amthib Harolds. The bishop blamed the quarrels
that erupted within the remty on the presence of James Harold and cited him for unduly
influencing his nephew to rebelligh5]

As Egan described it, with Michael Hurley asvitness, open domeswarfare broke out
when the bishop informed his two associates that his physician had advised him to preach as



seldom as possible. Accordingly, he preached only occasionally and expected the Harolds to
alternate at St. Mary's. This they refused to da.Wauld they help with the distribution of Holy



evidently without consulting Carroll, who wabagrined at losing bltRyan and the younger
Harold. Writing to William shortly after the Beuary announcement, Carroll referred to his
leaving as "a great loss to the diocasd the American Church in generg3] The archbishop
had tried to convince Egan to retain William Harold, but that prelate wrote that his mind was
"unalterably set never to readmiitheer of the Harolds to his diocegt]

Archbishop Carroll's good opinion of both Haraldd Ryan was soon to change. When the
two friars reached Europe, they painted critgiatures of conditions in the American Church.
John Ryan indicted both Carroll and the Jesuits for trafficking in slaves and accused the
archbishop of being "a gresgliaveholder.” Carroll deniettiose charges and mentioned
Philadelphia reports that Hddohad insulted Bishop Egan.

The Philadelphia prelate continutedbe plagued by salary dispstwith his trustees as well
as the ill health he had described to the Harolds during the winter of 1812. Worn down by the
pressures of his position, Michdggan died in July of 1814. Wit days, one priest wrote that



French pastors who served them. Into thigti@ situation came another Irish Dominican
missionary, one Thomas Carbry of Dublin.

Before coming to New York in 1815 at the agesixty-five, Carbry had spent the better part
of his priestly life in the serge of the Dominican archbishapb Dublin, John Troy. He had been
a student of Troy at the Irish Dominican cobegf San Clemente in Rome. Ordained in 1775,
Carbry returned to Ireland and became known as



Spiritual Head to the States of Virginia and North Carolina (or the State of Virginia
alone) with the title and dnity of Bishop of Norfolk.[30]



several more accusations, including the statémmer Carbry had been suspended from his
priestly duties in Ireland. This had no basiaat. Yet, it was likely that Malou's accusations
influenced Maréchal in his refusalappoint Carbry as pastor in Norfolk.

Maréchal's depiction of thétgation in Norfolk as one aklative harmony and satisfaction
was as inaccurate as his portrayBCarbry. In a letter to hisiend Joseph Faraldi, Dominican
prior of the Minerva in Rome, @ary painted a far different gtiure of the s



presume to exercise pastopaisdiction in our dioces€g36] The archbishop warned that should
Carbry fail to comply, he wuld be appropriately censured.

Unfortunately, Maréchal's request went unhee@ate month later he sent a second warning,
threatening Carbry with solemn excommunicatidme continued to function in the diocese.
Again, there was no response. Carbry's intransig@nd his association with those who were
schismatically inclined finally led Maréchal ppomulgate the Norfolk Pastoral letter on
September 28, 1819. He warned Norfolk Catisolto avoid withreligious fear any
communication in spiritual things with that urtiamate priest . . .You caot adhere to him as
your Pastor without leaving the Churéfgm which he has separated hims¢®7] Although
Maréchal had now formally condemnea tihish missionary, he stopped short of
excommunicating him.

What happened next, however, seemed to suggest that Carbry's claim of a papal commission
might have had substance after all. GovBimber 11, 1820, Cardinal Fontana of Propaganda
informed Maréchal of Rome's decision to erediocese in Virginiavith Richmond as the
episcopal seat. Despite Maréchalbjections, Propaganda saw the appointment of a bishop in
Virginia as imperative if schismatical tendenciesre to be kept in check. The bishop-elect of
the new diocese was Patrick Kelly, priest of thecdse of Ossory in Ireland. He was instructed
to reside in Norfolk until tare were enough Catholics in Risbnd to support him financially.

Kelly came to Norfolk in mid-January of 1821teafreceiving a cold reception in Baltimore
from the archbishop. Within a week the Norfollsfma Lucas reported tdaréchal that the new
bishop had met with Carbry who told him that he had come to Norfolk only until a bishop should
be appointed for Virginia. Such a statemeanfrCarbry seemed to imply that these were
instructions given to him as part of hisnwmission. Lucas' next communication was even more
enlightening. Said the frustrated French pastor, "It is a scandal to see Mr. Carbry continue to
officiate without any interrupdin, submission, or punishment. The Bishop lifted the interdict
Saturday, and gave Mr. Carbry pésgion to say Mass at eight o'clock."[38]

The fact that Bishop Kelly appeared to infli censure or any other punishment on Carbry
would seem to indicate that Carbry had done ngtho incur a penalty. If indeed he had been
ministering in Norfolk with neither the permissiofhthe ordinary nor some higher authorization,
he would not have been allowed to funatso freely by the new bishop. Therefore, the
assumption was that Kelly must have beamgisome proof of Carbry's papal commission.

If such evidence existed in a document, it was never f@@8]dOf course, it is possible that
the corn mission was a fiction. This would h&pexplain why Carbry never responded to
Maréchal's requests for proof. Howevetth& missionary was ifact acting without
authorization, it becomes difficult to comprehégelly's generous treatment of him. And why
did Maréchal never excommunicate the Irish moisary, as he had threatened to do? Was it
because he feared Carbry's account might be true? Whatever the answers, Thomas Carbry faded



Henry Conwell, second bishop
of Philadelphia

During years of waiting for hishop, the Philadelphians
welcomed to St. Mary's parish a handsome young Irish priest

attract the loyalty of parishionersspecially the ladies. However,
he tangled with the Vicar Louis D#arth early in his career; therefi
matters stood when the new Bishop of Philadelphia, Henry
Conwell, arrived on December 2, 1820. The next day was Sun
and Hogan was the scheduled pfear. As one listener put it,
"Father Hogan pitched into Vicar General DeBarth . . . on Tues
he was deprived of his faculsidy the Bishop for his language.
Then the war was orj40] Hogan did not intend to give up his
berth at St. Mary's, but the ndashop withdrew Hogan's faculties.
While the action was legitimate, the bishog dbt endear himself to his new flock by
suspending a favorite pastor within three daysigfarrival. The conggation was divided over
the issue. Hogan's supporteried control of the church building and harassed the bishop and
other clergy, and whoever backed them. Launching a pamphlet war, they forced the bishop's
party to retreat to the Chapafl St. Joseph in Willing's Alley foparish services. The bishop's
supporters among the parishionetthough they upheld episcoalthority and worshipped in

St. Joseph's Chapel, had little love for Conwell.

At this time the Dominican William Harold e professor at the studium of Corpo Santo
conducted by the Irish Dominicans at Lisbon in Portugal. He receivetledieaccounts of the
Philadelphia troubles from a parishioner, TlaenMaitland, who described Bishop Conwell as
"an honest and sincere divine, [but] perhagsrttost injudicious appointment made by the
Sacred College for the course of a centyuiL]'

Maitland and several other parishioners askealddo return to Philadelphia to support
Bishop Conwell in the battle against the Hoganitd® idea appealed to the Irish friar. He had
already written an impassioned defense of hisagitar and former actions in the States, seeking
to clear his name with the Propaganda. Now heiobtl from that office patent as "missionary
of honor" to Philadelphia and sailedtte rescue in the late spring of 1821.

Finding the situation incredibly complicatddiarold convinced Bishop Conwell to send for
John Ryan to add another able cleric in Celti&/sranks. Ryan received permission from the
Vicar-General of the Order, Pius Maurice \4wi, to transfer to the American Dominican
province in May of 1822. He arridgwo months after a violentoti attended an election of
parish trustees, when only Hoganites weretettdBut Hogan fell into disgrace through his
relations with a woman parishioner and was removed from St.'8/ditye trustees then engaged
a priest named Angelo Inglesi to replace Htowever, thanks to clever detective work by
William Harold, Inglesi was proven to be no priesall. He was a former French soldier,
adventurer, actor and missing basd of a Canadian woman.

Determined not to recognize Bishop Conwitlg trustees procured a young Irish priest
named Thaddeus O'Meally for their church, vidhicas now under interdicthe main point of



the dispute now was the exercise ofjtlepatronatus and the trustees' claim that the right to
govern the church rested not witte hierarchy but with the laif#.2]
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St. Joseph's church in Willings Alley, Philadelphia c1814, with three of the Ssters of Charity whom M.
Elizabeth Seton brought to Philadelphia to open their first orphanage.

Faced with these claims Archbishop Maréchal of Baltimore was goaded into action. By the
end of 1824, O'Meally was excommunicated andlaratound of negotiatiortsegan that lasted
throughout the following year.

Just as the bishop's party began to see thehildgsif eventual victory, Conwell capitulated
to the trustees. He made a separate peace withdhd signed a concordat which gave them just
about everything they wished, including a version of the jus patronatus. Two key provisions
agreed to the "right of presmation” of pastors and a demand that Rome decree that no future
bishops be appointed withouh& approbation and #te recommendation of the Catholic Clergy
of this diocese[43]

Thoroughly disgusted at Conwell's capitulatibiarold, Ryan and others of the bishop's
party promptly sent a copy of the documenRtome. Propaganda officials informed the bishop
that his agreement with the trustees was unaabbp Faced as well Wi the disapproval.dj EMC .Todis



This threat goaded Conwell into more drastction. On April 1, eight clergymen met at St.
Augustine's Church and signed a resolution ¢éodffect that "in consequence of the very
reprehensible conduct of the Rev. Wm. Vincent tthio regard to his Bishop for some time,"
the bishop would be justified in suspending his faculdé$.Two days later the bishop withdrew
the faculties of both Harold and Ryan. Harmddcted with a civil lawsuit against the eight
priests, charging them withokel and demanding a public apology.

According to later commentators, Harold thusdméhe first of two major mistakes. To bring
a civil suit against a fellow priest metexcommunication. Haroldever intended to go
through with the suit, his friends believed. iHeended only to frighten the clergymen into a
retraction and apology. This was what happenetheSaf the men stated that they had never
seen the charges before Aprilthey were pressured intasing to support the bishop's
authority. Harold achieved his purpose, bstinethod created doubtshigh places concerning
the soundness of his judgment.

When Harold protested his suspensioAtchbishop Maréchal, the Baltimore prelate
declined to interfere. The Holy See, he said, was the only tribunali¢h Wharold could appeal.
Maréchal was bombarded with letters for andiast the participants. d



sentence of removal on other Americans, putiregHoly See in a very bad light. Americans
were free to choose their place of residenceaRayutside power to remove someone to another
state was to violate the lawstbe Republic. Harold and Ryan had a duty to preserve American
Catholics from "any suspicion of a divided allegianf&2]' This argument remained the essence
of all their protests.

William Harold was an American citizen, but John Ryan's request for citizenship was
pending. Harold asked Henry Clay, Secretary at&tto intervene witthe Vatican on their
behalf. He claimed protection by the President fforeign interference with his American civil
liberties. Ryan wrote that his removal to anotstate would delay by at least another year his
achievement of citizenship. The request traveled from Henry Clay to two diplomats in France:
the American minister and the papal Nun€tay and the minister, James Brown, consulted
various authorities andacluded that the controversy was ateraof the spiritual authority of a
religious superior over subjeatdo had willingly joined the orga
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