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for in like manner explaining away the plain words
of Scripture, rather than believe that Christ was
od when the senses could recognize in Himno more
than man? Who can afirm that the words, © ]?ripk
ye all of it,” addressed to the Apostles, make it in-
variably the right of the laity to receive the cup |,t,'
the charge, “Do this in remembrance of me,
does not equally give them the power of consecralt-
ine? Who can be sure that the prophecy about an-
tickrist refers to Christian Rome, and that the g_lon-
ous prophecies in Isaiah, describing the Church in its
+isibility, its universality, and its unity, do not refer
10 the Roman Catholic Chureb? How can we be
sare that a parallel exists between the destruction of
the brazen serpent and that of the images of the
saints, yet be sure also that no analogy exists be-
sween dispersed tribes who refused to worship at Je-
rusalem, and who, in losing unity, lost the faith, and
1he Protestant bodies who have set up rival gltars?
" %Who can be sure that Judah, -selected from bis bre-
thren, and endowed with a promise, fulfilled at last
by meaps which many might have thought humap and
accidental, was not a type of Peter selected fronTl his
brethren, and commanded to strengthen t!lem? What
's to be our guide in these matters? ¢ The general
tenor of Seripture,” it will be answered. Just so.
But on this princi;:lea previous kngw]edge of the
1ohole must determine the interpretation of the parts.
Now such a knowledge is actually possessed 'by the
Cbureh, for She bears witness ever to what She bad
vzen and known before one book of the New Lesta-
ment was writlen.  Individuals, on the other hand,
who refuse to communicate in the divine knowledge
of the Church, can become acquainted with Holy
Seripture only by proceeding to a knowledge of the
whole from a knowledge of the parts, that is, from a
kaowledge of what, on their own confession, must
remain unknown. Men frequently speak as il the
« seneral tenor” of tlic Scriptures were a thing easily
understood, whereas a real appreciation of it, and of
ihe eeneral ¢ analogy of the faith,” isamong the last
attainments of the most mature Christian. What a
Protestant mistakes for this broad knowledge is Lis
own particular theological theory or prepossession,
which 15 o him a key for the elucidation of all doubt-
ful passages. The rule of private judgment, then,
is essentially a zarrow, a superficial, and a crudeme-
(hod of interpretation. I we use it we shall lose
nota portion merely, but far the larger portion of the
meaning of Holy Writ, The draught which we se-
cure must depend on the net which we use; and if we
prefer our own to that of the Galilean fishermen we
must take the consequences.

A frue rule of faith must be an unequivocal one.
That of privgte judgment has ever been equivocal.
Tn theory every one is by it invited to form his faith
for himself; but, in fact, when his private judgment
happens not to coincide with that of the community
to which he belongs, he has beeu too frequently per-
secuted by the State, and almost always is denounced
by the clergy as schismatical, or, at least, disloyal
aod uafilial. "This is obviously unjust, for, on the
principle of private judgment, a Dissenter must have
at least as good aright to abandon the national
church, as the carly Reformers had to abandon the
Catholic ; and a Protestant has as good a right to be-
come a Catholic as a Catholic to become a Protest-
ant. The most contradictory theories prevail also as
to the nature of private judgment. 'Fhe principle
is commonly asserted in its most unmixed form; but
atiempls are also made to cowbine it with that of
autkority. Lhe theories respecting this mixed autho-
rity are equivocal also. Sometimes it means the
avlkority of some particular national or established
¢hurch over its own members.  Such authority must,
of course, be limited, since no Protestant community
pretends to infallibility ; but whether the line of limi-
tation is lo be drawn by the sect, or by the indivi-
dual, no one can say. At other times the Protestant
theory of authorily means that the inguirer is to
stand perfectly {ree as regards the decisions of any
existing community, but that he is to take into ac-
ocbunt the judgment of ancient fathers and councils
in determining the sense of Holy Seripture. What
fatkers and councils, however, he is-to consult, on
what principle he is to interpret them, and how far
be i3 1o be guided Dy their opinions except where
they coincide with lis own, the advocates of this
theosy have never determined. All such contending
thecries are, indeed, in one respect fatally identical,
since private judgment, il admitted at all, must needs
sit in the ultimate court of appeal ; but while the
common vesult of all must be uncertainty in divine
thiegs, the special doctrinal results to which each
theory leads must be such as are condemned by those
wio adopt the rival theorics respecting the rule of
faith. Private judgment thus is not one rule but se-
veral, disguised in the masquerade dress of a common
name. : ‘

(To be continued.)

REV. DR. CAHILL’S LETTER.

De. Cahill’s letter to Prince Albert, which ap-
pesred in the True WiTness of the 23d ult., con-
tawned some severe strictures upon the Xnglish Uni-
veesity system, which called forth a reply from a
gentleman of the name of Walford, formerly an
Anglican minister, and now a member of the Catholic
Church. Mr. Walford, as an Oxflord man, endea-
vored to defend his College, from the imputation of
imiorality, -and waw rather bard upon Dr. Cabill
whon he accused, in the Cathalic Standard, of ex-
aggeération, if not of misrepresentation. Dr. Cahill
kas given the following crishing reply :—

DR/ CAHILL'S' REPLY TO THE LETTER OF
THE ‘REV. EDWARD WALFORD,
RAYSWATER, LONDON.
T St Blackbarn, Jan. 24, 1864.
" Rat. - Sir,=~Ffom the
udd affectionate; regard, which I feel towards a Pro--
tostagt clergyman converted to the Cathelic faith, I

sincere respect; and I shall.}

must say that [ have read your letter 10 ilhe Catholic
Standard in reference to me with indescn:bable, regret.
And this regret has been awakened entirely on your
own account, and for your own sake. . Your letter is
the production of & bitter enemy, and not as it shonld
be, of a devoted friend: it has all the appearance of
a malignant rancor, and those who would be anxious
to defend you, cannot conceive any justifiable motive
for your precipitate publication of such imprudent
documents. Belure I shall have coneluded 1this re-
spectiul, painful, but necessary reply, you wiil learn
the extent of the singular and most unaccountable
rashness which could have prompted you to pen 2
public communication, of which the principal parts
are plain, culpable falsehoods, and which [ sincerely
regret 1o feel must soon expose you to the seyer_est
public censure of your {riends, and to the stinging
scorn of your former associates. Besides these un-
pleasant considerations, your ]etter’smells so strongly
of a bigoted Protestantism—and, in fact, 1t 1astes s0
richly of the flavor of Lxeter Hall Anglicanism, that
it belongs much more appropriately 10 the inspiration
of the former Oxford clergyman than to the humble
heart of the late Catholic convert.

Firstly, youn state, ¢ As to the University, I am in
honor bound to say that during the three years [
passed within its walls [ can scarcely recall a word,
nttered in the precints of my own Cotlege (Baliol)
which I shounld blash to hear uttered in the preseance
of a mother, a wile, or asister.” Of course | beiievei
firmly both the fact and the spirit of these words of
yours ; but when we hear one of the Fellows of the|
same College declare on his oath, that ¢ the immoral- |
ity of the students of Baliol was sunk to a point so
low, that he conld not eonceive an abyss of depravity !
Jower,”? we must conclude that your testimony on the |
same subject cannot be received (except as far as you |
are personally concerned) as the eriterion of the truth. |

The evidence of Rev. Henry Wall, Fellow and,
Bursar of Baliol, the Principal of St. Alban’s Hall,
and Protector of Logie, is as fellows (p. 148):—
«I have resided in Balicl for the last twenty-lwo
years, and [ have some experience. I wish [ could
say that the discipline of Baliol had much capacity
for becoming worse: I wish 1 counld say that immor-
ality had yet to be introduced wmong our students.”

Your unext statement is: < Now, Sir, whatever
meaus God may bless to the advancement of the
Catholic religion 1n England, it is quite eertain that
false statements are not among them ; and [ eannot
but deploie, tn common with many other converts to
the Catholie (aith, the reckless and uncharitable as-
sertions which Dr. Cahill, a priest of the Catholic
Church, is not ashamed to uller against the Frotestant
clergy ; and therefore, Sir, I beg, for one, openly to
prelest against them, as far as Oxford 15 concerned—
{ should be but an unnatural son of my own Univer-
sity if 1 did not do s0.™

Now, Rev. Sir, the public will learn what valne
must be attachied to your words when they read the
evidence of a second Fellow of your College, viz., the
evidence of the Rev. Robert Scott, late Fellow and
Tutor of Baliol. His evidence goes to show that the
irregularities of the clerical students are so incessant,
that he recommends a pluce ‘of repentance, where
they could have whathe calls ¢ breathing time,’? be-
fore they enteron their necessary dnties ; his evidence
is as follows :—¢ I recommend Catholic Seminuies,
the students themselves (clerical) would have a space
of breathingtime in a more retired airj before enter-
ing on their new and solemn ealling! The separa-
tion from old social and local temptations wounld give
to those who had yielded to such influences at the
University, a locus penilentie, and a favorable oppor-
tunity of putling good resolutions intu practice.”’—
page 114.

Your third stalement is: ¢ As for the neigborhood
of Oxford, it iz but due to state, thal for miles around
the University, the erection and restoration of parish
churches, and the building of parochial schonls and
of parsonage-houses, betoken the presence of some
good inthis ¢ denof infamy;* and T must ask for some
statisties far more accurate thau these which Dr. Ca-
hill employs, before I cun bring myself 1o believe that
the morality of the villages round Oxfordis at a lower
ebb than that of agrieultural parishes in general, of
which [ had some little experience when T'was a Pro-
testant clergyman.”  There can be no donbt that this
extract proves you are still the worthy son of your
University, since you bestow such profuso enlogy on
“the good®® thal must arise to religion from the res-
toration of parish churches where the Mass is declared
damnable; from the building of schools where the
children are 1aught to ridieule the Saints, the confes-
sionaly and tha Blessed Vicggin; and {rom parsonage-
houses, which go 1o thie support of the men who ig-
nore your Bishop, spit in the face of the Cardinal of
England, declare the Pope Antichrist, and your adopt-
ed Church the harlot of Babylon. Upen my word,
Rev. Sir, I am Leginuing to feel that you are one of
two things ; namely, you are only half converted, or
you have not read oue page of theology!

But refeniing to the above stalement, let us hear
the evidence of a third Fellow of your spottess Baliol,
where * no word is even uttered that could offond the
delicacy of a mother, a wife, or asisler ; let us learn
from 1.|is testimony, the reliance to be placed on any
assertion of yours. ,

The evidence of the Rev. Frederick Temple, of
Kneller Halt, late Fellow and Tutor of Balio] ;—¢¢ The
direct disciplive of the University, is defirient in
amount. The villages round Oxford, within a ecircuit
of five miles, are now hotbeds of temptation (p. 127.)
. . . The openings 1o vice, are at present the bane uf
the system : it is frightful to think of the large pro-
pottion of the underaraduates who are tainting their
minds, not unfrequently throuah life, with the effects
of an impure youth.”—(p. 126.) .

Again, hiear the evidence of the Rev. R. Congreve,
Fellow and Tutor of Wadham College, in speakti’ng of
the discipline of the University, he expressed a wish
(p. 152), ¢ that it conld be raised 1o the standard adopt-
ed by Sir Charles Napier jn India, that is, the disci-
pline of an Indian barrack [

Again, hear the evidence of Rev. Mark Paterson,
Sub-rector and Tutor of L. C. (p. 42), ¢ The three
great temptations of the place, are, Fornication, Wine,
and Cards. Without exaggerating the tarpitude of
the first-named vice, yet every oue who is aware of
the amount of moral and iatellectual prostration
{raceable to it here must wish that every protection
against temptation should be aflorded to the weak
and unsteady.’?

Your fourth assertion in reference 1o the course of
theological studies at Oxford deserves more pity than
anger, as younr statements seem like those of 2 man
who does not know the logical results of what he is
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saying, or does not understand the just value of his

) o . . i
words ; your words.are, ¢ I have no great admiration !

for the course of Divinity and lectures in Theology
at Oxiord, of which Dr. Cahill speaks.” :

So, Rev. Sir, it appears you have some admiration

‘—but ¢ not great’’—for the Divinity taught at Ox-

ford ; a Divinity which denies Purgatory and Prayers
for the Dead ; which brands Indulgences as a priestly
invention ; which denies the anthority of the Charch ;
which declares the Sacrament of Penance a horrid
blasphemy ; and which sets up a modern upostacy,

_and pasteboard Bishops, and pinchbeck ministers as

true descendants of the Apostles. 1 assure you, Rev.
Sir, you appear to me more attached to your former
companions and their principals than to your nawly-
adopt®i brethren and their old creed. The old fire
may be perhaps extingunished, but there lingers be-
hind a living warmth that may yet be kindled inte a
pristine flame. Take care, Rev. Sir,—

€. .......Extinctus amabitur idem.”

Your fifth statement will, I dare say, surprise your-
self, when you read the culpable {alsshoods which
you have writlen. [ call them culpable because you
insinuated and asserted that you quoted from the Ox-
ford Commission, whereas the public will learn from
this letter of mine, that you have either not read the
report, or you have suppressed the trath,

Your fifth statement is that only one Fellow ont of
ninely witnesses entered into any details as to the im-
morality of Oxford :—¢ One Fellow alone, out of
ninety, so far as I can see—the Rev. Mr. Jeif—enters
into any detail as to the morality of the University
and its immediate neighborhood. Mr. Jelf ’s letner
extends over six pages, and three of those he devutes
to the subject of discipline. He alindes to the exist-
eance of houses of ill fame, Lut he says nothiug of
their number ; and, cansidering the population of the
city, it cannot be a matter of surprise to find that such
houses exist.”

The foregoing quotations which I have made will, I
dare say, convince even youwrself of your culpable
falsehood and palpable misstatements, as eleven Fel-
lows testified to the same point; and you ounghtto
take & lesson frum the exposure, which you have de-
cidedly brought on yourself, to reflect on what yon
will write in future, and have the advice of some per-
son of common sense, who has read some theology und
will have the charity and the prudence to protect you
against youwrself.  Youn have not only omitted the real
facts of the case, but you have even mistaken the
very pages; and in a subsequent part of this letter 1
shall point you out to society as making gross, and
scandalous, and calumnious misstatements, in reter-
ence to myself personally, without even the shadow or
the colorabile pretext of a proof.

Surely 1 have no wish or [eeling fo expose the cor-
duct of the students of Oxford, or the Church of the
Protestant clergy as a body. But if the Queen hLas
ordered a commission to inquire into the discipline of
the Universily, and if eleven Fellows (as I have al-
ready stated) have stated on their oaths the various
facts set forth in that report, on what principle of jns-
tice do you make a personal altack on me for merely
copying these statements ? But the most indefensible
part of your case is, thal in almest every sentence you
lrave written, yon have beyound all dispute either sup-
pressed the truth or advanced culpable falsehoods. 1
am now arrived ata part of your letter for which I
liave in vain endeavored to find some excuse for your
most inexplicable caiumny of myself:—¢ Thus, when
we urge upon them, the claims of the Catholic Church,
and the superior fruits of holiness to be found witnin
her pale, we are silenced by an allusion to the last
speech or letter of Dr. Cahill, whosavely, as a Catho-
lic priest, would "= doing equal service by tending
some of the Chureh’s childron in our semi-heathen
fowns, as by delivering flerce controversial lectures,
and :\'riling Jetters of ignorantand uachristian imvee-
tive,”’

Pray tell me, Rev. Sir, where have you learned that
I have delivered flerce controversial lectures: tell the
public in what place T have delivered them, before
whom, on what subject, and at what time? And what
must you think of your honor as a gentleman when 1
now lell you, without fear of contradiction, that in the
whole caurse of my life I have ueveron any oceasion,
or in any one inslance. delivered such a lecture. 1
have made an invariable rule, which [ have never
broken in any one case, never to diseuss the creed ov
offend the conscientions feelings of these who differ
fiom me in religion. 1 am a mere Catholic catechist,
explaining the Catholic doctrine, bnt uever, uever
ultering ane sentence or oue word on the creed of
others.” 1 believe that I can, nader the grace of God,
attract, persuade, and convince men, into faith ; but |
also believe that I can never insull men into faith.
Besides, | have never delivered leclures except at the
pressing invitations of Bishops, and the senior priests,
of the various churches in England, Ireland, and Scot-
land.

Again, T have never discussed any subject till that
subject has been firsl selected by them. You have,
therelore, Rev. Sir, not only done a grievons injustice
to me personally, but you have also uttered an irritat-
ing calumny against the Bishops and clergy of these
countries. In orderto mark you oni asan object of
pity to yourself, I now appealto the dozens of Bishops
who have invited me, fo the hundreds of priests who
heard me, aud tothe tens of thousands of the laity
who listened Lo me, if any one has ever heard-me say
one fierce sentence from (he palpil.

Again, what opinion must be formed of your truth,
when these clergymen who have invited me will tel
you, that hundreds of converts have been the happy
result of these lectures, that old prejudices have been
removed from the minds of thonsands of Protestants,
and that weak or unsteady Catholies have conformed
and reclaimed: And an additional advantage has been
derived from these ¢ fierce leclures,” which, like
other truths, has escapeil the observation of your honor,
viz., that during the three years I have been lecturing
in England, Ireland, and Scotlavd, the average re-
ceipts have heen something beyond sixty pounds a
week—they have sometimes reached the sum of iwo
hundied pounds u week, and at other times sink as
low as thirty pounds; bul the average is accurately
what I have stated ; and when it is recollected that T
have been engaged during three years without the
relaxation o even one week (with the exception of
two months), it can be clearly calculated that the
amount realised by these lectures hias already reached
the remarkable snm of ten thousand ponnds. These
various sums have been raised to build schools, to pay
debts on churches, to clothe orphans, to feed the poor
in the various towns where [ have been engaged ; and
50 zealous have I been in meeting the commands.of
Bishops and the invitations of priests, that, althotgh 1
had been offeied in some instances, twenty pounds a
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night for lectures on Astronomy, [ refased, beeayge thie
sum was not given in the cause of charity, ang bse this
the engagement was not made by my sunerige L C
what renders your unexpected ealumn ’rsien-ors, Aud
the appearance of zeal with which ,-f,u° strange, s
mis-statément. Lerd Byron has glreqq _mzke your
this genus of a character, and this king of’ ﬁsc”be‘l
hence he has spared me the pain of de Syle ; and
shameful Jetter— picting your

*¢ One thread of candor, and a web of lies.»»

. My letters also have not escaped your condemps.
tion. 'There must be some singular fatalit y a.
discoloring your intellect and perverting yuyuﬁauf-‘"“
when you can neither see nor compreﬁen'l age' 'ﬁ'-gs’
in its true light or natural shape. [n re‘adingl o
your wild assertions, I must always allow fora [ e
refraction in everything you say; your mindlem'
travels in a straight line ; you deviate accordi?i"er
the medium in which you are place(i' but (lela o
upon it when you encounter me without pmvoc};ﬁnd
and speak gratuitous injustice against me, | shall -
you right, and place before society the ju::t e ual'se‘
of your errors.  What must you think of 5-(,“? -u:l(:,“
ment in this case, when I assure you that'| have 5.
ceived for these letters the compliments of the hei:e}
a throue, the thanks of princes, ambassadors dulce0
marguises. — These letters have been cop’ied inf,
French papers, have been civenlated throvghont Au:
tria, and are read in every hamlet in :‘.\Tnerica by
every one who detests the anti-catholic intrivnes of ?l
persecuting Cabinet and loves the triumpri’ls of th:_x
Catholic Chureh.  You are 1ol aware, Siry that iy
last Jetter was written at the suggesticu of one of e
first men in this country, in order 1o expose the res.
less intrigues of Lord Pahuerston, wio, heins diq-
migsed from his former revolutionary |ms‘ilion, Tsee]‘{s
1o recover his place; and in his hostility to the Queen
herself, would tain involyve Prince Albert in a diplo-
matic difficulty. 1t is a strange fact tosce a Catholie
priest defending Prince Albert againg one of the
Queen’s Ministers, but when Purlimmnent shall as.
semble it will be seen whether [wm vight or wrong
in these remarks of mine. © &

Norare you satislied with the specches which 1
have made from time to time against the cruel exter-
mination of my poor countrymen. [ have seen these
children of misfortune disappear from the tand of theiy
fathers—I1 have watched them, yearafter year, driven
in tens and hundreds of thousands by a cruel and re-
lentless bigotry fron} theiraucicut homes; I have read
their sufferings, their trials, thelr death strugales in a
foreign lind ; and 1 have wepl over their hard fate,
which has thus obliterated the most relizious, the mos:
pious, the most Catholic, and the most enduring peo-
ple on the face of the earth. And beeause T have
dared to make a speech in their favor, to console themn
in their acean-heaises, and to bind their broken hearts
—becanse I, their couvufryman, their kiudred, and
their annointed priest dured to tell the world the injus-
tice and the cruelties perpetrated on all Catholic Ire-
land, T am brought 1o an account, calomniated, and
insulted by an unfledged neophite, with a ¢ scant
Oxford deeree,” in a siyleof langunge more suited 1o
the lying bigotry of Exeter Hall than to the boming
charilies of recent conversion. You are not a true-
born Englishman, or you would feel for the victims of
injustice. I have never yet met even une English-
man who visited Ireland, and read with his own
eyes the traces of universal extermination in that un-
happy country, who did unt retarn home with his fine
English heart overflowing with sympathy for cor
national woes, and with his tongne ready to publish
our wrongs and defend us against our oppressors.
Nor are you a real convert; vou cannot helong te the
illustrions, inyineible, glorious baud, who have sacri-
ficed all the pleasures, and breken the doarest ties of
this world, to join the ancient rarks ol the old army of
the Church. Their very lonks inspirs devotion, and
my head and heart bow to them in the street when [
meet them, in low and gratetul veneration. They
have cdified, not scandalised the Chwretli 5 they have
infused new hlond and fresh vicor inlo th- old majes-
tic body ; and wherever they live, there vou behold |
all paralysis disappear from the frame of Christian
society, from the renewed life, and health, and g
strength wlich the excess of their devoting communi- #
cates to every oue who comes within the reich of E
their sacred influence.  You are not one of these con- &
verts; you publish calumny in place of temth; your B
letter in relerence 10 me, enitaing niove bilter false- &
hood than has ever been written azainst me by the #

Orange journals of this country : In fact, that produc- B

tion is just the expression of a proselytizing parson. B
By it yon vemind me of Baron Munchavsen’s voach- 8
horn, where the breath of the coachman being frozen
as he blew in it, on a severe frosty niglt, the soun! §&
was not heard till the following week duringa thaw. i
when the hort began to blow of iis nwn zecord @ and &
just so itis with you—yon are now blowing oul, qiite §§
unconseionsly, I hiope, the old Oxford rancor which §
had been frozen in yonr heart, and only wanted o |
favarable season lo extricate its malevolence.

On that passaze in your letter where you are pleas- &
ed to call me “ignorant,’ I shall make nu vemark,
except to lell yon, that in this case you siand in oppo-
gition 10 my masters, most of whom are living Bishops,
and who, duting my course (and I did reaid o long &
course), had the bad taste (contrary 1o your judgment) g
to pay me much compliment as 1 passed _through the B
classes of{Logic, Physies, Scriplure, Hebrew, and &
Theology, and to confer upon me, in spite of the opi- ¥
nion of the Oxford Convert, the highest honors which ¥
the College could bestow. You have also brought on
yoursell, by calling me ¢ ignoraut,” the anger of my g8
brother professors during many a happy day, “;')W o
stood near me in.college while I flled the varied B
chairs of Classics, Natural Philosophy, and Astrond-gg
my ; and you have many enemies in licland, by call-B8
ing me ¢ ignorant,” amongst the hundred of pupisg
‘who passed throngh my classes of Rbetoric, French, B
Italian, and German. You seem to take much plea-g8
sure in parading your ¢« scant degree” of M.A.; bit Log
beg to inform yon that I huve been for many 2 year i
Master of Graduates. . b

I have now.done with-you, Reverend Sir; YU
personal radeness 1o me has disentitled you 0 the ex K
pression of delicate courtesy at my hands ; and tere4g
fore take leave to say, that as. your assertions ard
elearly unworthy of credit, I shall take no further no
tice of any letter or communication which you ma
think propér to write in reference lo me. '
1 am, Rev. Sir, your obedient servant,

D. W. Canm1, D.D.

The experiment of extractiig brandy fiom beat
root has just been most snceessfully tried in this cong _
try : and with a result that cannot fail to_be atlendcig

with the most signal results.— Limerick Reporter.




