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of a country having adopted the now creed,
or rather creeds, in Holland 3 in which
there were two or threo vernacular ver-
sions of scripture beforo the Reformation ;
but it muet be sdmitted that the political
position of tHolland influenced, if it did not
create, tho adhesion of the Dutch to Pro-
tostantism.  \nd there is this componsa-
tion, that in no country in Europe are the
inhabitants roturning more quickly or more
numerausly to the Catholic faith than are
the Dutch. But of the countries wo lave
above montioncd as being peculiarly Pro-
testant, it is ramackable that Protestantism
was introduced into England by Henry
VILL, and into Denmark by Christiern IL.,
two of the greatest moosters that ever dis-
graced, not only the throne, but humnan
nature !

Sixth—That the first versions of the
Bible in the English language published
after the commencement of the Reforma-
tion were—1stly, Tyndal’s ; 2dly, Cover-
dale’s ;—Dothin the reign of Heary VIIL, ;
~—3dly, that called *The Bishop’s Bible,”
in the reign of Queen Elizabeth ; and these
threo possessed tho exclusive circulation of
England till the year 1611, when the pre-
seot “authorized” version was published in
the reign of Jomes I. The three former
versions having provailed for a period of
nearly sixty years as the authorized ver-
sions of the sacred Scriptures for the En-
glish Protestants,

Seventh-—That these versions were so
full of gross errors that they were declared
by more than one thousand ministers of
the English Protestant churchto be*in
some places absurd ; and in others.as taking
from, perverting, obscuring, and falsifying
the word of God ;¥ and as being what
James himself called “*a most corrupt trans-
lation” Yet it was from such versions
that the biblical christians of England had,
for a poriod of nearly sixty years, to sclect
their religion,

Eighth—That the present authorized
version, that of king James,had not escaped
Protestant censure of tho most emphatic
nature. Protestant divines of the highest
eharacter : I namoLouth,Newcoie, Wake-
field, Bellamy (and [ could name others),
admit that the errors in the Protestant au-
thorized version are fregquent, and that @
revision is desirable. And a moro recent
and laborious Protestant writer, the Rev.
Mr. Horne, in his * Introduction to the
Critical Study of the Scriptures,” vol. ii.,
fully concurs ia the opigions of the more
ancient Protestant divines,

Yet i iz from this version, in which, in
the mitigated language of Protestant di-
viges, ** ¢he errors are freguent,” and of
which a 1evision was declared o be very
desirable, that you Wesleyan Mothodists,
and the rest of'the Protestants of England,
eollect your religion.

Ninth—The persons who revised, and
under whose sanction the present Protes-
1ant versiop was produced, were men whose
character and strength of mind may be
judged of by their having dedicated their
new version of the Bible to lames I., that
slobbering and disgusting creature, who has
beon so justly described as the shame alike
of royalty and of manhood !—and in their
dedication having called him * the Sun in
bis strength ;" —*“whom the heavenly hand

of tho Lord hat’ enriched with many sin-
golar and extrnordinary graces, that he
may be ths wonpER of TiE wWonrLp”!!!

Tenth~The Catholic authorized version
was first published at ‘Douay in the yeor

1609. It was the resultof forty years toil
and labor, and cati fairly stand a compa-
tison withany other version of the sacred
Scriptures, published iz any country, ei-
thor Catholic or Protestant,

Elgventh—1I close my statemont of these
interesting notices, with reminding you
that tho Catholic needs not, and does not
rely upon any particular Catholic version
of tho sacred Scriptures. Ithasan cver-
living and a spzaking authority to resort
to. Tt is tho duty and it is the happiness
of the Catholic that ho should

¢ Her alone for his director take
Whom God has promised never to forsake.”

Having thus thirown bofore you facts,
the verification of which is familiar to any
instructed biblical scholar, I proceed to
consider as rapidly as sv important a sub-
ject will permit, anether topic of great jm-
portance in itself, but which I think you
have been exceedingly incautious in bring-
ing forward. It is a topic which, in my
humble judgment, you should have cau-
tiously abstained from. Itcan do you no-
thing but mischief. It appears to me to
be a disavowal of the very first principle of
Protestantism, It is that in which you
complain of the dangers to which your
children * would be exposed, by the exhi-
bition of rival sects contending for rival
versions of the Bible—and by the spirit of
doubt, if not of absolute infidelity, in which
that exhibition would be so likely to re-
sult,”

And is it so, Wesleyan Methodists ? Ts
there, then,danger of doubt ! is there,then,
danger of absolute infidelity from the ex-
hibition of rival versions of the Bible.—
And are you thus determined to rear up
and educate your children in the ignorance
of that most important fact? And will
you conceal from those -children, too, who
they were from whom that spirit of doubt
emanated, and with whom the danger of
that absolute infidelity originated, and by
whom it was continued 7 Meditate well
upon your own words 5 and bedhink you
if they are not uestined to rise in judgment
against you, and to praduze your condem-
nation out of your own mouths ?

For, speaking of protestantism as a fact,
and, for the present not condemning, and

[of course] not approving of it—is it not
this, the right of private judgment, and the
right, as weil as the duty of eaclt individu-
al to examine and decide for himself, by
seleciing from the written word of €od,
and from thatalone, the tenets of his reli-
gion

This is the principle of your religion,
else you are not Protestant : ¢ The sole
sufficiency and the all-sufficiency of the
written word of God, with the right of each
individral 10 expound its meaning for him-
selfy®

Now, come with me, [ pray you, for
fone monient, and tell me whether this
f priaciple does not necessarily and inevit-
ably imply a perfect knowledge of whatis
and what is not, **the written word of
God 1

There is an accurate, though parlia-

montary language, a previous question, or
rather questions, before you can uso any
book as containingthi: word of God.

First—Is it certain that tho book does
contain the word of God ?

Socondly—Is it cortain thatit contains
the entire word of God ?

These two questions should be fully and
satisfactorily answered before any Protes-
tant can safely uso his Bible. In fact, it
is plainly the duty of everv member of the
Protestant churches to satisfy himself indi.
vidually of the ground whereon ho recoives
the Protestant Bible. This information is
of the utmost and the most vital jmportance.
The Protestant has thrown off the au-
thority of the church 10 decide the canon
of Scripture. It would be absurd to sup-
pose that, disclaiming the authority of the
church, he is to rely upon that of the King’s
printer ! ! To be consistunt, therefore,
with Protestantism, you should instead ;;f
shrinking from the investigatiss, consider
it your first duty to teach your childern to
authenticate the genuine canon of Scrip-
ture, and, of course, to]distinguish the false
and erroncous versions from the true,

The fact is that your children, in order
to be safe in reading the book you put into
their hands as the Bible, should e taught,
firstly, the authenticity of the several books
composing that volume ; secondly, the
divine inspiration of the writers of those
several books. They should be able to
give a reason why the books of St. Mark
and St. Luke,who weee not apostles,should
be received as genuine, and, above all, as
inspired 3 while they are called upon to re-
Jject that written by Si, Barnubas as not

inspired, although it is certoinly authentic,}

and. although he s certainly known to
have worked miracles, and is described in
your Bibles to be an apostle, and full of|
the Holy Ghost.

These questions dv not ereate doubt
they do not excite to infidehity in the mind
of the Catholic, who relies on the authority
of the church for the authenticity and in-
spiration of the Holy Scriptures, the sa-
cred deposite in all timesand in every age
of the Catholic church.

But you, Wesleyan Methodists, what
are you tc do?  Are you to control the
reason and judgment of Your children by
an ephemeral claim to spiritual authority ?
Aud if you have aot that authority [as you
assuredly have aot] it is in vaio for you to
hope that you can stifle doubts by leaviog
your childrea in ignoranee of the rea! na-
ture of the controversy ; or subdue the
germs of infidelity by insisting uvpuna

submission to what you have no specics of|

tational claim.

In sober truth, the doctrine of church
authority in these matters,is so plainly con-
sistent with the dictates of common sense
that you youiseives unconsciously rusort
to it and admit [without intending it, but
in explieit termos], that the Ant-Catholic
rule necessrily leads to doubts, and has o
direct tendency 1o promate infidelity,

Wesleyau Methodists, 1 have donu with
you for the prosent. I shall not notice

any anonymoxs publication that may ap-{

peer in reply to this letter.
But X proceed to conclude my nddress
to you with theso observationyi—

e

First—That you allege that it is aot
honest to apply tho money of the Wesley-
ans to educate persous in tho Romon Ca-
tholic religion. I admitit, Butis it not
equally dishonest to apply Roman Catho-
lic money for the education of Wesleyans,
or of any other seet, in doctrines which
Catholics believe erroneous?  AsCobbett
coarsely says, ¢ what is sauce for the
goose, is savee for the gander.”?

Secondly, Your letter ia full of the above
dishouesty. You desire that the money
of all persuasions should be spplied to the
education of only some.

Thirdly, the Catholics, on the other
hand, desire to desl hovestly by all.—
They insist upon the principle of commou
justice—that the money of all should be
appiied to the education of every one,

The Catholic church at every period and
in every country, has been the promoter
of edueation. Before the Reformation’
every great church, and all the monas.
teries, friaries and convents, had schools
attached to them for the poor, who were
educated gratuitously. In Oxford alone,
before the Reformation, thero were 300
lialls and private schools besides the col-
leges. Where are they now ?

Wesleyan Methodists, ¥ conclude for
the’present.  You have provoked this con-
test by the bigotry and injustice of your
narrew views on the subject of cducation.
I rejoice in your affording to me the con-.
trast between genuine Catholic liberality
and the intolerance of Wesleyan Metho-
dism. You have been drivon actually to
contradict Protestant principles in order
to paltiate that intolerance.,

How truu it is,

¢ Et socum petulans ementia certat I”

Your organization isextensive,and would
be formidable, but for its inherent spirit of
uncharitableantipathy to your fellow Christ.
ians. You desire: 60 make converts of the
Catholics. Can you hopeto succeed by
the exhibition of pecunjary injustice and
spiritual virulence !

Your No-Popery cry is daily losing its
force and itsefficacy. At the present pia
tiod you could no more get up an insar-
‘rectionary movement against the Catholics
as youdiFin 1780, then. yoa could subvert
the throne of the constitution. Instead of
injuring, you serve the cause of Catholicia,
ty, because you place in the most powerful
contrast with your labors the exertions of
the Catholics to promote liberality, gen-
‘eral education, and a perfect exemption for
all Christians from any local or temporal
fetters upon the freedom of conscience,~

I am, Rev. Sirs, and Gentlemen,

With all the wsual. complimgnts.of cerc-

mony,
Your humble servant,
Daxier. O’Consers.,,

" The poor-law Act will be so amended
next sessiol s 1o punish any person
transporting paupers f:om England to
Ireland, n common practice with the offi-
cials of London, who send over poor
people in crowds by the steamers, —Lim-.
erick Chronicle.

The Earl of Shannon has sent one
hundred pounds to.provide coals and fln+
nel for the poorat thia inclement season,,

 on hiseslates inthe county Cork,



