T wIRGTAT principles, #0Tat forih 38" They “ite™’

Jrsua and to his disciplos.
that lam !

Simon Peter answered and said :
‘the Sdn of the living God.

Aund Jesus answering, said to him :

SATES OF HRLL SUHALL ROT Py EVAIL AGAINST IT.

Asplsuart atve ro THEE 1ne Kevs ov tne Kino-
And whatsoever thou shalt bind
upnn earth, it shall be bound alsoin heaven : and what-
auoverthou shalt luose on esith shall be loosed alav in

DOM OF URAVEN.
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Whom do you say
‘Thou art Christ

Bleased art .,
thou Simon Bar-Jona ¢ because flesh and bload hath ©
not revealed it to theo, but my father who is in heaven.
Axp ] 8AY TO THEE : THAT THOU AnT PETER; AND
vpoN TS Rock [ with gutnd MY CuurcH, aND THE
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Was anything concealed fsom Peren, who was

- — e

.+ styled the Rock on which tho Church was built, who
.. received the Keys of the Kingdom of Heaven, and the

power of loasing and binding in Heaveu'sud on eariht”
it —~TenrTuLLia
*"There is one God, and ane Chuteh, and ane Chase

resetip Xxii.

ded by the voice of the Lurd veoy Prreg. That
othor Altar be erected, or a nevw Priesthéod esia-

* blished, basides that one Altar, and one Priesthood,
‘! isimpossible. YWhoposver gathers elsawhers, soatiers

Whatever is devised by human frenzy, in violation of
+. the Divine Qidivance, is adulterous, impious, ssorile-

s.’—St. Cyprian Ep. 43 ad pledem.

.. **All of them remaininy silent, Tor the doctrine was
“* beyond the reach of man, 'Prren the :Piinde of ithe
{: Aposiles and the supreme horald of. the Church, not
s, following his own inventions, nor persyaded
} reasoning, but enlightened by the Fither, siys

by human

e { him: Thou arf Chris?, and not:this xlone; bot the Son
rhoaven. . Masthew xi. 16-=10. " ‘\, of the wing God—St. Cyrilrof Jezusal.:Cat..xi. L.
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Avovst 37—8unday—XU after Pent, V Aug
St Joseph Calasanstius C Doub.
¢ og—Monday—St Augustin, B C and
« Doet Doubs com, &e.
v 2p—"Tuesddy—Decollation of St John
Bapiist G Doub com, &e.
“  30—Wednesday—StRoso of Lima Virg
Doub com, &c. .
*t  31—Thursday—St Raymond Nonnatus
C Doub.
Scrr'R. 1-':‘\15"(tiday—St Lewis King C Semin,
in'Brev 26ih Aug.
«¢  2.<Saturday—St Stephen King C Se-
mid.

BISITOP HUGHES’ LETTERS
dngreply to ** Kirwan,” alia< the Rev. 4\‘:1'«!01(18
Murrey, D.D., of Elizcbethtoren, New Jersey.

LETTER V. #

Dgar Sin— > :
It is deeply to be regretted that the serpent of
infidelity was ever permitted to nestie in your
+bdsnm, for when 1 consider that you reduco the
standard of revelalion to the test of common
senge—when Loonsider the looseness of your

bited by your own pait—when I behold the spi-
rit of Voltaire and Thomas Paine in the profanity
and ribaldry with which you treat every sacred
subject which vour cominon $eéuse does not ap-
prove, I am compelled to 92y that even on the
supposition that infidelity had been expelled from
your breast before the writiug of your letters,
suil,
+ The {rail of the serpent is over them all.”
Your moral principles, as set forth by yourself,
even in my regurd, are much more in keeping
with what might be expected from 2 sceptic of
the world than (rom a clergyman of any chris.
*tian denomination. You huve the grossness to
impute to me that 1 am consciously a deceiver of
my fellow-croaturee, and vet you do not hesitate
to express respect for my chara"-l‘_ej. Is this a
principle of Presbyteriau inculcation? Or has
n shot up through the Confestion of faith frown
the older and deeper root of your early infidelity
Again, you urge me ta renounce the Catholic
teligion, in which, you supgase, I do not beliave ;
and yet with that loose inerality, which would
hetter become 2 prafessed infidel, you implicitly
urge me to persevere in carrying on the supposed
villainy of deception ! “The reader would hardly
believe this statement passible, so 1shall quore
your own words to prave it. You say : ** And
since in the mawrity of my judgment I have ox-
amincd this matter, I have greatly commended
vout wisdom in withholding the Bible from the
Lg L
people. 1 1 were 2 Bishop or a Priest of your
church T would do the same.” Pago 29. So
then, dear Kirwan, you have the candour to avow
an princicle. and in the ** maturity of your judg-
ment,” that if your lot had been cast among
viflsins, you would be as great a villain as zay
of them. Ta this avowal worthy of even an in-
fidel ?

That you shonld be where and what you ave
is casily accounted for—by the ignoraace of
your youth which you have described. Igno-
rance aad povesty gre mysierious dispensations
of God's proyidence. And, on that accoanet, 1
would treat with jndulgence whatercr errors in
your early life ate 1o be ascribed.to either. But
fog the delibstste coftlusions,. uitered 3o your
recent letters, and in the ¢ matusity of your
jdgment’ 1 which you arow yoarself seady to

’

1degrade my nature, and tusult my Malier, n of-

———

att an-evident part with Bishops and Priests, on
the mere condition of your ha¥ing been one of
then, 1 eahnot but hold you responsible. !

Thank'God, however, you'nre neither a Bi
shop nor a Priest'; and your .once having béén
tilked of as a candidate for Maynooth, was hip-
pily for the Church, only * 121k’ after all. Yéu
are a Presbyterian minister in Elizabethtown,
where your ministry can do no harm s—for il
your ereed be trus, those who are fureordainod‘;to
etenal life, will bo saved with as wellas wiﬂgc‘)pt
vour offices.

in my Jastletter 1 showed, according 1o y?g'ur
own account, that the prohibition to eat flésh
meat on Fridays and Satardays was the ist
practical reason for your change of religion.;%‘"!t
was an ¢ unreasonable yegulation avd you-Te-
jectedit ; and as far as you now rermember this was
your first step towards ‘light and freedom®'~
page 32. On the very next page wo find Jou
saliloquisiog in a style of rationalism, whiéﬁ?a-
2an Greece, or Protestant Germauy, could h:ar‘dly
have surpassed. ** I thus reasoned with my¥elf; |
God is a spiritual and intelligent Beng, 'a‘rj.‘? fe
requires an intelligent worship. What wg ip 1
render Him in the Mass I know not,”” (of course]
since you had forgoti 'n your catechism)af‘:;’zﬁv.
intelligent worship only is accaptible to Hiil;_';"fff;d
is beneficial to me. 12am a rational beilgiignd

fering to Him & worship in which neither my
reason, nor His intelligence, is consulted.”’—
Page 33. Nouw, dear Kirwao, when we consi-
der the state of -your mind at the period when
this pretended soliloquy occurred, *“ petfec,
blank as to all religious instruction,’” it becomes
a grave question which I leave 1o the decision of
casuists in mental philosophy, whether or not, in
the higher ordinary sense of the term, you
could rightfully call yourself a ** rational
being.”’

But I make the quotatiou for another purpose.
Thke whole passage betrays a strong elective af-
finity to the spirit of Paine’s ** Age of Reason.”
The high contractiug parties were God and
yourself. Both were intelligent beings—yuur
Makor would be insulted, ann your nature would
be degraded, if you held tho intercourse of wor-
ship with Him, except on tha principle of recip-
rocal intelligence. You had just tasted of the
forbidden fuod on the preceding page, and ac-
quired the knawledge of good and evil. You had
partaken of Egypt’s flesh pots, aud the mass

mind there was no ** intelligence™ in i3, and so,
very naturally, you gave up the Mass.

But now, the flood .gates of the knowledge of
good and evil being onco opened, we may cxpect
the mysterics of yevelation to be inundated by
the deluge of your **intelligeuce,” your ' rea-
sons,”’ your ‘- common scnse.”  Accordingly,
the adoradle mysiery of the Christian Eucharist,
in trcating of which the Faihers of the Church
were struck with holy dread and rseligions
awe, is described by you as an ¢ absurdity.”’—
tage 35. So it has always appeared 1o the ani-
mal man.

1 noed acarcely inform you, sir; Ahat they infi-
dels of all sges woald have been perfectly. satis-
fied, if they had been allowed to consitne the
Bibie to what 1hey call common sense. . In refer-
ence ta this standard, thhy and you appear te .be
perfectly agresd. Thus, you make the Bible snd
common senss theultimate tribanals in the -deci-
on of religions balisf. Thus, in the exereiss of
comien-80639,-00. doubt, you deay the Dividity
of Christ iwplicitly, s4 least, in calliag: it ¢ blas-

phemons'! tc designate the ever gloricus ani

had become insipid aud distasteful. For your;.

Blessed Vairgin Mary, *¢ a5 tho Mother of God.»

i {he porson of Christ was simply Divine, and
Mary was truly lus nother, she is, and Ias been
slways calied, Mother of Gud, az well 28 mother
of man ; and your denial of this can be logically
sustained, ounly by your denial of the Saviour’s
Disinity. ln fact, I suppose your * common
sense’’ haa already pronovunced against the mys-
tery of the Incarnation. Thus also, you take
sides with tho Infidels of tho Redeemer’s age, as
well as of our own, and you tell us in spite of
the evidenco furnished by lm in His buman
character, that God only can formive sins—page
67. In the upirit of 3 true lufidel, you,Jescribe
the Priesihood of the Cathohie  Church®through-
out the world, and for oighteen centuries, as
having been actuated solely by the love of mo-
ney—page 70. Again sull, in the spirit of the
lufidel, you sneor at the listory of Rehgion as
counter to vour appeal to ** cammon’ sense,’”’
and tell uvs, that ** with you the suthotity of our
Popes and Councils are not worth a penny.”’—
page 70. - oy .

The angel Gabriel saluted theshlessed Virgin

Mary, as the scripture records, *¢ Hail, full of

grace ;" but you, the angel of Ilizabethiown,
speak of her as you would of a female selling
candies at the cormers of the street from whom
you had just bought a supply for 1he voulfe Kir-

vans, and,call her -the ¢ good woman® .conde-

scendingly.—Page 74. 'T'he holy EuchdHstad
der your ** commun sense, you declare to be so
“ absurd as to refuta stsolf.’--Page 75. You
decide that the words, ** tius is my budy,” mean
that this is not my body, and with that ewelling
pride pecuhiar to an evangelical minsster who
takes ‘“ common sense’’ as ns rule for interpret-
ing holy scripture, you exhibit your shight of
hand with a puff of sclf complaceney, and call
upoen us to admire—** just see how a hule com-
mon sense simplifies everstaing.”"—Page 6.

Lest 1 should interpose by venturing to sug-
pest that agihmg ought to he received for what
vur Saviour says it is, you warn me off, and tell
me in true wind-bag style that ** you will have
none of my nongense about the suvhstance con-
tsined under the species.”—Page 76. Now,
dear Kirwan, [ base seriptural awmhority for
what you here call nunsense. The Holy Ghost
descended on tho apostles under the species of
¢ tougues of fire ;*’ he descended on the Saviour
undér the species of a dove, and you have decid-
ed thatthe distinction of the Evangelists between
the species and the substance is ** nonscnse ; .
. it is darkening connsel by words without
knowledge.”—Page 76. 1 recommend your
case 1o the General Assembly. la fact you have
hecome so enlightened in matters of dogmatic
theology, under the inspiration of common sense,
that you are almost fit for a residence in Boston.
where Th:odore Parker will no doubt have the
charity to extend to you the right band of chiis-
tian fellowship.

In reference to the Holy Eucharist, your Ia-
fidel prisiciple of ** common aense’ s interpreter
of Scripture, prompts you to #ay that ““ noiling
equale it in absordity in 2il paganism."’—Page
76. Pray, did it ever come in‘the way of your
exteusive reiding.to have scen'a book called the
« PresaYTERIAN (CONFESSION 67 FaiTh, as
amended and ratified by.the General Assembly at
their s'cnions in 1821, and printed by Taower &
Hogan in 1827 1" Ifmo, turn to pages 73 and
74, sad you wmlhiSnd itruled thatincertain cases
men 3te placed in such a sitoation; that if they
do a thing they ** opmmit' a°ain againat-God,”
204 if they do-not-do.it, they **-commit a greater

sin 1" Here is 2 Probyterian Doctrine to which

-

you miga: apply your ““common sense” with

rich theme of ridivule which it would fepish for
a pen of such profanity as yours, will be obyious
to you at a glanse. .

You toll us that ¢ the n{lpnp;.ot’ our public
warship is heathen, and mas. originally :adopted
for the seducing of the Heathen 1p Chyistianity.””
—Paga §2. This idex wouldseem 1o, have been
derived by you rather from, Gibbop,, than fiom
Voltaire or Thomas Palne,. . You havebe can-
dar to give a very high antiguity;to aur. magnor
of worship, when yon describe:the yso.to which
it was applied in the primitive Ghuxch: Tie
conversion of nations has been itself regarded us
a proof of tho divine osigia of Christiamiiy. You,
however, have discovered that it was owisg 3o.u
system of seduction, caxried.on throngh;.oux Can
thalic ** mnanuer of worship,”. by which.the poor
Heathen were ¢ seduced” jato the new Religi-
on ! Could any but an Infidel give such atter-
aoce to a sentiment ! . -

But detail is unneceasary. Tha high myatea
ries of the Christian faith you reduce to: the
standard of *“ common sense,”’ *on almost every
page. Thus: ¢ Extreme unction,” you have
already pronounced ‘* extrsme nonsense.”’-—
Page 82. .

‘ How simple and ‘ common sense’ is all 1his,”
—S. 8.\Page 27, *‘ Blessed be Cod you have
oot ggmed‘ your keys o the. ¢ common;serse’ of
the world:"—~Fage 29. Of.your inkdel ribaldry
I will give but one specimen, awhich I.think-can
hardly be surpassed in-the .annals’ of sneering
skeptieism.  * Your daily charging of a waler
into the real body of Chuist, and then eating
him, beats anything St Fechin - ever did. Your
preparing an old sinner for-heaven by rubbing
hiin wath olive oil, and then openicy its gates to
him by the keys which are only in.your :posses-
sion, far surpasses Fechin’s torving scoms to
pork. We believe the -swine thamselves .aro
constantly doing this in vur Western woods.”’—
Page 39. Youtell us that the respect enter-
tained by Catholics for relics has the fruc relics
for its object~~and that, or, Catholic principles,
it M
or resp‘;ct should be the head of *St. Panl*or
the liead of ¢ Balaam’s Ass ;’ and you add in
your oiwr name, and ‘wit % sneer becoming an
an infidel, ¢ and 1'suppese the difference, sir is
very little, * ~Page 70. Se then, Rev. Nicholxs
Murry, you iegaid the-head of an assand that of
an Apostle with equal yespect ; for the resson,
no doubt, that in your estimation, both are fige-
ratively of the same spacies, or pethaps that in
1his instance both sre scriptural subjects. -

It secms that the Tract Societies and Sunday
Schools have adopted youwr letiers, and given
them a very extensive circulation. I do not
know a shorter method of iurning the youug
* gyints™ sabject to their .training. into, infidels,
thao by placing such & book:in.their hands.
Each of them has as good a right to explain_the
Bible aceording to what he will eall ¢ common
sense,’” as you hava had, Batthey.will not be
restraived in their blasphemous ‘rihddry, by the
limits which x black .coat_and -2 white .cravat
bave prescribed for yonr pen. . )

They will apply the argumests of ¢ common
sense” which you have wislded aguiast Baptiam
and the Holy Euchariat, to the antecedent doc-
trines of originsl sin, . and.ithe. alonement, and
they will ind no- * cemmon venie’” io. sither.
Butw  shonld I moralise for you. on such s sub-
ject, waen I hava-no evidence:to-prove that auch
1esult bay: not been the: Yoty .objest .of your let-
ters ; and that your zea! agaisst Popery. iv not
merely the gilding of the_infidel pill” which von
would wishto sewswallowed by traét distribu-

some advaotage t0:your own btethren. The

tors, Sunday achool' teséhets; Sundsy <schiod]
children. andal .- CRNRARNRE

1 the same’? that the vbject of reverence -

3



