50 Letter to the Rt. Rev. Dr, Connolly.

how shall they hear without a preach-
er, and how shall they preach unless
they be sent.”” *‘Faith then cometh
(not by reading, but) by hegring,
and hearing by the word of Christ.”
(Rom. x, 17.) If these are our ar-
guments to those outside the Catho-
lic Church, how much more strongly
must they not apply to all Catholies,
and especially to tke Irish Catholics,
who have been battling for that doc-
trine for centuries.” )

Now, Rev. Sir, I am very far from
finding fault with you for advocating
your own Gause, in your own church,
and in your own way; on the con-
trary, 1 honour you for so doing,
and right glad am I, and every Pro-
testant Clergyman in the land, that
you have manfully come forward to
claim what you consider to be your
rights, and those of the church to
which you belong as general over-
geer ; for if our Protestant system
cannot bear the test of a rigid in-
vestigation, the sooner we know it
the better ; Tor we are lovers of the
truth, and haters of error in all its
variety of forms.

You give us to understand, Rt.
Rev. Sir, that the Clergy of Rome
in this country have ““supernafural”’
powers given to them, éat their ordi-
nation, I sappose,) dnd that herein
consists the difference between them
and Protestant Ministers; the au-
thority of the former you regard as
Divine, and that of the latter as
merely human. And if you be cor-
rect-in this statement, it is clear and
evident that-the Protestant Ministers
are butintruders in the sacred office §
and your Church, Rt. Rev. Sir, which
you declaré to be “*infallible,” ¢“al-
ways and -everywhere the same,”’
in unmistakeable language, asgerts
that there is no-salvation out of that
of Rome, In'a booknow before me
printed snd published this very year,
1868, and circulated under your own
-eye in Halifax, I find the Clergy and
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Bishops of the Church of England
denominated *‘infidels,”’ “‘knaves’’
and “imposters’’ ; that ¢ they have
no authority only simply what Queen
Elizabeth gave them,”” and from this
fact that the Queen herself regard-
ed the bishops which she had made
‘“ with the most supreme contempt.”’
Now, Rt. Rev. Sir, if you be correct
in your assertion in regard to the
human authority of the Protestaut
Clergy, I have to regret that you
have presented us with no proofs of
that fact, if it be a fact at all ; and if
we be in that state as described by
you, Rt, Rev. Sir, we ought surely
to know it, and as a bishop it was
your duty to give us every available
evidence relating to this subject in
your power, 8o that you might there-
by be clear of our great sin and
guilt, in exereising our ministry and
in imparting it to others, without
any divine warrant for so deing.
But if, on the other hand, you are
not correct in your estimate, then
the tables may be tutned against
yourself, and your infallible estzb-
lishment, and your ministry may
prove not to be worth the time it
takes to give you consideration.

1 feel sure, Rt. Rev. Sir, that you
are misteken in your conviction of
the vahdity of Protestant Orders,
ag those orders are clearly founded
‘on the Word of God; and if those
of the Church of Reme cannot stand
the test of a critical examination,
they are certainly not worth much;
if they cannot be traced to Christ
himself, according lo your own show-
ing, they cannot be derived from
him, and you. are, therefore in the
very same state and predicament
you would fain represent the Protes-
tant clergy to be in,—that is, des-
titute of any Divine authority for
your ministry |

1 hope, Rt. Rev. Sir, you will ex-
cuse me while I express my convic-
tion, that even if you could trace
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