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' LE’[‘TER'OF:T-HE? REV. DR. CAHILL.
f)R, CAHILL’S PRIVATE NOTE TO THE REV. J.
‘ . ; BURNS, .
. -+ Whiteliaven, Dec. 7.
Rev. Sir—Yout public letter, published on yes-
(erday evening in tlie Cumberlind Pacguct,reached
e last night. ';Mgn‘y th:m‘ks:fa!_' ?_he kind expression
i of your good wislies for my salvation and for desiring
| e eternal \ve!ﬁ\reiqf qalk Cat_hoh,c sou}s., 1 h‘ope
e public \:oicg*. of_ Ztlns-tm_vn wiil -learp to appreciate
' e sincerity of tliese feelings, and to makeyou a
qitable acknowledgment. ' o
I beg to tell you, with great respect, thal youare
plpably llna,::_q;)gli:}ted with our doctrine of the
Eucharist 3 we .do.-not. ¢ create our Creator.” - If
ilis language were ;lxtj.c!;e(] b}" any other person ‘but
by one of -your: known !lberah!y -and - acknovledged
wducation. Tshonld designate it as the "lowest form
of vulgar bigotry. Sueh words, (_:omm,g_.ﬁ'nn} you,
ere simply @ mistalie 5 and your only fault in the
spresent case is,.your writing on.a subject which
Lgawedly pou bave not studied.
U Phe editor of the. Whitchaven Herald will not
Ekeép bis.colwnns apen’ far my wreply to youlonger
itan uselve o’¢lock on Iriday; and hence I shal
“onclnde this short note; and reserve any further ob-
wrealions on this subject for my public answes.
1 liave the honor to be, rev. Sir,
-~ Your obedient servant,
" .. D. W. Canwi.

|

Dit, CAHILL'S PUBLIC REPLY TO THE REV. J. BURNS.
| w@Feelings of umningled love and compassion’ for
| your soul and the-souls” of those who are wisled by
; e Romaui priests, éonstrain me to use every cffort in

1y power o awaken in yon and’in them the dormant
feelings of common sense, and 1o arouse you,andthem
watend 10 the voice of reason and the voice of God.
1 believe your religion to be false, and trath and duty
compe] me to publish-my conyiction. I seek o gain
your -soul,and, therefore, I wiite - plainly, and’ let
uone of myfellowW-men judgé e au énemy because:
Cohdilthe frofh " ‘

« Every liour you cotsecrate
create your Creator. - . . .

«Grant me, sic, as a common ground of argument,
that God Almiglity made you, and gave you the fa-
culties which you possess, and I will undertake to
show, by self-evident traths, that the doctrine of
Transubstantiation is subversive of the foundation of
humau Uelief, and, therefore, incapable of being
proved by any evidence, or of being believed by any
wman sider the influence of common sense. 1 God
wade man, then the testimony of the senses is the
testimeny of God. To seek to support this teatimoniy
isabsurcl, and to doubt it is to be mad.

“ Now, sir, in ull contioversy the proof rests on
lim who takes the affivmative side of the question.—
It you wish me to receive your doctring you must (ur-
uish me with the grounds on which to 1est my fith.
To justily me in rejecting your dogma J am not even
ubliged to produce direet proof of its falsehood. It is
enongit if- [ can show thut the proof you allege is not
sofficient. The - doctrine is overturned if it be not
proved, If I ean show that every passage yon bring
forward is, according Lo the asual laws of language,
fuirly capaile of ancther sense, 1 have overtumned
vour deetrine 3 zud if this principle be just, then the
battle is won witheut iy firing a single shot of direct
disproof at all, . .

a bit of bread, you

. . . . I think the sonl can
vomore feed on flesh and blood than on bread. 1f
then, the body of Jesus be {ood tothe soul, it must be
50, not literally, but figuratively. = The soul cannot
eal His flesh in any other way iban by believing on
Him, N eats by faith, aud not by teeth.  See how
hard it is to force Seripture. 10 sanction what is false
and absurd., : o

“1 beseeeh you, sir, 10 put all your trost in the
blood of Chirist, whicly cleanseth from all sin, and re-
noutice the vain efiort- ‘of adding to its . perfection.—
Cease that blasphemy. that represents the work of
Christ yet unfinished, and keeps Him continually a
sacrifice on the altar.  Come to Him and He will give
you salvation without money and without price.’—
Vide Letter of the Rev. J. Burns.

' " 'Whitehaven, Dec. 7.

Rererend Sir—T have selectéd some fow passages
of your courteous-leiter to me, to which I shall more
particularly direct my reply ; and if. I were notmade
acquainted with the profession of the writer, I should
lave neyer supposed that the author of these extracts
could have read even -thie elements of theology or
woral philosophy 5 but;above all,. T could not have
believed that a clergyman of high character and sta-
tion conld make statements exhibiting such a deplo-
rible ignarance of the fundamental. principles of our
common Christianity. *Firstly, then, since you set
U0y in'spiritual things, the evidence of the senses (as
Jou call it), as the infallible standard of your faith,
Will you tell. the world how can you belicve in God
who is a pure spirit, and therefore caniot possibly
fall within the tomain of the'senses?  Secondly; will
YO 3y by what evidefice of the senses you distover
, three digtinet persons in one God? * Do, rev. sir, say
"0 yowarrive at the conclusion by the senses that
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Trinity is Unity in essence and Unity essentially Tri-
nity 7 Thirdly, will you kindly inform poor. forlorn
Catlolic souls, how you detect the presence of divine
grace hy the senses, that is, how you can see, feel,
faste, smell, and hear divine grace which St. Paul
describes as ¢ the emanation of God? and ¢the cha-
rity of God poured ‘abroad ?” * Fourthly, will yan
say, sir, how you can even know you have a ¢ soul’

by the evidence of the. senses?. Fifthly, will you

tell the Romish priests where you did learn the ex-
istence of eternity, of heaven, orof hell; from the
evideénce of the senses?. St. Paul tells us that "¢ nei-
ther eye hath'seen or ear heard; or the'lieart of an
conceived, this place ;> and therefore will *you be
pleased to tell us how it has happened that the air of
Whitehaven has so elevated the aclion of your seuses
that you and your congregation can behold,” with an
unelouded vision, what 1he fongue of “St. Paul could
not utter or the heart’of St." Taul conceive? We
poor Romisl priests, educated at Maynooth, always
fancied these things were known by ¢ faith’. and not
by the senses; and we have foolishly believed faith
to be thé “ gratuitous gift of God,” and not at all
the philosophical résult of  the most perfect examina-
tion of the senses. Sixthly, will you be .pleased to
inform the senseéless Catholics Low you discover-ori-
ginal §in in a new born baby by.the aid.of the senses?
I venture to say that even a' Whitehaven baby. ap-
pears to the senses the very same, selfsame ¢hild be-
fore'and after the Sacrament of Baptism? Tf, there-
fore, rev. sir, ‘'you will believe nathing but what can
be proved by thie senses, your act of faith must, be-
yond alt ispute, deny every single word of the creed
which you publish on every Sunday from your pul-
pit_to your unfortunate congregation. - o

You seem véry*fond of employing the words
¢ common sense’ while speaking of faith. They are
not accidental terms in your mouth—tliey are scien-
tific, official, firofessional phrases—and youso jumble
together logical, thedlogical, and “elocutionary lan-

guage: that; in-almost’every sentence ' you bave writ,

ten, there is a scientific mistake, a misapplication of
ivords, and a clear incongruity in theological terms.
You reject everything which you cannot conceive in
your common sense. ‘'Lhis is certainly your stale-
ment. Firstly, then, will- you therelore prove to us
2 omish scholars how does your common sense under-
stand and explain that God had no beginning! Our
Popish common sense cannot conceive any existing
thing without a cause. Now, as you admit nothing
which you cannot understand, pray tell us on what
principle you understaud an effect which is uot an
effect—a generation without being generated—mo-
tion, life, and power without g beginning ? Secondly,
the earth cannot be as old as God, as it wvould then
be God; nor can it be made out of the substance
of God, as matter would then be composed of spirit,
and inanimaté clay formed of the essentially living
God. Hence the earth must come from nothing by
amere act of God’s will. Wil you say, in your
science of your common sense, if you understand this
natural mystery? If you do'not undc-:.rstan.d it, of
course, as you have said, you cannot believe it; and,
therefore, you are bound, in vindication pf your sys-
tem, to state publicly, for the salvation of the Romish
priests, and of all the Papists whose interests are so
near your heart, that as you cannat conceive by com-
mon sense how matler was created, or how man was
formed, that therefore there is no such things as
Protestant tithes—that the Scotch Kirk is a public
delusion ; that the sermons in your Church are base-
less visions; and that the public letter lately address-
ed in this town to Dr. Cahill is a dreamy image, and
a fantastic, ideal, deceptive sound.  Thirdly, will you
again explain the ircarnation by your system? I
have learned in the schools that divine faith cannot
be tested by the rules of lagic, much less by the
commop sensc of the world. I have been taught
that although there are three persons in the Trinity,
each distinct, and each God, still it does not follow
from these defined premises that there are three dis-
tinct Gods? Fourthly, will you be pleased, sir, to
explain to me, by common sense, how the two distinct
natures of God and ‘man kave only one person in
Christ 2 how can there be 2 nature withouta person?
Lot can a finite human nature. fill an infinite divine
person ? or how can au infinite divine nature be con-
fined within the figure of a finite human persons?
Will'you kindly say- whether the person was human
or divine, or a misture of both, ]lﬂ!f ﬁmﬁe, and half
infinite?  Fifthly, pray explain again bow God could
become man, the incarnate unembodied Word could
become flesh, how an . eternal person could be born,
how immortality could die, how an jmmaculate God
conld assume human guilt, how the mockery, the
agony, the eries of the beloved Son of God could
please the Father? -Sixthly, will you say how it s
that, although God is whole and entire in the million
‘and tens of million places in space, there is still but

one God? ~ Ah! Beverend Mr.: Burns, your Joose

' ;is‘se'rijprivs',i":\nd'unsciéhtil_'né‘»stalemenls, conriee- me
of the iruth of Lord Shaltesbury’s report.on'me
Tamentable deficiéricy of Protestant clerical education,
demonstrate that you can malign a creed without
having studied its tenets, and circulate wounding mis-
statement under the cover and the imposition of reli-
gious zeal. : Finally, will yon explain the justice of
God in charging on a ¢hild bora in 1853 the crime of
Adam’s-disobedience committed nearly six thousand
years'ago? © It was ‘metaphysically impossible that
the' frée-will 'of this child could énter into this act of
Adam &s an accomplice, the soul of the child being
not éreated at the time ; and it was equally impossible
for ‘the same® will 'to" prevent or avoid this fault of
Adam. Now the commom sense and the common
laws of Englishien, to which you appeal in matters
of faitly, willshot charge. one'man with the guilt of a
third ‘party, who was not, or ‘could not, possibly be
an accomplice, You have, sir, to ‘accourit for this
fact by your system of common sense, and thius settle
this most vital-question. The plain palpable resul{
of this absurd and fatal misapplication of reason to
faith is, that you have made your creed a were
wordly system; and you have forced even your
{tiends tovegard your religion as a hunan constitu-
tion 'sustained by the same kind of prinziples as you
smelt ‘irow, spin cotton, form railroads, and conduct
commerce. Your public perfectly understand this
system;:and hence they have lest all confidence in
your spiritual ministrations,- and all respect for your
orofession; The laboring classes seldom enter the
Protestant churclies, Their common-‘sense, they
think, is-as good as yours; and as théy  can read the
Bible and f eat faitl’-at home, they -generally sleep
till- two o’clock on Sundays, and never listen to the
parson'till. he has'invented a story -about-4 priest, a
monk, or a convent, or the bones of a child being
dng up, some time ago, somewhere, by somebody, in
some npunnery. - The total absence ‘of -all religious
instruction in these churches, added to the constant
tenshis-ef daubtiog theentive evidence,of antiquity,
has converted the finest nation and the most generous
people in the world into a ferocious multitude of bi-
goted infidels. Lord Ashley’s report (which I have
not read, but of which I have heard) reveals a state
of religious ignorance in this country beyond the most
exaggerated powers of credibility, Ilis description
of the factories and collieries awakens thrilling fecl-
ings of pain and shame in the bosom of every honest
religious Englishman. Think of hundreds of grown
girls who could not tell ¢ who was God, or Christ, or
the Woly Ghost, and who were sunk, at the same
time, in the lowest state of immorality, too extended
and too gross to be named in this letter. Iundred
of colliers were never even once in a church—had
never Jearned one word of their catechism, and per-
fectly ignorant of the cross. One man being asked
who made him, answered ¢ My mother,’ a second be-
ing questioned asto the number of Gods, replied,
¢ That there were seven, and that he was able to
fight any one of them ;' a third being pressed to tell
who was Christ, said, ¢ He did not know him, as he
had never worked in his pit ;* a fourth being asked if
he was afraid of God, replied, ¢ Na, na, but that it
was the ¢ other b——1” he dreaded,’ (meaning the
devil) ; a fifth being interrogated if he was afraid of
the punishments of the next world, appeared quite
surprised at hearing of future punishments, and repli-
ed that, * If his friends buried lis pickaxe with him,
there was no place made, even of the hardest rock,
could keep him confined.” Why, sir, the history of
the snake Indians or of the Boimen does not reveal
such hyper-barbarian ignorance as can be met with
in some districts, callings, and trades in England.
How can the Protestant clergy, who reccive annually
eight millions sterling, ook men in the face with the
erimes of this barbarity on them? and how can the
acute Tnglish nation continue to be gulled by the
notorious lies of Trish conversions invented l{y hired
calumniators, in order to-divert the public mind {rom
beholding the annual milfions of this evergrown rob-
bery, or canvassing the flagrant hypocrisy and the
anti-Christian slander of this infidel conspiracy. The
brutal murders, the wife-killing, the infanticides, and
the avowed spreading infidelity, and the thousands of
children whose deaths are daily concealed, are the
frightful fruits of your system of the doctrine of the
senses and your human faith. 'Was there ever heard
such insane audacity as to assert that God could re-
veal-nothing which the Pratestant conventicle or the
Scotch kirk “could not understand! Tt is the same
kind of rampant and ridiculous siliness as if a con-
gregation of oysters or frogs denied that there existed
such things as the trutbs of algebra, music, or photo-
graphy, fnerely because some few elders of these
tribes could meither see, hear, feel, nor understand
the subject.. This system - will soon make all Tng-
land infidel. Hired lecturers are naw publicly deli-
vering lectures on the:opposition between: what they
call ¢the secular ‘Creation and the gospel: Creation’

—that is, on palpable open infidelity. Depend on it,
that your teaching will, at no distant day, sap tle
very foundation of social order in this country ; that
you will eall into existence a generation of men whe.
if not chiecked, will threaten the very existencé o
Eunglish monarchy ; and the throre of Great Brituin
will yet have to_rely on Cathelic allegiance and Ci-
tholic fidelity for its preservation and security. :
You seem much captivated with the reasenable-
ness (as you call it) of the figurative sense as being
applied to the words used by our Lord at the Last
Supper. Now, sir, Ilook on the Protestant doc-
trine of the Last Supper to be such an aggregate of
incongruity, that if one were not certain of its being
believed by a'large section of persons in this country’
it could never be supposed thiat such an opinion coulu
be serously beld by men who believed Christ to b
‘God and to have uttered intelligible language. ‘Lhas
doctrine states that ¢ the Last. Supper is 2 memoriai
of Chrict’s sufferings and passions, where bread and
wine being taken. in faith, Clrist is spiritually re-
ceived.” The four terms, tlfercfore, within which
this doctrine is inclided, are the words ‘ memoriat
faith (bread and wine) and the spirit of Clwist)?
As you, therefore, appeal to the standard of tiw:
Seriptures, and to the standard of language on thix
point, T shall for a moment meet that appeal by quot-
ing some texts from the Gospel of Saint John, chay-
ter the sixth:— ‘
V. B2.—If any man eat of this bread hLe shall live
for ever, and the bread that I will give is my flesh for
the life of the world. ' '
V. 53.—The Jews, therefore, debated among
themselves, saying, how can this man give us his flesy
to eat. ;. ' Co :
V. 54,—Unless ¢ you ent the flesh of the Son of
man, and drink his blood, you shall not have his life
in you.) . o
V. 25.—He that eateth my flesh and drinketh my
blood hath everlasting life, and I will raise him up in
the lastday. -
V. 56.—<T'or my flesh is meat indeed, and my bilood
is drink indeed. ’ '
V. 57.—He that eateth my flesh and drinketh iny
bload abideth in me and T in lLim.
V. 58.—-As the living fatlier bath sent e, and as
T live by the father, so he that eateth me the same
shall live by me. .
In the foregoing texts our Lord uses the words—
teat my flesh’ five times; and it must be well se-
membered that these words were employed four times
after the Jews debated among {hemselves © how can
this man give bis his flesh to eat” Ile heard their
objection (“how can he’); and, of course, nceording
to all the rules of a public speaker to his audience.
He replies 1o the difficulty whieh they proposed:
and in place of retracting His words, or altering thei
into other clearer words, or making any change or
explanation in His expression, fle, on the contrary,
Yecomes more emphatic in Tlis manner, and repeats
four times with evident increased energy the selfsani
words.  And it must not be forgotien that,in thus
ve-asserting these words four times, in the teeth of
their contradiction, He also adds sone new circum-
stances of vital interest to the question under debate
—namely, in verse 53 He threatens damnation to the
man who merely omits what He orders; in verse 55
He offers justification to the man who fulfils is
statement ; in verse 56 He asserts Lwice that what
he bas said is a literal statcment (alethos) ; in verse
57 He aguin declares that the man who corresponds
with the conditions named is intimately identified with
Him ; and lastly, in verse 58, He utiers two oaths—
namely, ¢ by His mission and by Ilis life’ that what
He stated would give eternal life ; and finally, in all
these assertions, threats, promises, and rewards, !le
uses the words, ¢ eat his flesh’ with an unvarying con-
sistzncy in reply to theic objuction,
Now, as the whole Jewish religion was made vp of
types and figures—and as a matter of course the Cu-
pharnaites were perfectly acquainted with this fact=—
can any man believe that Cheist would have held out
threats of perdition, and wonld swear twice in order
to make them belicve the most known fact of their
country 1
Now, sir, by what anthority do you, who seem so
much attached to the Word of God, take it on your-
self to change the clear, expressed wordsinto a mean-
ing certainly not asserted or affirmedin the written or
spoken language. You reply that it must be received
in a spiritual or figurative sense—from the impossi-
bility, as your common sense asserts, of understanding
these swritten words in their literal sense.  You there-
fore assert that flesh means ¢faith’—means ¢ figure
of flesh’—means ¢ spirit’—means * metaphor’—means

¢ image or memorial.” In'the first place, this is—on
your part—a most unwarrantable assumption, it not
being affirmed:in the words; and, secondly, it may
turn out—as I- hope ‘presently - to show—-tliat .your
meaning must end in an absurdity of jdea and-in’an



