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THE TIMES

* Thou shalt not bear falso witness against thy neighbone.”
Exad. xx. 16.

Our provious taunts about its laziness have goaded tho Times
into an attempt to reply this week to anarticle of Saturday last.
When we behield two and 8 half columns of type, we naturally
expected some answer to our formner arguments, somne refutation
of our objections, smne effort 10 sustain the many reckless ca-
lamnies propounded by the charitable Editors.  But we are
again disappointed. We can discover nothing but course in-
vectives agamst our Clergy, a repetition of ancient falschoods,
a parade of new calumnies, and & whole series of naked asser-
tions without even the shadow of an argument 1o cover them.
The latter we shall micet as we met befure, by a simple deaial.
Quod gratis asscritur, gratis negatur.  Wedeny that there was
any intention of an Bucharistic precession, and we have spo-
ken on the subject to a clergyman who ought to be well inform-
ed upoa it.  Our expianation of the burmug of the efligy,—not
of the HMustrivus Duke who is ashamed of the noble country of
his birth, and whose first vote in the House of Lords was re-
corded against the Emancipation of the Irish Catholics, after
this military demi-god had forced his way to the giddy heights
of ambition through cceans of Irish Catholic blood! but of the
ringleader of that unconstitutional government which dared to
poliute the stream of justice—our explanation we yepeat of this
burning was substantially correet ; and there is not one panticle
of sophistry in the desial.  The Times says it is Jesnitical (we
nover ftnew an infidel or a reprobate that did nut detest those
holy and learned inen, the Jesuits) and we respect its opinion
so deeply, that we shall not trouble ourselves todisturb it,.  We
called them *¢ cowardly miscreants™ becanse instead of meeting
us fairly in open argument, they have wantonly assailed our
unoffending clergy, on whom they knew they might safely pour
out their abuse, and from whom, su far 2s we know, they have
never received an insult.

‘We repeat all that we said about that abausd and unsubstantial
term Protes’ant, and in condemning this farcical appeilation, we
but echo the sentiments of the most learned Divines in tho Eng-
lish Church.

After hiaving called the Irishmen of Halifax a Relble, the
Exditore of the "l'imes now term *heir distinguished countryman,
O'Connzin, a MoxsterY  Monsier though he be, in the eyes
of the Tlimes, he has been a signal benefactor to the English
nation, which will never know his value uniif afier his death.—
Weslould be sorry to compare him for a snoment with the re-
negade Irishman of whose fame the Times seems to be so jea-
lous. O'Connell has saved Eugland {tom the contequences of
her insane misgovernment of a gallaut people, and has in [re-
Yand substituted the constitutional weapous of argument and Jaw
for the desolating horrors of civil strife, and the wild justice ui
revengs. 'The Emancipator of Ireland, the Reéformer of Eng
land and Scotland, the warm defender of the Colonies, the Ad”
vocate of freedom, the scaurge of the oppressor, the champion
of civil and religious liberty, the indignant Denonnéer of Slavery
thé unrelenting enemy of persecution for creed, or'clime, or ¢u-
Jour~~that Great and Glorious Man does not require any defénce
of ours against the monstrous impudence of the Times: ’

The obtusc intellects of the Theologians of the Times, cannot
comorchend the clear and furcible argument which weo deduced
f-om the Boak of Common Prayer, in favour of the Catholic
doctrine of Absolution. Whata literary martyrdom it is.to have
1o deal with ¢* Protestant ignorance’ of this impenetrable stu-
piduy ! The Times gives the following extract frown: our for-
mer article’: : .

** We quated the doctrine contained in the Form of Absolu-
tion in"the Book™ of Common Prayer, hoth against the ‘practice
of the Charch of Eugland, and the theology of the Times.”

And the Times cannotunderstand thissrople asseition !  And
sfter having declaved t*at it means nothing, it asks us ¢ what be-
comes of * our * shuffhug zrgument? O shades of Priscian and
Aristotle! The Gemini ot the T¥mrs kuow neither the meaning of
words, nar the forca ol arguments.  We must again hold up the
tureh of Cathohe ‘Truth 1o dispel this Protestant darkness.

We quote theduetrine of her Ritual, against the practice of the
Church of England thus:—

‘The doctrine ot the Church of England, in her Book of Com-
man Prayer, is, as clearly as language can describe it, a doctrine
of Confession, and absolutivn, and vemission of sin, by the
Miauster, in virtue of powcers commitied to him by Christ.

The Practice of thcéhurch of England is diametrically oppos-
ed to her Doctrine in this tespect, hecause she condemns
confession, and permits her Clergy merely to declare the remis-
sion of sin, and not to remit it actually, as delegates from God.

Wherefore she is an inconsistent Church—her Ritoal is de-
ceptive and untrue.—Her Book of Commuen Prayer is not a
fsithful exponent of her docrrines, and it ought to be amended ;
or her practice does noi correspund with her doctrine, and her
practice ought to be changed. IHow can she with any decen-
cy ubuse Confession, whilst it is particularly enjoined in her
awn Ritwal © How con she deprive her people of the benefit,
and refuse her Clergy t"ie privilege of absolution from ain, so
long as her Prayer Book declaresthat Gud’s minister has
received that preat power?

We will therefure declase her practice to he consistent, if she
change her Ritual ; or it she alter her practice, we will adimre
her doctrine.

But the poor people of the ‘Times, and every other dupe of
the monstrous impasitions of this Eaglish Church, have vo no-
tion of the real reasun why this and many other Catholic doc-
trines are to be fuund in that medley of canflicting Creeds, and
farrago of absurdities—the Baak of Common Prayer, which was
once much more Popish 1hant is now, which has been hacked
and hewn, changed and revised, condemned and restored, patch-
el by Puritau cobblers, and botched by Evangehcal tinkers.
We mmay perhaps before this controversy closes, enlighten their
Protestant ignorance in this respect, and prove that the reason
why so many Catholic doctrines and praciices were retained 10
the English Ritual, was, that the Catholic people of England
could not be got to renounce the ancient feith which England
had received from Rome, mwre than a thousand years befure ;
and hence for 3 long time a species of juggling and imposture
was practised upon them by those sacrilegivus robbers of the
Church and the Poor who had a deep stake in the maintenance
of ¢ the new order of things’ which was intvaduced by thet”
arch—econfiscator, and genuine Monster, Henry V1II, and bhis
unprincipled and rapacious nobles. In fact, the history of the
Commm Prayer Bonk is an Uncomman but fithful recurd of
the ever varying and grotesque ducirines of the EnglishChuxch.
But to return to the Times.

We quoted the doctrine of this motley Book of Common
Prayer, * against the theology of the Times.’ So we did, and
maost appropriately. -

The theological reasoning of the Times, based on the absurd
supposition, that the word ebsolce dves nut inean to forqive—
went to shew, that Christ Ieft no power to his Church to  .rgive
sins. ‘The Book of Cummon Prayer iu express tenins says the
contrary ; and we quoted the authority of Church of England
Divines of the first emicence to support, our interpretation-of the
obvious meaning of the Ritual.  And the Times cannot compre-
hend the force of this argument ! Instead of refuwting us, the
Editors have béen pleaséd to'give us an additional aumthority in
the person of Dr. Pusey. whose valuable testimony isworth
more in such 2 case than that of the Achill A postate, the Gemini.
of the Times, and the whole host of their Clerical supporters in
Nova Scotiz. o

As the testimony of Chillingworth was so unwelcome to the
Editors of the Times, that they vefused it 2 place in thejreo-
lumns, we will print two or three other quutations from Protess
tants and infidels.on the doctrine of Confession and Absolution,

¢ Clisistians have lost the true notiou of perfoctrepénrance for
+ins after Baplism, which thie Primitive Church did: justly'be:

lieve tv consisi in a Jung cousse of fastivg; praying; confessiog:



