"*HE CA'CHOLIC

shew xou how the Biblemay be abused by wanton
interpretation; and how inadequately your own fa-
vourite Profestaut Church of England can defend
itself, by Scripture alone, against the arbitrary con-
struction of mc-e hible-men.  "There authurs take
up the Bible. they read it; and what docs their
i contracted and vulgar cast of mind discover? Thu
'the Churcls should be without a clergy, a flock
tre from his Almighty hand, and to invest her wathy \vilho‘ut pastors, save such asare via presbytcri;n
the powers of Omnipotence, while the praciical ‘dcscnpnon. W hat, you % iil say, are there to be

ence.” As if God could not abrogate the old law
tv establish the new; oras ifthe legislature could
notrepeal, in one sssion, a law made in nn.ollxe.r.
They haveshewn some novelty and ingenuity in
the (.ullo“izlglhcologicul discovery: ¢¢ This vaunt-
ed principle respeeting the authority of the. C}xll{'cﬂl
seems to oursclves,’? say they, ¢ a sort of deifying.
of the Church: it has atendency to wrest the scep-
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of Kirklham, all these institutions are but the filthy
rags of Babylon. These institutions, say they,
changing the word Popish tor Protestant, are all
unscriptural, allan usurpation.of Christ’s sole and
exclusive priesthond. ¢ The application of ecrip-
ture o such authority,” they furthertell you, ¢ is
such a manifest wresting of the words of Christ,
that they find some difficulty in resisting the con-
viction that your Church has wilfully perverted the
Sacred Scriptures, to support her claims to such

exercise of this principle, if potactunily, is'nc:\rly.,no Protestant deacons, priests, vicars, rectors,

allicd to the grossestidolatry.”  As if this newly |

. deans, archdeacons, bishops, archhishops, with a
dis~os ered specivs nf Popish idolatry, which is jusl' king at their head, the Defender ofthe Faith? No,

as idle and visionary as the former ones, might not| The indepeadency of their idc;}s :md. presbyterian
be retorted on themselves, by merely substituting, optics can discover none of this Popish trumpery
the noun substantive Seripture, inthe place of their, in the Scripture.  They tell you, that all such au-
noun substantive Churck. If Falludeto these spe- thority is an usurpation of the prerogatives of
cimeus oftheir novelty and ingenuity in argumen-' (‘hn?t.' fu the N‘ew Testam:ent they con discover
tation, it is not with a view of wasting any obscn:a-; nothing !ml the 1:}lty and Office-bearers. They say
tion to correct the obliquity, or dissipac the dark- ¢ the laity constitute the church, and teachers and
ness of ideas, which they exhibit; but to shew you, pastors are its office-bearers.” p. 15. ¥ must re-
that your invincible polemics aresafer when they, mark that they have not pointed out either the
stand behind the entrenchments of others, than| chapler or verse where this phrasco!ogy-ot:curs in
when they cttempt toraise any new ones of their|i the Bible. Following your own authorized ver-
own. ;sion, they find, that a bishop is but an overseer,

You seem to think, B, Hardman, that because (Acts . 28°); a priest is but an elder; (Acts

: Ixiv. 23.—xv. 4.), a deacon hut aservant (Actsvi,
theso authors quote the Biblc, and declaim against] :l; 23As 1 :::n A)rclxbishop of Canterbury g Bi«bolp
Popery, they are profound divines, conclusive rea-|, = 2

: T b ,a P da-
soners, and enlightened apologists of your parlia- of Chester, a Dean of Peterborough, a Prebenda

mentary church. To tuis opinion I cannot sub-
scribe. Their scligion differs no less from the l'.
Church of England, than it does from the Church'
of Rome. Their religion, Sir, like that of many,
otbers, who folllow Protestant principles, isa clumn-

sy and ill assorted piece of scriptural paichwork, |
<onsisting of scriptural shreds tacked together, ac- ),
cording to thair own capricious taste and fancy, |
without either the justness of proportion, the beau-
{y of symnetry, orthe rule oftruth. They set out’
it istrue, onthe ground of Protestant principles;
but being bolder than youin the art of protesting,
they soonleave youmany a furlong behind them.
They aflirm that the Bible contains the whole will
of Jesus Christ, and the whole and sole rule of a
Christians’s faith. They affirm a3 warmly as you
do, *“ the Bible, I say, the Bible is the only reli-
gion of Protestants.” We deny these princ:ples.
‘We prove them to be false, delusive, and enthusi-|
astic:  We are therefore authorized to reject the,
conclusions which result from them. You church-
men admit these principles, They are your own,
Consistency requires therefore that you should ad-
mit the conclusions which these authors legitimate-
7y draw from the premiscs. You areastout church
andking man, ®Ir. Hardman, and can call out,!
NoPapery, inan ale-house, orata vestry-mecling,

aslouc!ly as any inhabitant of our parish. Now lot“
e pointout to your reflection qne specimen of the |
zeagoning of these authors, in a case which comes|
dome to your own feclings; a case which clearly |
decides cither that your principles are false, or youry,
church is erroncous. It will not only cban i

ok . g¢ your||
“pinzon asto the merits ang orthodoxy of these au-
Bors,

whom your aversion to our religion has
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#ughtyou bliodly to commend: but wil at once e fromathie scepicism of Griesbach ad other nibbiog esi-

‘ry of Westminster, or Durham, a Vicar or Curate

» The present authorised English version cf the Bible
still yetains aleaven of that Calvinistic spirit, which Foreign
aad British  sefurmers imparted from Geneva, and which
they copivaly infused into the travesty Euslish teanslations
commonly used in the reigny of Edward V1. and Elizabeth.
But as the English version stands at present, this sparit 1s
perbaps no where morc appatent, than”inthe transhtion of
the Acts of the Apostles, particubarly chap. xx. v. 23, In-
stead of translating this most important passage, asitis cor-
rectly translated in the Latin Vulgate, and the English Ca-
tholic Testamment: * take heed to yaurseltes, and to the
whole flock, wherein tho Holy Ghost hath placed you Bi-
sitor» torule the church of God, which he hath purchaced
with bis ojvn blood:™ it has contrived to mutilate the scuse
and degrade the expressionto a degree scarcely exampled
in any grave t ion (rom other la , thus: tho
Holy Ghost hath made yop overseersto feed &c. I shall
not stop to prove, gwhat c\'c?' scholar smust admit, that
though themetaphorderived from the simplicity of primi-
tive manuvers and pastoral life Pozmq.ino, inits lowest sense,
means to feed, as 2 shepherd doces his flock, yot when it is
applicd by the sacred writers to David, to Christ, or, as in
this place, 10 Bishops,and when it 1s apphied by profane wii.
ters to Kings, as it is by Homer to Agamemnao, (iad, B.
1. v. 85,) the .verb feed does not express one balf of its
meamng.  The word orerseer is duly qualified to keep com-
pany with its degraded associate, feed. The lowest degra-
dation to which ingenuity can possibly reduce the etymon
Episcopos, may be inspector, superintendant, looker-op,
overlooker, supenisor, or orasees. But does this express
halfthe meaning of the term?_ As well might we say, that
the overseer or supetvisor of Darham, is the Bishop of Dur

am3 and with equal propricty misht we translate, Chris-
tus Poatifex noster, Christ our Bridgebuilder, instead of)
Clrist our High Priest. Much more thanan overseer is
implied in the venerableterm which has been religiously
incorposhted into thelanguage of almost every . Christian na:
tion ~ Nopedigree in the Herald’s Office is “more hononra-
bleor anthentic than the etymology of the English word

ishop: in the otiginal Greek, Episeopos: in Xatin, Epis-
copus, In Italian, Veseovo; in French, Eveque; in Spanish,
Qbdispo; in German, Bischoff; in Dutch, Bischop; in An-
go-s:uon, Bisccop; in_English, Bishop. Ifthe Foglish

rotestant trmslators of the Bible, ia Acts xx. 28, over-
looked the English word Bishop which never ad more than
one exclusive meaning, and have degraded the first offcer of
the church intothe Jowest underling of a parish, itis not
from accident, but design. Perhaps thicy intended itas 2
compliment to the Overscers of Nag’s Head memory- Cer-
tain it is such translating s not the word of God. N, No-
lan has ably vindicated the authenticity of the Vulgate, in
this verse, as wellas in the first Epistle of St. John, ch. v. v.
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vauthority. Their arguinent stands thus: ¢ The

i Apostles justly considercd that tlie words of Christ,

: All puwer isgiven to me, peremptorily excluded

all separate or conjunct authority.  How then shall
we reconcile the claims of your church in matters

of authority, (even your Frotestant church, con-

sisting of a regal head, with tishops, priests, &c.,

with the offices of Jeius Clnist?  ller pretensions
to such authority, appear to us to be an usurpation
of the prerogatives of the Saviour. Al authority
in matters of religion, except that of Christ, is
strange to Lis people. e is the alone Prophm
and King in the Church of God.” Our divines
are apt tosmile, and yours to writhe at these level-
ling arguments of John Calvin,

Now, Mr. Hardman, 1beg leave toobserve, that
if this mode of reasoning, from the bare letter of the
Scripture, be formidable and unanswerable, it is
only so to you, and your church authority, not to
ours. Westandon more solid ground. This very
spirit of your authors, among the Puritaus, Presby-
terians, and fndependents, of former times, em-
ployed the same process of the Bible alone infers
preted by fanaticism, both to overturn your chur
to destroy the monarchy, and to deluge England
with blood. They justificd their rebellion by pro-
claiming no authority but the authority of Christ:
no priest but priest Jesus: no king but king Jesns.
To the Bible alone, as interpreted by themselyes,
they appealed bolh to justify their wickedness, smé
to sanction their atrocities. Qur revercnce for the
Biblo condemns such a flagrant abuse of the Holy
Books, whether it proceed from an aneient Puritn
orfrom the modern Praisc-God Barebones, wlp
have written this new, convincing and unanswegae
blepamphlet. IfIdid not fecl aninvincible rev
pugnance fo imitate your authors, in wantonly pete
verting the meaning and profaning the sanctity &'
the Bible, I could prove from express texts, tht
you are religiously obliged to wear only one eoat;
and tha! when you leave iy firg-side, and return
bome, this cold, stormy, winler evening, you ou#bl
to leave both your great coat and your pockets bee
hind. The puritannical pamphlet wlich you epin
considerately commend, without perceiving its ten -
dency, is a tissue of confidentignorance, of {coprss
vulgarity, and blind enthusiesm. It hias not cope.
vinced me of one error in the Catholic faith: but 4t
has strengthened my conviction. that the Protest-
ant Rule of Faith cannot lead men o the unity of
truth; but only into a multiplied variety of erroirs.
1 shall resume the subject of our conversalion €8

oy nextletier.  In {he meantme, Iam,
entlemen,
Your, &c. §c.
Joux HarpxAJ,
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