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English language, and must remain undeseribed.
The * Messenger’s” f{riends must have been great
gainers by the last conflict it raised, that it is so

ready to offer insult to the Catholics of Nova Sco-
tia.

——

GREGORY XViris LETTER ON THE CIRCULATION
OF THE SCRIPTURESR.

YWe have heard some misconcepnion and read o grest deal
of mistapresentstion affecting the Porr’s Letter to the Itnlian
Hiskop's. Wo ndverttn the tloly Fatheu’s document te-day,
in order that our readers may not Le i-uposed upon by the
many mistrenslations and mutilated extracls pervading the;
Americar Press. 1t18 wonderful with what elasticity some!
cousciences are endowed, il the progagation of Anti-Cutholic
opinious be an object of exertion. A Public Instructor, who|
fears humen frary so hitle, that he writes his piety upon his
forehoad, and chullenges for hig virtues the strictest scrutiny,
should take prudent care not to ¢ bear fulse sitness against
his neighbour? Yet st frequently happeans that ¢ Churchnten’
sk Christian Mesgengers ! &c., &c., seem to thiuk a mistake
impussible, if Catholic absurdity or impiety be the suljact to
be treuted ofl

The Pope’s Govetnment has lately had occasion 10 direct
atjention to the efforts ot * Bible Societies’ in ftaly:
+ Biole Societies’ had been repositories of fanatical prosely-
tism, and acted as wgents in poltical revolution. 'T'he
Biblea which they circunlated were not subject to any revision
by the legal authoriiics.  They contained or migin have con-
mined numerons ercora aghinst Catholic Fanh,  His Holiness
folt himszelf called upon to interfere : first, ns the head of the
Tatorey, to prevest when and where he could the cireula-
tion of spurious oditions of the Scr'ip:urgs: Secondly, a3 @
Temporal Princoe to prevent the dissemination of sedition,
under the plea of Reliious zeal.

Ju most of the Protestant publications of ihe United States,
fro%y which Colonial Papers copiedw thie interfereuce of the
Pape iacalied 2 ¢ prohibution 10 the civculation of the Serip-
wres.! It is assumed as a trivmphant proof of our hosubity
to ‘the correct influence of the sszred voluwie. We are
anxzious to show the sincere, who may have been deceived,
that no foundation exists fcr the imputation. And we hope
1hat the careless and malicions, who muy have co-ope.uied in
the slander, will have common decency enough la teithdraw if !

It is strauge, that at a period hike the present, when Brble
fearuing ia mo exiensively encouraged, any are found bold
enough to accuse our clergy of opposition to it. We feel
surpriscd at the credubity of Roaders and can account for the
orioss of writers, onrly iy the estimate formed of those for
ahose instraic on_they latour.  The eame Priats witl an-
fiounce to youra ¢ New Ediiion of the Bible by Father Mathow,
witlt the "spprobation of the Bishops of helend® and sub~
sequen:ly, prockum to the world that the Catholic clergy
oppote the circulation of the Seriptures; and that the Pope
nas ssued w: Bull prohibiting alt Catholics ta road thens.

Nothing can extubit the folly of siu,.posing Gregory the

ixteenth’s Lettor condemnatory of the circulation of the
Scriptures more cloarly than the fact of an issue of four or
five newe Edilions by the Irish Bishops wuthin the last four year s.

Howaver, we fortunately possess evidence in the Lefter
¥s¢f shiet His Hovixess has been misintorpreted. when hosti”

ity to the sacred volume was ascribed to humn. The following
wg<age follows his reference to a rule which savs, that the
.cading of tho sacred seritures ought to bo permuticd to
those only who “would be judged to increaso i Fauth and
Piety hy their perusal.”

“’This rule was subsequonily accompanied with new pre-
cautions on account of the continusl artifices of heretics,
n declaration heing addad by the authority of Benedirt X1V,
that fas reading of vidgar versions approved of by the Holy See

‘These'
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“or published with nules aken from the loly Futhers of the
VChurch, or from tead ng Catholic wrders, showdd be considered
;as  permitled.”’ .
! By this it appears that the approva) of the (‘uvacn i3
Falone requised to make the use ofany ediuon perniesable.
| What the Sectanans, however, require 1s, that ther Edhitions,
Ywhich the Churely authorities deem replete with error, should
be allowed to circufete. It is hard to require from the Popran
i abendonment of his duty to God lor the love of Republiican
'Inight Brrants and New Yock Ponters. His Holiness thus
i spenks of the calumnies heapedd upon him for doing his duty :

< Waith thae w the sad Bible Societies jncessontly cu-
“tumniate the L rch, and this holy See of Peter, as it shg
:endeavoured for many uges past to deprive the faithful or
the knowledge of the tloly Scriptures ; although there are
nunierous and splendid proofs cven 1 latter tunes, of the
extraordinnry zeal of the Sovereign Pounufls, and of the other
Cathiohic Bishops, afier thewr exawmple, to instruct the Cathohie
nationg fully w the Divine Word, hoth wrtten und hauded
down by tradition,

* From these effurts of the bishops, in concert with the
solicitudo of this supreme See of Peter, through the divine
blessirg, some rash Catholics, who unwisely had counte-
nanced the B:ble Societies, discovering their desigus, with-
drew from them, and the body of the fuithful remained free,
from the threatening contagion,’

Could His Holiness wiite a Letter prohibiing the use of the
Scriptures, and 4u the same Lelter call the ascribing of such
conduct 10 hun g calumany.

What does the Holy Sec prohibit then ?—for the Letter
prohibits something.  As we remarked Dbefore, ths ¢ New
York Society,’ and othere, formed a project for the Religious
and Political revolution of ltuly. 'T'o ‘accomplish this fine
end they inundated the couatry with Agents—end Bibles.
The Ageng were seditious—the Bibles interpolated and cor-
rupt.  The Popr prohibited—not the Bible—but their Bible.
A man does not probibit ail medicine—if he pronibit what
he deemns poison, sssuredly. Here the ctter speaks for itself:

*% You are elso fully aware that great diligence and skdl are
necessary for tha fathful irausiation of the oracles of the
Liord into n strange tongue—so thal either through the unskils
fulness or design of so many translalors, the most scrious errovs
casily creep wilo the numerous versions published by the Bible
Soceeties ; whiclt errors,  consequence of the number and
variety of the translations, may long pass unnoticed, with
injury 10 many persons. 1t :natters hule or nothing to
thes. Societies, that men, rexding the Bible rendered in
the vulgar tongues, fali into this or the: error ; provided thoy
ba gradually emboldened 10 clhim for themselves the free
judgment of the meamng of the Scriptures, End 10 despise di-
v:ns tradit.ons preserved 10 the Catholic Churen, 25 1aught by
:h;: ’thers, and to reject tho authority of the Church her-
sell’

The last view wl.ch we deem useful is the one pointed

out by the Porr himself in the follow:ng uzssage.  The
Sectacians atmed at the overthrow of the Porenom. Thus

was a necessary censequence of the subversion of Catho-
licisin, which followed from their perpetually beawled prine
orpie of solf~interpretation. As a temporal Prince then, he
was bound to extinguish the falso lights of sedi ~ue itnpos-
ture, aild we hopse he will succeed.

‘For it is manifest, and proved by the long experience of
past eges, that there is o ecsier way of withdrawing netions
from fidetity and obedsence 1o their princos, than by intro-
ducing ndiffecence in religion, which sectaries propsgate
in the name of religious liherty.—Nor, indeed, do these
new members of the Christian League dissembie t; for
alihcugh they declare themselves unwilling to excite se-
dition, yet by claiming for each one of the humblest class
the right to interprat the Bible, and by establishing through-
out the liahan nation an unqualified liberty of conseience,
a8 they term ity they acknowledge that the political libesty ot
ltaly will nlso follow as nnatier of course.

It is smpossibla ¢ comprehend the principle by which they




