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country for quite a time. From Spain under Heber
and Hercmon, two sons of King Milesius they wentto
Ireland in the year 1300 B.C. They conquered the
Tuatha de Danann quite eastly in spite of all their
knowledge of the binck art.

The fabulous history of Ireland, or according to
Hine, the true history, may be found very fully i Dr.
Keating’s History of Ireland.  M:Gee gives a very
brief sketch of it. Gibhon refers to it, vol. §. page 356,

Fram the account of the settlement of Ireland
which [ have just given it will be seen that there isa
slight chronologicaldifliculty in making the Tuatha de
Danann thetribe of Dan. ‘The Tuatha de Danann ar.
rived in Ireland in the year 1300 B.C., whilst the tribe
of Dan had not left Judea till the year 731 B.C. [ be.
lieve however that the Hinites never allow dates to
stand in their way ; they brush them aside like cob.
webs,

The word tuath In Irish means people; tuatha oy
tuathan being the nominative plural; the word de
means of; and the word danann may mean Dane
Island; thus it is probable that the words Tuatha de
Danann literally mean, the peoples or hordes of Dane.
fand, Whatever Danann means it cannot mean sim
ply Dan; the latter half of the word, ann, must have
some meaning. What then does ann mean? It may
unquestionably be the same asin; for itisa rule in
Irish orthography that a broad vowel in one syllable
must be followed by a broad vowel in the next, and a
small vowel followed by a small vowel, The broad
vowels are g, 0, ; the smalle, /. And what does inn
mean? It is a contraction for innis, an island or
grating ground. Erin, properly Eirinn, means far-
Innis, west-istand. That Danann means Dane-island
is probable however not only on etymological grounds,
but from the fact that the Insh Bards always repre-
sent the Tuatha de Dannan as coming from Denmark.
It may of course be said that Denmark is not an
island. It may not be exactly an island; but it was
far more likely that an ancient Irish Bard would
speak of it as an island than that a modern D.D,
would say that Tuatha de Danann means the tribe of
Dan,

2, The Ceclts of lreland, Mr. Hine tells us, ate
Canaanites. He proves this to his own satisfaction
from prophecy, philology, and history, three things
of which he knows nothing.

Hine's prophetic proof of the Canaanitish ongin ot
the Insh s this, “ The Canaantles were to be thorns
to the Ismaclites, the Insh Fenians are thorns to the
English; therefore the lrish, especially the Fenians
are Canaanites.” It seems to me that there are some
weak points in this argument. In the first place 1t
takes for granted that the Canaanttes were to be
thorns 1n the sides of the Israclites, not only tn Judea,
but in other countries; and also that the knghsh are
Israelites. In the second place it proves too much,
Using the same specics of reasoninyg, we may say, the
Canaanites were to be thorns to the Israelites, the
indians are thorns to the Yankees, Israehtes of the
tribe of Manasseh; therefure the Indians, especially
Sitting Bull and his braves, are Canaanites.

Let us now look at Hine’s philological and histori-
cal proofs of the Canaanitish origin of the Irish.

The Irish and the Pha.nician alphabet he says con-
sist of the same number of letters, namely sixteen.
Any persons who will take the trouble of looking into
O'Reilly’s Irisa English Dictionary will find that there
are seventeen letters in the Irish alphabet, namely, o,
byeyd s b hmmn o pyrys b, n. His nol ad-
mitted to the dignity of a letter , it is used only as an
aspirate.  The I'haenician like the Hebrew alphabet
consists of twenty two letters, not of sixteen. Prof.
Whitney of Yale College, a very eminent philolugist’
in his very valuable work, “Language and the Study
of Language,” says “The Phannician alphabet was
a system of twenty-two signs, all of them possessing
consonantal value. It was strictly and exclusively a
phonetic system. Tt received from the Greeks its
final perfection. To the Greek alphabet the early
Celtic modes of writing trace their origin, manly
tarough the Latin.” Page 462.

No doubt some Irish fabulists assert that Nial, the
father of the great Gathelus, “by the assistance of
two excellent scholars invented the Hebrew, Greek,
Latin and Irish alphabets.” The same fabulists also
tell us that Ireland was distinguished for its schools
and colleges ages before St. Patrick was born, That
Irish monks who were good scholars and had nothi~,
to do should write fables is not to be wondered at,
but that men of sensc should Lelieve these fables to

i calwah the Phacmaan,”

be historical facts is something astonishing.
Irish had Jetters and a written Wterature before the
days of 5t atrick, how comes it that the lrish words
for buuks, pens, reading, wrsting, and letters are all of
Latin otign,

The Losh language we are gravely told 18 " wdenue
All scholirs know that the
Phawaan and the Hebrew though different dialects
may be regarded as the same language.  Augusting,
who hived among the Phasmicians of Carthage says—
“*The Hebrew and the Phwmcian languages differ
very lutle fromy one another,” \Whitney says, “The
Plucnicians spoke a dialect so nearly akin with the
Hebrew thatits scanty remains are read with nogreat
difficulty by the ald of that language.” I'age 293,
Now no sanc man who can speak the Celtic language
and spell his way through the Hebrew Bible will say
that the lris}\ and the tlebrew are fdentical ; the
former belongs to the Indo-European family of lan.
guages , the latter to the Setmtic fanily, A man nay
be a good Hebrew scholar, and not be able to read
one word of Irish,

Hine's historic proof of theidentuty of the Inish with
the Israclites consists werely in the following asser-
tion . “There ran be no doubt that the lnsh arc
Cananites , their own history and legends faitly prove

to name the history which proves this theory, 1 hope
it is not a story-book.

It is well known that the Irish and the Highlanders
arc of the same stock, They speak the same lan.
guage, and call themselves by the same name, Gael, If
then tho Irish are Canaanites, the Highlanders must
also be Canaanites,

‘That the Irish are Celts is an unquestionable fact.
‘That the Celts of Britain and lreland came from Gaul
all rational historians admit, That Ireland w-«
peopled not directly from Gaul but from Scotland ci.,
not very well be doubted. A learned Irishman, Dr.
O'Brien, Bishop of Cloyne says,—*“Mr. Lhuyd gives
fOOd ground to think that the first Celts who came to

reland arrived there, not immediately from Gaul, but
rather after remaining for some tract of time in the
greater British isle.”” Gibbon in his own way of put-
ting things says, “1t is probable that in some remote
period of antiquity, the fertile plains of Ulster re-
ceived a colony of hungry Scots.” Vol. 11. page 564.

The Irish would have no reason to be ashamcj of
a Pheenician origin ; neither would they haveany cause
to be proud of an Israclitish origin. Morally the
Pharpicians were not much inferior 1o the ten tribes,
especially at the time of their captivity ; intellectually
they were at least equal to them. Let the Irish rest
satisfied with being what they are, chiefly Celts, de-
scendants neither of Shem nor of Ham, but of Japheth,
The Insh Celts were a noble race, distinguished both
for their learning and their bravery. Any nation
might be proud of the battle of Clontarf.

¢ Let Euin remember the days of old,
Ere her faithless sons betrayed her ;
\When Malachi wore the co‘l.u of gold
Which he won from the proud invader ;
When her kings with standand of green anfusled
1.ed the Red Branch Kaights to danger s
Ere the emerald isle of the western world
W as set tn the crown of a stranger.”
A Maracm,

FUSTIFICATION.

Mxk. Eottuk, Under head s, “the Chnsuan’s
anaety and encouragenient,” of Sabbath Schuol Les-
sun xanmve, which is an exposiion of Phil. w. 12413,
the following Chnstian eapenence and ductnine are
eapressed . The Chnstian 15 anxious, not 10 have
himself justified he knuws that he » jusutied by
Chnist’s nnished work  but to have humself sanctitied.”
It s true that every truly godly person s ansious to
have himself sanctified, but the statement that the
Chnistian is justified by Chnst's finished work s
ambiguous, if not erroncous.  The Bible expresses in
many places that one is justified by faith, fe., faith in
the fimished work of Christ.  If that is the meanming of
the statement, it is orthodox. The complete sausfac-
tion rendered by Christ, and His resurrection, are the
ground of our justification and His imputed nghteous-
ness the condition of 1. Thesc are received by faith
on the sinner’s part, otherwisc he is not justified,

Scripture teaches nowhere that the sinner 1s justified
by Christ’s finished work, but it teaches all through
that Christ, the sinner’s substitute, rendered full satis-
facuon, and whisosver believeth is justified by faith in
His death and resurrection,

We hear that so-called modern evangelists preach
that -the sins of Christians have been forgiven on
Calvary. It is possible they mix together the atone-

ment and its blessed effects.  If such is to be taught

this.” It is agreat pity that Hine did not condescend |

If \he

in our Sabbath schools, we shall. very soon have a
new way of justificanion, 1t s possible many ways,
whercas the Bible teaches only ane wav, vz, by fatd.

In the new way suggerted, one is justdivd without
faith, justified before he comnuts sins, before he is
born.  Yea, all are justiied ; all necessary on the sine
ner's part 1s to betieve that be o watificd aleeady,
Hence the wicked arc as safe as the righteous. It
18 as well not to have faith as to have i, if sinners are
Justified without it, The article at tssuc teaches new
gospel,

As to the alluston to Chrstian experience,of the doce
trine froin which 1t emanates is true, hu one need be
anxtous about s justification. But if justification is
an act of God's free grace, it i3 questionable if the
truly godly is never anxious as to swhether the act has
taken place in his case. y

As a general rule persons of the shallowest type of
experience never doubt their conversion, and ars not
anxious about their justification. Accordingto P'salm
i 7, 9, 11, David did not belong to that class of
Christians, nor did Paul, Phil. iil. 9 ; Heb. iv. L

A true Chnstian may even doubt that the act of
Justification has taken place in reference to him.  No
wonder ; 1t takes place in heaven. He believes that
there 1s no justfication without sanctification imiue-
diately following, He believes 1n the thorough effecs
tual work of the Holy Spinit w all justfied persons,
He feels his own progress in sanctification so slow, if
any at all, that he can scarcely understand how it is
posstble that one so unholy as he 1s justified.

An honest Chnstian may not at all times be able to
realize that it is when God blots out his sins, they ap-
pear to him in their awfulness and demerits.

1t was so with David - “and Nathan said unto David,
‘The Lord also hath put away thy sin,” 2 Sam. xii. 13,
David notwithstanding prays for forgiveness, Psalm
li. 9. Good Christiansn our day are similarly anxious.

F.

[The statement that “the Christian . . . . . knows
that he 1s justfied by Christ’s fimshed work” is cor-
rect. A Chnsuan s a believer—a behicver has faith,
By a very natural and easy slip of the mind our cor-
respondent has substituted “ sinner” for “Chnsuan,”
and this makes all the difference. The statement in
our lesson is only the interpretation, supplied by
Scapture ntself, of the Scrptural statement that we
are “Justified by fath.”  Faith 1s, as it were, the hand
stretched out to recewve the boon; the ground and
procuning cause of tho believer's justification is
“Christ’s finished work.” Our corrcspondcnl’s quar-
rel with “so-called modern evangelists” he must settle
with them, not with us. To say that the Christian
knows that he s justified by Christ’s finished work is

uite a different thing from saying that * the sins of
Chnistians Zawve deen forgiven on Calvary.”  Uur Sab-
bath school teachers and even our Sabbath school
scholars are too intelligent to misapprehend the states
ment referred to as our correspondent has done; and
there is not the least danger of its leading them into
any heresy. We embrace the opportumity of support-
ing the teaching of the lesson referred to, that the
words “Work out your own salvauon winh fear and
trembling” refer, not to the belicver’s justification, but
to his sanctification.—ED. C. P.] ’

THANKSGIVING DAY.

Mi. LLiTuR, - As an all hikehhood a Thanksgwing
Day will soon Le appornted, it inght be well to make
some different arrangements from that of past years.
Is iwexpedient to have on a weck-day ¢ Would it
not be in every way better w have st when you would
be hkely to have the mass of churchegomng people
out. I have the impresston from what has come un-
der my own observation, that st has been hitherto (so
far as attendance was voncerned; a hunubiaung affur,

But «f there are good reasons why it should be held
on a week-day, i1s it necessary that it should be at a
time the worst possible for the great bulk of those who
attend church? .

I do not think I am wrong 1n supposing that the
great majonty of members and adherents of the Pres-
byterian Church hive in the country. I believe that
the most of country ministers have two churches in
which they preach every Sabbath day. Is it wise
then, to appoint aservice at a time when the roadsare
usually at their worst, and the days very short? Theé
arrangements of past years may have swuied city
congregatione, certainly they have not suited the town
and country amtchcs ; for as 1s well known, in many
cases, if not in the majority of cases, town congrega-
tions are largely made up of those who live and labour
in the country. Your correspondent found it unex.
pedient last year to observe the day appointed, and
unless it is made with er wisdom this year, there
will be a repetition of the omission.  OBSERVER,



