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THE CATHOLIC,

of greater talents and more extensive learning than
themselves, taese writers cumbat a phantomn of Po-
pery, which exists only in their own  misconcep-
tion. I ussert, and can prove wmy assertion by an
appeal to their own words, that they are ignorant
« 1 the doctrmne which they pretend to refute, and in
srality prove that they are strangers to it. Kt is the

«lory of the Catholic doctrine, that it caunot be re-

iuted till it has been firstinistated & misrepresented.

It might appear harsh to accuse your fricads of wil-
ful misrepresentation; because it is possible they

kunuw no better- but it isa suspicious circumstance
whena man beging witha lie in hismouth., At
all events, their pretending to be Catholicsis a stale
device of controversial imposture.

Here I significd iy dissent, amd (ol Mr. Card- s

well that I looked vpunyour buok as a fair state-
ment both of the Pupist aud  Protestant doctrine:
and insinuated that Lic was in danger of misrepre-
senting the character of your work. My friend
continued, I repeat my  assertion. You have
quite mistaken the character of your favourite.

pawpllet. Itsreal claracter is, that one-half of it!

~onsists of misrepresentations of our doctrine and
practice; and the other half of misinterpretation
and misapplication of the Holy Scriptures. Look
first at their statement of our doctrine and practice.
Theytellus: ¢ Wehave il is true been taugh-|,

i

diteh, til} they fairly flounder in the bog of’ seriptu.
ral misinterpretation,

3. But how came yvou Mr, Hardman, a church-
man, to follow them in thar wild carect? You
ought to koow better,  “The drift of thew reasons
ing from the letterofthe Bible 1s more hostde to
your rehgion than it s to mine, andcails for a re-
* futation from your divines, rather than from ours.
I'The blow is ostensibly directed to us, butat 1s real-

Iy aimgy! atyou. How then shalt T account for
‘your Ahoughtless commendationof such a work?
e easily account forat; but not without discios-
a secret, which reflects hittde honour onProtest-

* . . .
"ganisn, i~notone religion, but an heterogencous
‘con.pound of miany diferent systems of religuon,

! . . . .
from us, in their creeds, in their mudes of worship,

{ and their forms of church government. Though
| faitd. is one, as God, the author of true fiith 1s one,
.¥et unity of fuith never was found, and never  will
t'be fund, nmong the discordant sects of Protestan-
;tism, The only umty discernable amongst you is
:uf a base and spurous kind; sufiiciently  indicativ

.of errar, but no mark of religious truth: for it con-
isists in an united hatred of that Ancient Church,
from which all your various seccts have revolted.
.

|
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antisi.  Modern Protestantism, like ancient Pa-;

ditlering frum each other as much as they differ

what we should belicve and what we should prac- |, For this reason the perverted education of the ge-
tice: but the evidence of the former, and the wis-| nera'iiy of Protestants teaching them to-bekieve,

truths which God has actually revealed. Aud
what is the consequence of this negative faith?
Mark well the answer.  That as faith by this uew
fashion is made to consist in protesting ot disbelict-
ing rather than in believing. he that disbelieves
the most of Catholic-truths is the most consistent
Protestant. The Calvinist, accordingly, is a more
consistent Protestant thanthe Church of England
{man- the Anababtista more consistent Protestas.
iithan the Calvinist; the Unitarian more eonsistent
l'thau the Anabaptist; and perhoaps the Freethinker,
tor Infidel, the most consistent Protestant of them
fall; because he protests against the greatest num-
ber of Catholic truths. This negative rule of faith.
i{by which youall form yourreligionto your taste,
i just as a man chooses the colour and shape of kis
{clothes, to please his fancy, and authorises and jus
tifies every error and heresy which the wild imagi-
nations of men caninvent; and deprives you of the.
means of refuting any. Certainly it destroys eve-
jry veal principle of unily among you, except that
{ which subsisted among the ancient heretics, a ynity
jin protesting against and hating _that original and
i perpetual church, by which they were all condemn -
led. Youindeed talk muchabout religion and the
irule of faith; but you reason little on these im-
| portant subjects.  You quote texts of scripture of-
iten misapplied, often obsure, and sometimes in-
‘comprehiensible.  Provided you fancy that they
arc adverse to Popery, yourest perfectly satisfied,

dont and propriety of the laiter, have never heen !thfn our rc!igion is a wicked combination qf cvery
presented toour view: we are consequently unable], thiag that is false i doctrine and corruptin prac-
in shew any reason why we believe this or practise], ' teaches thc_n(ﬁ(’wﬂ-w it j,tccordmgiy.‘_Con-
that.”” p. 1. They tell us again. that “an ac- [ sistently wnh!}sl«: «, winch is the fruag ufigno-
quaintance with the doctrine of Christ and his), TAUCC, thepaost loudly censurewhat they icast un-
A postles makes no partofour religious educalion:”"dc yafid. Trained in these fiabits, they not only
p. 6. that *“ with the New Testument, which conety Gnsder agy thing that = No Popery to ke good
tains allthe will of Jesus Christ, we have no ac- ; Protestantism; but resc.mbic the JC:“’S- who, in
quairtance, and thatthe generalily of us arcas jg-‘|for1ncr times, slandered St. Stephen, for having, as
norantof the words of Chirist, as we are of the Al-, they were pleased to assert, “spohen biasphemous
coran.” p. 46, They further assert, that < The ' things against Moses and against God;* and who
faith our church is directly opposed io thatof the','l justified their hatred and persecution of * that pes-
Aposties ; and that instead of making the word of fi sitens fellow,” St, Paul, by < ¢ryingout, men of Is-

Christ the only rule of faith ard practice, in _ouc!
church the anthovity of man is the standard of

both.” p. 46. From such wretched premises.

{hey draw this cqually wretcked inference: that,

“weare taught that our church has authoritative
power to feach whatever doctrines she pleases in

matters of fauth,” p. 8. Consistently with such no-
tions respecting the principles of our faith, your
friends procecd to delincate our moral conduct,
aud favour us with such precious discoveries as
these. Al we naughty Papists, sav they, ¢ are
underthe dominion of the lusts of the flesh; they
have not found one indivatual aniong us who is not
mmanifestly serving one or morc of the lusts of the
ficgh; women and wine and strong drink are the
prevailing objects of our pursuit.™ p. 45, 6. These
slanters are frequently repeated, and sometimes 1n
torms which modesty forbids us to cite. But
cnough withis. The passazes which Ibave quoted,
whije they are suchas a Catholic child cav refute,
aro tom?, and L hope to you also, sufficient evi-
dence both of the ianorance and vulgarity of the

~uthors. 'These erroneougprinciples and contract-j)

~Y notions are the groundwork of your friends’

Twasted pamphle'; Thus b-ginning their contro-

sersil journey in the dark, they hurry their bewil-
dored courgr o'er Iall and dale, o’er hedge and

i zacl. help: this is the man that teacheth all men
r; every where against the.people, and the law and
,th s place, and who brought -the Greeks into the
itemplc, and hath polluted this holy place.” Acts
{vi. 1l.—xxi. 28. The consequences of this evil
rspirit are lamentable both to us and to yourselves.

bitter hatred and vehigious execration, and teach-

an enigmal genius and profound Protestant casuist,
-that 1t 1s unlavAful to tell a lic against any body but
. a Papist.  Hounds, harners, andcurs, forget their
{ several animosiucs, and join both in the cry and
i- the chase o hunt down Popish game. To your-
| setves, by deyrading faith from the digity ofatheo-
illogical virtue, into a mere matter of human opinion.

Ii'As the bond of upity amongst your varous sccls
I copsists chiefly n a denial of Catholic tenets, for the
very rame of Protestant imparts thisy'so your faith
Ilis rather of the negative, than of the positive kind.
§| Tt consists more of a strenuous denfal of the fan-

|lcie errors of Popery, than of a firm betief inthose
]
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To ug, by rendering us apparently a just object of]

,ingmento adopt in practice the bright thought of

that they are both well applicd, and clearly intel-
ligible; whereas youshut your eyes to innumerable
texts, that givethe clearest testimony to the evi-
dence of Catholic truth.. I know that in your pro-
testing or disbelieving system, you 2all pretend to
follow the Holy Scriptures. But this is an illu-
‘sion. The word of God misinterpreted is no long-
yer the word of God. It is degraded from its renk
and dignity, and resolved into the word of man.
Your arbitrary interpretations of the sacred text,
ncutralizes itsauthority, by perverting its sense,
Scripture is such, only inits tzue sense and mean-
ing. :

.

4. But, Mr. Hardman, you not only cormmend
this Calvinistic pamphlet, but you tell me, thut 12
contains new, convincing and  unanswerable argu-
ments againstus. My idea of it is pretty much tho
reverse. Al thearguments of these new foes to
Popery, which bave any weight, have been a thou-
sand times objected by yourdivines, and a thousand
timesrefuted by ours. ¥ could easily shew youthe
refutation of themell. It is an ungraciousas well
as anunprofitable fask, to prove that your authors
are entitled to honourable  distinction in the Dun-
ciad. Butit wonld be casy to shew, that their
powers of argumentation are just commensurate
with their powers of descziption; and that they are
as little qualified to argus agaiast our principles
conclusively, as they are tostate them correctly.
Their knowledge and ingenuity are contracted
within a very limited circle. They favour us with
a specimencof their political knvwledge, when they
condescendto inform us that ¢ thatpower which
abrogates laws is greater than the power which it
enncted them, supposing the latter to be in exists




