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Wiero were the membars of the Protestatt Ciiwrch or Churchea-
1ue fiftecn hundred years befure those *¢ Fuuuders' sppeared !
U1 was the Fhur~h of € hust Wadden duning all that timo?! The
nference drawe from the comparison made between those
“Vounders' of Proiestanusm and JMlexander V1., 18 unfeundeu.
breaase there ivna parity in the casen  Lope Adexauder sue-
coeded, porhaps uanerhily, to an authoriy which had heen ea-
tsblished by Chinet on Poter, and whoeh descended through a’
long and vénerable lino of maityred, holy, and learned succey )
sars,  But tas Pape wade no change i the doctrines ot the
11y Comeh over which Le presidad. Botat as fur otherwise
with the presimptuous ** Pounders' ofnew ereeds. The al
lusian 1o tias subeet i the Guardian contains one of the most
adinas aad anteocial bieresies of die Waldenses,

“ Popes ure compelled on ther accession to taho an oath
arainst nepocism, that 6 anduc advercement of ther relatons]
{nephacs?) i oree cases out of ten their children.”

Falsein fact and infurence. The Tope :s a temporat rave~;
reign as well as hewd ot 1he Chuerch.  T'he advancement of the
Pope's nephews and relativesin former times to secular digimpes;
and titles,gave undue pre-eminenée in ke state (o certain fumxlies.,'
an} excited jeslousies and dissensions doring an interregoum.;
The solem: reuunciaidon of nepotistu is therefore morea mea-)
c.ie of state than of relygnion, one of those constitntional safe-
grards for the violation of whichihe ancentars of *Sthe people of
the Guaidian®' bronght an Enghsh mounarch to the block, The
asseruon about the children m nine cases out of ten, we treat
with the contemnt which zuch 2 burefaced falechond deserves.
Tt is clear that tho recent illustrious converts at Romo did not
believea word of 1.

¢ Tt would be an easy matter to prose that every article (in
the Litany of Anathemas) on tho denial of which they stake
their salvation isgart of the Ronash Creed.”

Fualsc; and the Father of Lies never invented a greater false-
hood. We claim as Cathulics the possession of 2 mpre accurate
knowledge of the * Romish Creed’ than any Protestant in Halifax
We have pubhshed our List of Anathemas before the world. If
the dectrines wiinch we condemned so sincerely were * Romish’ it
would have been the duty of our clergy, und more especially of|
our Bishop to call us to arder,and to make 2 pablic reclamation.
Bat they have been sient, both 1n the pulpit and the press.—
e therefore repeat ony former anatheinas ; but we will not add
2 weil-merited Curse on all those impious Liara who persist in
charging us with doctrines which we have disavowed on our
oxths, and which, 1s every Catholic knows, we detest end abhor
raore than onr Protestant calumniators do.

« The crafty Church of Rome has suppressed the second
Commandment.”

False; Examine our Bibles in every language, and our larzer
Catechisms and Books of Instruction. Every word of the com-
mandments is to be found in them. The oft-refuted charge
which we here brand with falsehood, arose from the fact that in
some very small Catechisms intended for young children, only
the substantial parts of the Ten Commandments are given, be-
eause the ingertion of the whole text would f:)rp!cx the memory
of an infant, Thus the words ¢ f am the Lord thy God, thou
shalt have no other Gods but me,*? contain the substance of oor
First, or what the Protestants calt the First and Second Com-
mandments. To prove that there i3'no crafty intention in mu-
tilating the first or second Commandment, we will set down the
remainder as they are printed for children:

2 Thou shalt not take the nzme of ihe Lord thy God in vain.
3 Remember to keep holy .the Sabbath Day.
4 Honor thy father, and thy mother.
5 Thou shall not kill,
6 Thoar shalt not commit adultery.
7 Thou shalt notsteal.
8 Thou shalt not bear falac witness against thy neigbbour.
9, Thou shalt not covet shy neighbonr’s wifo.
10 Thou shalt not covet thy neighbour’s goods.

The division of the Corsmmandmeiits-has nothing to do with
their . We mike one-tommandment of the o first,
- sttording 1o the Protestznt srrxnpemeit, beciuse we think that
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tho wead, * Tam ika Leed thy God, &c., aad Thou olialt not
inake to Jhyself any graven image, &c.'' all have refaience ¢
10 the ssmne precept of sdoning Gud 2ud Him alone. By this
arrangoment hikewise, we are erablud to distrib. 9 tho other
commandments more suitably,  "Thus by our 6th and 7th com-
rwandments the acss of adultery and thottare protbited under dis-
et precepts—and in liko manner the covetousness or desires tu
commit thosc acts aro s-parately prohiiuted 10 our 9th and 10th,
Vhereas, Protestants who give s parate commandmenis {thair
Tih and 8ih) againut the acts of adultery and robhery, aie abliged
to Jumble into one commsndmwent (their 10th) the prolubuiun of
the desire to conanit those destinct vrimes,  So far for this great
Protestant lie, that we suppress the second enmmandment.  We
are really ashamed to thauk that any  Protestant smengst us
sliwuld be so ignorant as to reta] thus stupid calumny.
Our c.owded space this weok warng us to draw to 2 e'cse.—
Ve will continue from time to ime vur pubhication of Protesiant
Lies from the columns of the Halitax Pupers, s lorg sz they
lieep uyp this savage warfare, and i evers wsiauge we will ¢ nail
the .ap to the counter,”” and hammer out 33 Protestant for—
peries.

THE THEOLOGIANS OF THE TIMES.

'* So vast our now Dvines, we must confiss
Are fathers of the Church, for wrniting leza.
No commentator can more slily pass
er a learn’d unintelligible place :
Or, in quatation, shiewd divines leare ot
Thove, words that would sgairst them clenr the doube.
So Luther thougkt the Pater Neater long
When doom'd to say his beads, and even-song ;
But having cast his cowl, aund left thoso laws,
Adds to Christ's Prayer the * Power and Glory”
clause.”—Pope.

The last editorial of the Times fully proves, if proof wers
wanted, that its adveaturous ditines have no confidence cither
in their own powers, or tn the justice of their cause. Indeed
their recent Editorials have become so insipid and evasive, so
teplete with assertion without proof, so remarkable for total ig-
norance of the subjacts which they discuss, that ovr notices of
them in that capacity may bo speedily brought to a close. We
find that we have been flinging water on drowpned rats, and
wasting our powder and shot on game so small that they arsnot
worth the trouble of carrying home. I'o honour such drivellers
with a 8pecial Tditorial, would be to ireat them 28 if they had
some pretension to literature ; to discuss thenlogy with them,
would be to fight 2 windmiil. Alas! poor Ghurch of England,
if these be your chosen champions, vou dro failen indecd from
your high estate.

Theee helpless creatures in their last No. say that we brough:
¢ forward with singular inconsistency the practice of some
Episcopar Bishops (!!!) 1o show, &e.””  This wili give our
readers a fair sampls of thetr qualificatione, rot unly in Hebrew,
Groek and Latin, but also in the vernacular. What 8 learned
linguist we are duoned to cope with in the writer of the above !
Who can blame us for addressing him « th the Poet ;
¢« You prove yourself ao ahle,

Pity! you was not Druggerman at Babel
For had they found a hinguist half a0 good,
1 make no question but the tower had stood 3"

We quoted Prelates of the Church of Englaud against them
on the meaning of the Buok of Common Prayer, and thoy tell
us we bring forward thuse Episcorar Bishops with eingular
ipconsisteney !,' The inconsistency is all their own.

Fither the doctrine of Ahsolution and Coufession is contained
in the Book of Common Prayer, or 1t is not.

If it be contained there, tho ** Episcopal Bishaps' are righs,
and the Thrologians of the Times, and the practice of the Church
of England are wrong.

1f it be not contained there, the Prayer Book isa treacharous
rguide speaking one thing, and menning anrother—znd the
« Epiccopal Bishops'! and Sscerzotel Priests (we thenk thes
Jew for teachiug us the word !) and numarous Divines of ths
English Church who agreed with the Bishops :n then interpro-




