
436 27/E CANADL4N MONTHIL Y.

controversy. If the writer spoke with wvarmth
and feeling, it was siniply because lie wvas in
earnest ; and lie bas no intention of retracting
or apologizing for a single word uttercd or
epithiet apphied in the review. Evcry syllablo
ivas deserv'ed, and the notice mýight easily
have been made much more severe without
doîng full justice tu the pernicious spirit wvhicli
pervades almost every page of tho7 book. In-
cieed, the Gutardiani reluctantly adînits thathle
was riglit. In fact it dare flot defend a writer
who stîgmatizos ail whose views of the Gospel
are flot in accord with lis owvn, as ' either
ignorant, or insane, or wicked mon and of the
devil. ht is vain to offer as an apology for
such abominable languago, that the Homelies
contaîn foui wvords, or that John Milton wvas
abusive and violent. What is that to us, in
the nineteenth century, w~hen broader know-
ledge and more correct viewvs of the scope as
wvel as the amenities of controversy ha,., led
us into a region of clearor and serener light?
Wrîting in the yoar 1827, Mr. Ouseley wvas
highly culpable, and Nvhen his book is iepro-
duceci in 1877, it ought to be censured
-%vith ail the severity it so %vell doserves. Ho
may have been a saint, for aughit wve know ;
but in ' hatred and malice and ail uncharitable-
ness,'hlew~as one of thew~orst ofsinners. But
if the author wvas to blame for writing as hie
did, wvbat judgmnent shahl be passed upon
those, Nvho, half a century later, te-issue a
wvork wvhose tone and temper they are con-
strained, to condemn, and palmn it off as 'a
standard authority ' on the conflict betwveen
Protcstantism and Popery ? In point of fact,
the book is a 'standing' reproacli tu the Irish
Protestantism of the years preceding Catbolic
Ermancipation-an incentive to Romanist la-
tolerance and Protestant bigotry. One more
correction of fact. Our reviewer did not allow
' numbers to iveigh powverfully ' with Mim, at
ail, as every reader of the notice is awvare.
Hîs objcct was to împress upon lus co-religion-
ists that lesson wvhich, -in thoe nineteentb ceh-
tury,.humanity is 1beglnning to learn,-the les-
son of charity. At this moment, an over-
Nhelming majority of our fellow-Christians
are, as %ve who profess ourselvos Pro-
testants ail believe, in unquestionable error
on many important points. Shahl we as-
sert our owvn infallibility and dlaim that
our littie handful of human dust contains al
the golden grains of sacred truth? Should flot
the knowledgo, that, in the wvorld beyond,'vhere
ail things wiil appear as tbey are, the var-
nish and tinsel of thîs transitory sCene ili
vanish away as though they had nover been,
give ub pause when %ve are disposed bastily to
judge our brothers, even if they be, as wve be-
lieve them to ho, in error? It is perhaps a
common subject of complacent exultation with
such blatant Protestants as wvas MNr. Ouseley,
and as the Chrisiani cGuardian now is, to im-

agine the day wvhen those idolatrous Papists,
those miserable Pagans, those seif-sufficient
Brahmins or Mussuimans shall awvake to find
out their mistake. Did it never occur to them.
to imagine that THEIR awakening may be flot
less amazing? Do they ever think that it may
be found, at the Iast, that their creeds avail
nothing, and that crying from the corners of
the streets, and Phiarisaical upturnings of the
oye are things of no account wvith Hlmn who
does flot look at the absolute truth of the creed,
but searcheth the heart and trieth the reins of
Catholic and Protestant, Jew and Pagan alikeP

The argumentation of the Gitardian is on a
par wvith the tone and ingenuousness of its en-
tire article. One brief reference wvill suffice,
and we shall put it nakedly so as to show
cleariy its logical deformity. The Roman
Catholie believes that the wafer in the mass
is transformed into the body and blood of
the Saviour ; the Protestant on the contrary
believes that it romains bread. No"' the
question bore has nothing to do with absolute
truth, but with personal belief, and we ask,
would not any reasonable person say that,
%vith suci' beliefs,' the Protestant wvorshipping
the host would commit idolatry, but that the
Catholic %%ould certainly stand on a différent
footing? Anîd why ? Because the one would
%vor-ship n~hat lie believed.to, be bread, wvhilst
the other v~ould pay adoration to -%vhat hie bc-
lieved to be God. In point of fact, the absurd
logic of the Guardian docs not deserve a mo-
ment s examination. And here wve leave him to
bis 'standard authority,' and to bis reflections,
with one of our own in addition. It is this:
that the republication of such a book in Can-
ada is distinctly a sin against society, because
it tends to engender and foster in a peace-lov-

Jing country a spirit of bittemness bet'veen
classes of the population, the fruits of wvhich,
in the shape of riot and murder, wve have lately
seen in Montreal. That spirit the publishers
of this rabid book are doing their best to arouse
and encourage.
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