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OKim's OttJBCTIONS iNSWINKO. 4AI

what chance has i^'norance in a combat with truih; bigotry

with roatonmg; idolatry and blaaphemy with pure l'hri»»

nilyt 1 am, &c. Jou^ MlLNIR.

CLERICAL CONTINENCY.

LETTER LXVIII -To VitMi'S BROWS, Jun. fkq.

Dear Sir,—nei^oRB the closing of what the vicar calls a

reply, ho is pleased to start a fresh subject vf Ubole, which

is not treated of in my loiters. True it is, that ihair ttutlinr, in

speaking of the still remaining errors in tho s< niinon biblo,

mentions the words of our Saviour in coiiiiiiendrttion of con-

tincncu: Ow vrturtn v-povc^ ^oy"" tovtov. alt «»*'» DO NOT
r»O0ive thii tat/ing, Mott. xix. 11, which ho maintained were

erroneously translated, All m«n CANNOT receive (hit lay-

ing, by Luther, Tyndal, Covordalo, ond Cronmci, in excuse

for their common violation of tho law of continence, by which

they were bound. (1) It is also true that the Ruthur, in men-

tioning this error, has stated that " tho Rev. "Sh Gricr and

Dr. Ryan havo the confidence to deny this und another

glaring error, whore AND is placed for OR ; 1 Cor. xi. 27,

because they pretend to prove that tho cup it meotiary, and

that continence ie not neceiiary" The vicar'« pretence that

DO NOT and CANNOT mean the same thing is a pre ver-

sion of longunge and common sense, which i» «>nly heigh-

tened by his attcMnptto excuse it where he denies that " con-

tinence proceeds from man's free will," because, says he, " it

were superfluous for tho best men to ask it as a divine

favour, if they could impart it to themselves." I do not stop

to draw the conclusions which follow frcm these alarming

principles of tho vicar. Lot it suffice to sav, that they are tho

same with, or noarly allied to, those of his parent reformer

quoted above.

(I) Tho flr»t-mentlone<l reformer, and the father of the real, Luther,

waa not aahamed to preach aa foUowa : " Aa it i« not in my pswer to ceaae

to bo a man, ao It ia not in my power to ba without a woman i It ia aa ne-

•eaaary aa to eat, drinli, blow the noae, Ac. 8erm. de Mattim. »<«"•»•

Wittemb. " He that reiolrea to be without a woman, let him lay aaide

the nature of a man and make himaelf an angel or apirit." Epi»J. ad

Wolfgang. And yei he elaewhere acknowledgea that when ho waa a Ca-

tholic and lired in hie uionaatary, he obaer»ed chaatity, puniahing hii body

with watching, faating, and prayer. Luth. in Ep. Ad. Galat.


