THE CATHOLLC.

see how the cat was let oul of the bag, in td un-
saarded cagerness of the contending parties,
‘F'obe eontinued.

T'1rr: Caratorac.—The Catholic at Kingston,’
s suen fit to bo seriously offended with the Senti- |
el un account of the remarks of one of his corres- |
1 sutends respecting the popish doetrine, of the ce-
tibacy of the clergy, and has vented Ius indigon-
1on, not by showing that the word of God prohi-
Lits the matriage ofthe clergy, (for ke knows that
that word commands itas a general rule,) but by
veviling the Church of England and her Scriptural
services. .

'T'o set the departure of the Church of Rome from
‘e word of God in thismatter in a clear light, we
Lere subjoin a fow passages of Scripture.  <¢ And
when Jesus was come into Peter’s house, he saw
his wife’s mother laid, and sick of a fever,”? Blal,
viic 1. Itis more than probable that St. Jobn
was a married man : for we find in John xix. 27,
that he took the mother of our Lord to his. own
home. Itis almost certain that the greator num-
ber of the Apostles were married men, as may ap-
pearby 1 Cor, ix, 5, ¢ Ilave we not power to
lead abaut a sister, a wife, as well as other Apos-
tles, avd as the bethren of our Lord, and Cephas 27
wt Peter,~—Tio rest of the Apostles, or the remain-
ng dpostles, is moras literally after the Greek.—
Herc Paul asserts two things « 1. His Christian
hberty to marry ifhe, asan individual, deemed it
expedient. 2. That in so doing he would only
conform to the common practice of the holy apos-
tles. In Timothy iii. he says : < A bishop then
must be blameless, the husband of one wife—one
that ruleth well his own house, having his cbrildren
m all subjection.~Lect the deacons be the husbands
ofone wife, suling theiv children and their own
houses well,”>  Then immediately following in the
rext.chapler, he delivers a most remarkable pro-
vhecy of the anti-scriptural policy of papal Rome
on this very point. ¢ Now the Spirit speaketh ex-
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Idished goose quill ! !

dance with the Jegal stnse add meaning of some
grounds of argument Jaid down by Dr, Milnerinhis
enil of veligions contvoversy. The Sentinel mukes
Lold torequest of the Catholic, that he will he kind
cunugh to point out the particular defects in that
picce of < the lowest methodistic abuse of that
Church, from which bis [the Sentinels’] own de-
rives all she hias to boast of Cliristian  Doctrine, or
priesly dignity.”> He conceives this the morve in-
cumbent on the Catholic, because the dogma of pa-
pal Supiremacy is the key to the controversy be-
tweenus and the Church of Rome.  And he canat
present, assign no cause for the long silence of the
Catholic on Mhat plain appealto scripture and the
carly history of the Catholic Church, except it be
a consciousness of the total absurdity of the claims

of the Bishop of the Dioceso of Rome to that su-

premacy of which heso long has boasted.
Christian Sentinel.

Sed, tacitus pasci si posset corvus ; haberct
Plus dapis ; ct iz inullo minus, invidieque.~Hor.

Tur SexrinvL boasts with a flourish of his
pen, o have set, in this malter, the departu. e of {he
Church of Rome from the word of Godin a clear
light : and, in an article of his paper, No. 82, April
8, (which, lilke any others of his Numbers, has
never reached us,) v have given o comprLETE
REFUTATION of thepopisk dogmas of supremacy,
infallibility andtradition ;and this too on the sv~e
warrant of scripture, and the history of the primi-
tiveckurch 1! !—Well done, L%iree River Sentinclt
‘Thine, indeed, is a stupenduous achicvement!
With a single dash of thy matchless pen, thou hast
laid prostrate in the dust, the popish broad and lof
(y fabric of eighteen hundred ycars standing !t f—
What was a Sampson’s cxploit to this? e but kil-
led a thousand Philistincs with the jaw bone of an

Ass; but thou (and that certes in time of nced,),
ihast dispatched at once, and ina trice, some thous-

and millions of the enem

y with but a slightly bran-

Vellnow, let us first see, on the Sentinel's‘own

]

1y dinlectic’s? " Must every one having a home df

Kis otwn, bo -therefore nccounjed'a wndriied than®
Besides, the word Admeds'n ‘parliamentary, Hm
hence a legaladdition fo tlie sacted text. ‘Thé cdr
ly father’s of the Church, withi whose writing; ! the
Sentinel seemg wholly unacquainted, infer the very
contrary of his profane conjecture from'the seriplure
;text alluded {o : afirming that the virgin soh niade
over his virgin mother to St."John, his beloved dis
jciple, just because he was'a virgin, v
1t is almost certain, continuerhe, (then it i net
quite s0,) that the greater number ‘of tho postles
weremarried men. as may appear by 1. €or, 9, 5,
(he shiould have said from : but Granner here is
not tho quesiton, ) and of this text he will Mave us
jswallow, withouta wince, his purposcly falsified
senglish ‘I'ranslatpn, which is as follows : have e
not potcer to lead aboul ¢ sister, A Wirr, as well
as other Apostles ; and asthe brethren of the Lord,
and €ephas! The English reformers, 1o sanction
theiruzorious propensitices, transhitc here Gunaika
in the Greck text, which signifies a woman ; asif it
were Akoifen, a marftied women, or Aluchos, »
wife, Inthe ancient lafin version also, we read,
ynot Tzorem a wife, but Mulierem, o woman. By
i this cunning shift, @nd almost imperceptible sub-
stitution, they sought (6 assume to themselves, in
the eyes of their ignorant dupes, a scripture right
to lug about with them, wherever they swent, not
sisters, buf wives and chfildrén :because the Apos-
tles, to'avoid loo frequent intercourse with female
) Neophites, may have allowed some devout and cha-
jritable women occasionally fo follow them; dis
prensing their alms to the indigent; and pious ini
tiative counsel to those of their own sex,

But the odd fancy of the man to rank St. Paul
among those claiminga right o carry about 1eith
" him a wife, &c., the one who declares himself un-
| roarried, and who so exalts the state of cclebacy, or
| virginity, above the matrimonial one, 1, Cor. ch.

showing, kowclearly hehas set the Church of Rome

7, verses 7, §, 26, 27, 39, 83, 34, 35,
’ We cannot sufficiently wonder at the supreme

o1 ssly, that ia the latter days some shall depart|iom the word of God 1 the matter of celcbacy :1iign0£a§xcc ofantiquity betrayed by this mouth piece
“rof the faith, gising heed 1o scducing spirits and ,though, indeed it was not an over Godly act?f bim, {'of Episcopacy, in citing from Timothy 3, the
ontriacs of dosils speaking lics in hypocrisy ; (o lm\‘c('lonc so. Peter, htfpro}'cs from Scripture, {}vox:ds of !he same fip?sﬂe to prove marriage aun
iaving heir conscience seared with a hotiron : for- [ 24 @ Wife ! who ever denied it?  But let him| indispensible requisitc in Bishops and Deacons.—
Liding to marry, and commanding 1o abstain from f|F%¥¢ ! lext ffom scripture, if he can, that Peter|{# Bishop then must be blumeless the husband of
mcu(so, which God hath created to be reccived with f| <12bited with bis wife, after he had becoane the{|one wife, one that ruleth well kis own twife, heving

thanksgiving of them which believe and know the tAposﬂe. His next clear proof is an absurd andikis chrildren in ol subjection. Letthe Deccons be

trath,”®  Soit is perfectly in character that the Ca-
tholic should retura railing and abusc instead of
attempling to vindicate by the Biblesuch gross cor-
suptions of the word of Ged. Men do not in gene-
ral appeal for justification to those witnesses whom
‘hey dare not meet face to face. )
"The Sentinel feels a Jittle curious to know why'
tus neighbour the Catholic has maintained such pro-
wund silence inregard to an arlicle un Papal Su-
premacy which appeared in his paper, No. 82, of
April Sth.  That article gives a complete refuta-
uonof the Popish dogmas of Supremacy, Infallibi-
aty and Tradition ; and what is a little singular, it
does it on the sure warrant of Scriptute and the his-
“ory of the primitive Charch, and in perfec! accor-

ried man.
’

ambigucus surmise; in one sense sorevolling o the husbends of ane wife; ruling their children,
every Christian’s fecling, that I really shudder tolland their own kduses well. We presume the Sen-
transeribe it,  J¢ 4s, says he, more than probable ! tinel himseli’ is not without these scrjptural appen-
that Saint Jokn teas a married man : for 1we read dages of his ministry ; forwe know he says; that
that he fook the mother of our Lord to kis own home,l'the marriage of the Clergy is commanded by, the
John, 19, 27,  Can he mcan that St, John took herllwcord of God, ¢s a general rule.  Ho scems then
{0 kis teife, whom the Saviour-had recomménded 'Tnct o know what the History ofthe primitive
to him as his Mother?—Ye Church of England fol-}{ Church will teach Lim, that the. Apostle’s ords.
lowers, one and all ; how do you like this Scriptu- || were always understood to-imply, not a command:
ral surtnise of your admired ovacle?  And do notllto be thehusband ofone wife, and a caraal parent,
his wordsmost clearly bear this meaning?  Butllbut a prohibition to ordain any as Bishopsor Dea<
his words, though not so clearly, bearanother sense, || cons, who had. been more than once married, For
Ile (St. John) took the mother -of our Lord to his in the infuncy of fhé cEﬁs(inn,c};urcl»,it was-not.cas
oun heme. ‘Therefore, concludes the Sentinel, sy to réc__ruit from the Jewish or Heatken world -a,
1t is more than probable that St. Join wes a me- virgin pricsthood, like that alluded fo by the pro-
Did he, who can arguc thus, cver stu-fiphet Isaias, ch. §6, ver. 4,5, But (his much wo
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