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A bbport was circulated a littletimeago to the
effect that the Marquis of Bipon was toreplace
LordSpeucer asLordLieutenant of Ireland. The
reportwasgroundless,andwe werehappy tobelieve
at the time that it was so, for of allplacesin the

world,under existing circumstances, we shouldbe mostunwilling to
see asincere,practical, and ferventCatholic, such asLordBiponhas
well proved himself to be, occupying the exalted but invidious
position in question. Apart, however, from Lord Eipon'areligion,
whichwould in anj case opposea barrier tohis appointmentasLord
Lieutenant,wehave reason to believethatbe is one of the last men
belongingto theLiberalparty in England whom the leaders of that
party would desire tosee filling theLordLieutenancy. LordBipon'a
mind, we havelittle doubf, is with tbe Irishcause, andthe advocates
of HomeBule would findin him, nota bitter,and relentless, enemy
like Lord Spencer, but a friend andsupporter. And, whatismore,
we arestrengthenedin this opinionby the incidental, but pertinent
and suggestive, remark made by a distinguished EnglishCatholic
writer,inaddressing theMarquislately in theintroduction toawork
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Adreadfulciionnißtance has just tamedup in
connection with the Irish people, and one that
plainly adds to their incapabilities. They are
found tohaveataste for tumiddeclamationand to

be wholly"un-English"in their appreciationof style. The matter
is a seriousone, as will be seen ataglance,andadds verymuchto
thereason andstrengthof theiropponents. The occasion on which
thishorrifyingdiscovery wasmade wasthatonwhichthaNationalist
leadersissuedtheirmanifestoto the country touching the reception
tobe accordedtothePrinceof Wales,who,nevertheless,wasreceived
we are told, by telegram, with an enthusiasm thatobligedhim to
telegraphat once to his Royal Mother, and wonll not peimit of
his getting one wink of sleep before he had performed that loyal
as wellasdutiful task. Mr. Sexton,itseems, wrotesomeresolutions
that would have done hononr to the very biggest dictionary that
ever wasprinted, andhaving been signedbyMr. Pamelltheseresolu-
tionswereforwardedforgeneralpublicationinIreland. Mr. Sexton,
however,is admittedby theEnglish Press tobecapableof doingsome-
thingbetterthan that.NonewspaperdeniesthatMr.Sextoncanspeak
quite wellattimes, indeed the Spectator goes so faras toconfess that
he sometimesutterssentences that EdmundBurkehimself need not
havebeenashamedof. Andasto, Mr.Parnell, they say his natural
style is altogetherdifferent from thatof theseobjectionable publica-
tions; that nothing can be more cool,,measured, or icy thanhis
words whenitBuits hispurpose tomake them so, and, on thewhole,
they have been qnite agitated by their endeavour to discover the
reasonfor thequitevoluntary, andevendeeply-planned tumidity of
these two leaders. The reason discoveredis thatthe Irishpeople's
taste differsfromthatof the English people. Paddy, it seems, has
a leaning, towards what is florid and ornamental whereas Hodge
prefers a plain and sweet simplicity. And a simple creature we
admitHodge tobe,especiallyinhischaw-baconcondition,when tothe
uninitiateditmight appear difficulttodiscern whatstyleof language
would best suit his tastes, or whether any wordsused to convey
ideas unassociated with the mere animal conditions of life could
reachhis understanding at all.

—
Let us recollect that the typical

farmerof theNorth,asdepictedby Tennyson, compares thepreach-
ing of his parson to thehumming of someparticularkind of beetle.—

There is nosaying whatmight be the especial judgment of Hodge
as toMr. Sexton,but wehaveat least the authority of the English
Press for saying that the Irish Nationalist's style as exhibited
in the documentreferredto,would not suit thatsimple individual at
all.

—
But whatever may be the cavils of theEnglish Press atthe

languageemployedin themanifestoof the Irishleaders,Ihey donot
succeed inshowing that any of thestatementsmadein(hatlangnage,
whether unwarrantably tumid or otherwise, are incorrect.

—
The

reasonsgiven as towhy the Irish people'werebound to refrain from
according to the Prince of Wales a reception that would have
beenmade useof todamagethenaturalcause,,arevalid.

—
The taleof

oppressionand injustice however told, is over true, and could not
be exaggeratedinany terms

—
The corruptlaw courts

—
theinfamous

Castle
—

thebusy hangman,all arereferredto,and were itnecessary
factsmight be cited in proof of every statement made. But that
wasnot necessary. All that wasrequiredwastorecall tothe minds
of thepeople truths with which they were well acquainted, and on
which anopportunityhadarrivedfor themtoact. —We donot seek to
defendor explainthe style of the document referred to.

—
From a

literarypointof viewitmayhavebeenin execrable taste— lt ,may
or maynot have suited the simplicity of Hodge, according as that
simple individualcould understandit

—
or could not understand it

as seemsmoreprobable,or itmay havebeenthe verything to catch
the fancy of Paddy andbringhim up to thesticking point.

—
Indeed

we consider there was no importance whatever in the matter,
and thefactthatthe English Presshave dealt sogravely withit,isa
plain indicationof howlittle they have to urge against the Irish
cause.

were raised as to the authenticity of certain passages,andamong
themoneof themostbeautifuland pathetic in the Gospel narrative,
to which, nevertheless,ithas been suggested thatnot only aspurious
butevenadiscreditableorigin belongs. The affair of the revision
indeed,must appear to anyunprejudiced person as quite conclusive
initselfagainst theProtestantdoctrineof theRule of Faith. It is a
monstrous belief thateveryman's salvationdepends upon the right
interpretationof a bookaboundinginerrors,andby which eventhe
learnedmust havebeendeceivedfromthe days of the Reformation
whenthedoctrineof private interpretation was invented. For the- greaterpartof thecorrectionsmadewerebasedon old manuscripts,
to study whichwith effect a very considerable degree of erudition
and special knowledge was necessary, and to which access was
obtainableonlyby a chosen few. Ithas alwaysbeenhard tobelieve
that God gave as the Rule of Faith to men a book whosevarious
parts werenot brought together for some three or four hundred
years after theinstitutionof Christianity, and which, then, for more
than a thousandyears,until theinventionof printing, couldnot have
beenplaced in the hands of the people generally, even had they
been able to read, and so to exercise the right of private inter-
pretationon which their salvation depended. To believe all this,
we say,requiresadegree of credulity that seemsdecidedly high, buc
when it is added, as it now must be, that, for English speaking
countries at least, which, nevertheless, are regarded commonly as
thoseinwhichtheRule of Faithhas been best followed and most
honoured,threeor fonr hundredyearsmore havepassedawayduring
which,exceptperhapsforaprofoundbutsilentscholar hereand there,
theRule ofFaith itselfhas beencorrupt,andinmanyinstancesgrossly
misleading,the degree of credulity necessary for the acceptanceof
thisparticularpartof the greatProtestant traditionbecomesmagni-
fied indeed. What now becomes of the sentence thatmanlivesby
everyword thatproceedethout of the mouth of God, and by that
alone? Men in England have been livingby the wordsthat came
out of thebrainsof bad translators, or from under the fingers of
careless transcribers, or else they have not truly lived atall, and
have walkedin the valley of the shadow of death instead. What
becomes of the threat wehaveheard so frequently denonncedby the
devoteesof theEnglish Bibleas to thecurses thatmust fall on any
one whoaddedto,or tookaway from the prophecies of the Book?
Those prophecies themselves, it seems were either incomplete or
redundant, and those who leant upon them were supported by a
broken reed. The whole Protestant tradition of theBible,in fact
receives its eoiip de grate by the revision, anditis impossible that
henceforward any man of common sense, who divests himself of
prejudice, who renounces superstition and considers the matter
thoughtfully,and with a free mindcanhonestlyreceiveit. As to the
effect, nevertheless, whichthe revision will produce upon English
Protestantism generally, we may believe that it will prove very
trifling. English »peaking Protestants havenot so lightly exercised
their right of privateinterpretation as that they should fail to be
preparedfor any emergency, Whatis there that theirinterpretation
cannot explainaway;what can itnot accomplish? The Saturday
Review, for example,givesus aninstance of acertain theologian who
opposedthealteration of thepewsinhis parishchurchinto open seats,
because,said he, Scripture had told him that amanmust enter into
his closet*and shut the door beforehe said bis prayers,and what, he'
demanded,does that meanexcept that thepew should have a door'
toit. Here, again, is an exampletakenfrom anevangelicalpublica-
tion calledthe ChristianLeader. "InSouthNorwood thePlymouth
brethren metin loveandunity, and, as their manner is, one of them
expoundedthe Word. Thepreacher was a deeply spiritualman, and
he recognised the Church in Rebecca and the Lord in Isaac, and
further, in the camel Rebecca rodeuponhe discernedtheHoly Spirit.
Butunto this last someof thebrethren would not follow him, andso
grievous did the controversy wax thatitledat last to a disruption j
And there arenow twocongregations in South Norwood, bothof.
themstill brethren, we hope,but thename givenby one to the other

, is theprettyname of 'Cametites?
"

The narrative is edifying and
\ suggestive, and most clearly makes manifest to us the ingenuity

begottenby three or four hundred years of private interpretation.
Thiß useful habitwillnowstepin, therefore,-andprovideour Protes-
tant friends with amplemeansof smoothingawayall the difficulties
arising from therevealedfact; that their "openWord

"
has until this

timein thehistory of reformedntenkindbeen thebad translation of
acorrnpttext. TheProtestantmind,in thepridethat is one of its
chief characteristics,rejects with horror the idea that God should
haveappointedamedium inthe personofamanby whom to teach
themHis doctrinesand commandments, but they willfinditeasy to

" explainhow He shouldhave given them,as such amedium, a book* capable of suffering fromthe carelessness or ignorance of men, and
. which is proved on the authority of some of theirmost eminent

divines andscholarstohave suffered gravely in such a way. We
may,then,congratulate themon havingreceived their Bible at last
with the full convictionthat they will be able to "dispose of all its
difficultieswithoutany inconvenience worthspeaking of,
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