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S O M E  R E M A R K S

ON

NATIONAL EDUCATION,
&c. Sic.

T i i e  following le tters  appeared , a t different times, in the  D u b lin  
E ven ing  P o s t , and are collected and offered to the notice o f  all 
who agree th a t  the speedy and final se tt lem ent o f  tithes is ind is
pensable to the preservation o f  the E stab lished  C hurch  and  th e  
peace of Ireland, b u t  who m ay no t be content th a t  the eventual 
surplus revenue should be appropria ted  to prom ote th e  e d u ca 
tion of  our poor of all denom inations. Thus, de lay  o f  tithe se t t le 
m ent has become as dangerous, as it has been wearisome. The 
present system o f  recovery (with even a p a r t ia l  pecuniary  suc
cess) is perfectly ruinous to the beneficent purposes o f  a C hurch , 
the spirit and tendency  of which are tru ly  C hristian , and  is quite 
a fitting engine for c rea ting  and perpetua ting  a  P ro te s ta n t  
d issenting interest, combined with a R om an C atholic  disaffec
tion. I fear it is now almost too la te— it is long past the  ele
venth hour, “  bu t  why not comfort m yself  with the  hope o f  
w hat may be yet, as to rm ent myself with the fears on it .”

I f  a  measure, sanctioned by the H ouse of  Commons, is re
jec ted  by the Upper House, wherefore no t originate  there  a 
measure conceding as much as may be to a case of  extrem e d if 
ficulty and crying want. S uch  a  concession should be fully 
expected from the loud and frequent professions o f  a ttachm ent
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to the Church, and compassion for her suffering ministers and 
their families. Would it be too much to suggest tha t ,  in such a 
crisis, the spirit o f  party  and politics would stand aloof, and 
yield to tha t of fair and calm deliberation ; or, th a t  the great 
body of our clergy, led on, if possible, by their diocesans, m ight, 
after so much painful experience on this subject, consent to seek 
by petition the most favourable, reasonable, practicable terms. 
The following thoughts are respectfully and  once more offered, to 
show how well such a proceeding would stand connected with 
what (however obnoxious the sentiment to some) appears plainly 
to o the rs  a strictly Christian and also ecclesiastical appropria
tion, whether to the wants of the population’s mind, or to those 
of its body ; and surely the Church of E ngland  was never estab
lished to confine her wisdom and charity to her own pale, bu t to 
diffuse them all around. And if such a use of the surplus 
m ust prove the best condition and security of settlement— per
haps the only one-—I shudder to think th a t  this great oppor
tun ity  may be lost, and for ever—-and th a t  our clergy should be 
still induced to hold out and stickle for an amount, rightful 
without doubt, bu t not perhaps more substantial than  mere 
figures. The Appropriation  I do believe to be the only prospect 
now for the paym ent of tithes, in any way or shape, by a 
people who have been taugh t to expect the extinction of  the 
cla im ; or, if not, a t least some benefit from it in the way 
of National Education. To this result the following thoughts 
are all directed, anxiously and sincerely.
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T H E  P R O T E S T  OF SE V E N T E E N  IRISH BISHOPS AGAINST T H E  
GOVERNMENT PLAN OF I R IS H  NATIONAL EDUCATION*

The undersigned Archbishops and Bishops of  the united Church 
o f  England and  Ireland, having taken into their consideration, 
with a  solicitude due to the im portance of the subject, the system 
o f  National Education recently proposed by his M ajesty’s govern
ment for adoption in Ireland, submit to the Clergy of their respec
tive Dioceses the following observations with regard to it.

They trust that, in withholding their concurrence from this sys
tem, they will not be suspected of perverse opposition to the go
vernment, in its endeavours to promote general instruction, and 
to heal the wounds occasioned by party and religious distinctions.

“  They are deeply sensible that the present demoralised state 
of a great portion of  the Irish  poor, and the disorders and out
rages consequent upon it, are to be mainly attributed to the want 
of a suitable training of youth, and to ignorance of the pure prin
ciples of God’s Holy Word, which prescribes the only just rule of 
duty towards God and towards m an, and imposes the only effectual 
restraint upon those wild passions which lead to the violation of  it.*’ 
They are moreover fully aware of the advantages attendant upon 
the instruction of children of different religious persuasions in one 
common school, since it may be expected that the kindly feelings 
generated by means of such an association in childhood and youth* 
will spread their influence over the subsequent periods o f  human 
life.

I t  is therefore with unfeigned regret that they are constrained 
to express their deliberate and conscientious persuasion, that the 
proposed plan of National Education, instead of  producing these 
salutary and much to be desired effects, “  would tend rather to 
embitter existing animosities, by  marking more distinctly the dif
ference of creed in the public school, and by pointedly excluding, 
as a common source of  instruction, that volume which authorita
tively inculcates, under the most awful sanctions, universal charity, 
mutual forbearance, and the cultivation of order and peace.”

They do not deny, th a t  the selections from the Scriptures— not 
to the exclusion, but by way of facilitating the knowledge o f the 
Bible itself— may be usefully employed in the instruction of youth ; 
such selections have been constantly made use o f  in the schools 
under their superintendence. But dispassionately viewing the wide 
and essential difference between the united Church and that of  
Rome, and bearing in mind the pretensions of exclusive sovereign y 
put forth by the latter ; taught moreover by the failure of a former 
attempt at instruction in common, in which concession on the 
part of the United Church proceeded to the very verge of what 
was allowable, and, as some thought, even beyond what prudence 
suggested, where, a t any rate, the concessions made could be ju s t i 
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fied only by the ardent desire of concord ; and when, instead of 
promoting this end, they served b u t  to encourage increasing de
mands, and to call forth unreasonable objections ; when, instead 
of scriptural selections professing to form part o f  the Word of God, 
a treatise was put forth which might have been used by the scho
lars without any knowledge of the existence of such a book as the 
Bible, or without the suspicion that revealed truth was to be de
rived through any other channel than that of the Roman Catholic 
priesthood; these things considered, the undersigned prelates 
cannot too strongly express their conviction, that no selection of 
Scripture will be agreed to by the Roman Catholic hierarchy, which 
will exhibit to the youthful mind a correct standard of faith and 
practice, and set forth the right of every man to possess, and in 
culcate— the duty of every man devoutly to read and examine the 
Scriptures-—not, indeed, to the superseding of pastoral instruction, 
but in despite o f  the usurped authority of ecclesiastical rules.

They further state, that “  they do not affect to conceal their grief 
at beholding the Clergy of the Established Church deprived of the 
trust committed to them by the legislature, of superintending na
tional education”— a trust which they have not failed to execute 
with fidelity and zeal, pronounced to be most exemplary on every 
inquiry made into the discharge of their duty, and, at the same 
time, with a prudence and moderation most particularly required 
in the divided state of religious opinion in Ireland. Nor are they 
a t  all consoled in seeing this superintendence in matters of national 
education taken from themselves, for the purpose of being vested 
in  ̂a  board composed of persons of such conflicting religious 
opinions, that i t  is impossible to conceive an unity of operation, 
without some surrender or suppression of important points of re- vealed truth.

They by no means undervalue the patronage and aid of govern
ment in carrying on the work of public instruction : but they are 
content to forego the advantage, rather than to give their sanction 
to a system, which, in rigidly excluding the Scripture from the 
common schools, would introduce in their place books of religious 
and literary instruction, in the choice of which they are permitted 
to exercise neither judgment nor control. They cannot conceal 
Irom themselves, that such a measure, in the same proportion that 
it tends to remove the Clergy of the Established Church from the 
high position in which they now stand, virtually transfers to the 
Koman Catholic priesthood that preference and preponderating in
fluence, which have been hitherto assigned to the purilv°and 
authority of religious truth, rather than to the numerical superiority 
oi the members of any communion in a single part of the united empire. r

With these views, the undersigned Archbishops and Bishops, 
whilst they give just credit to the intentions of his Majesty’s govern
ment, m bringing forward a plan of national education, cannot but



5

regard that which has been proposed as most inapplicable to the 
present state of Ireland ; as subversive of those institutions for the 
education of the poor, which, without giving just cause of offence 
to Roman Catholic prejudices, have produced great good, and 
which, if  duly supported, would have unostentatiously gone on 
producing much more ; as separating religious from literary instruc
tion, which ought to proceed hand in hand together ; as depriving 
Roman Catholics of  the Scriptures, which, it appears, from un 
doubted documents, they are every day becoming more anxious of 
obtaining, and as transferring from the national clergy all super
intendence over the national education, of which they are the ap
pointed guardians.

In conclusion, therefore, they recommend to the Clergy of their 
respective dioceses, to endeavour to support the schools now under 
their management, by such means as they may themselves possess, 
and with such assistance as they may be able to procure, trusting 
in the blessing of Divine Providence on their  humble endeavours 
to work unmixed good, even if it should be within a  more confined 
circle, rather than to engage in the support of a system which is 
exposed to many just objections, and which, as it should seem, 
cannot be carried into effect, so as to secure the co-operation o f  the 
Roman Catholic clergy, without a compromise of P ro testan t prin
ciples, and without retarding the progress of Scriptural knowledge, 
which is now making large advances in Ireland.

John Elphin.
Robert Ossory.
Richard W aterford and Lismore. 
James Dromore.
Richard Down and Connor. 
Thomas Leighlin and Ferns.

Kil- William Raphoe.
John Cloyne.
Samuel Cork and Ross.

John George Armagh. 
Power Tuam, &c. 
Nathaniel Meath.
Charles Kildare.
George Kilmore.
Robert P. Clogher. 
Christopher Clonfert and 

macduagh.
James Killala and Achonry.

Feb. 23, 1832.

REPLY TO T H E  EPISCOPAL CIRCULAR, AND P R O T E S T ,  AGA IN ST  
T H E  NATIONAL EDUCATION.

M r . E d it o r — Irish National Education is an interesting subject 
to every man who sincerely seeks the welfare o f  our country. 
Having, therefore, read much of what I consider misrepresentation 
of the government plan, and advanced with an unbecoming spirit, 
1 am induced to communicate what I  think and feel, without in ten
tional offence to any person or party, but at the same time with 
candour and independence. I do so in the hope of setting matters 
in a just light, and thus of gaining the favour of those who may be



( i

unpiejudiced (though mistaken) to a measure which, in my judg
ment, is the best adapted to promote the influence of religion, 
morality, good order, and peaceful habits in Ireland. “  My native 
nook of Earth with all thy faults, I love thee still.”

Seventeen of the Prelates have affixed their high names to a 
circular, recommending to their Clergy to stand unconnected with 

the recently proposed measure." It is quite due to that docu
ment to acknowledge the becoming spirit and tone which mark the 
objections, and also the concessions which it contains. Though I 
must dissent from the sentiments which have led their Lordships to 
record their disapproval, I would indulge the expectation, that more 
acquaintance with the character, and particularly with the working 
?  machme, may produce more favourable disposition towards it. 
1 thiftk it was unfairly assailed by weapons, certainly not spiritual, 
and attempted to be crushed in the bud, (before it could evolve 
i self), by prejudging, mis-statement, misrepresentation of motives 
and persons, violent animadversion and invective ; but the Prelates 
will rise superior to all this cloud of fire and smoke, and calmly 
bestow on the measure that serious and patient attention, which is 
due to its origin in “ the powers that b e ; ”  and its object, the 
moral improvement and pacification of this country. The alterna
tive of its being adopted or rejected, is one (confessedly) of masr- 
nitude ; too great to admit of “ the suspicion” (apprehended by 
their Lordships,) “  that in withholding their concurrence from this 
system, they could be actuated by perverse opposition to o-overn- 
ment, conceding as they do (and the Concession is most important 
when contrasted with the bad motives imputed to it,) that “  its 
endeavours are to promote general instruction, and to heal the 
wounds occasioned by party and religious distinctions.”  [S ee  
Circular.] Tins Concession is surely a model of moderation and  
justice, worthy of imitation, especially to those who may have  
transgressed aga.nst the spirit of it, in the political or religious zeal 
by which they were heated. The government believed that their 
measure would have a conciliating and healing tendency, and that
(and at h A f  er thlS conviction- why bring forward(and at such a period,) one, which led them to encounter the op-
Ireland11 “  resPec,able a confederacy among the Protestants of
o u L o tCZ t eple ° 0Pf  C° l cessiun is fully in accordance with the opinion of the friends of the institution, namely : “  That the pre-
disno r d e ^ ° J aH I8'" 16 ° f "  § r6at I)0 r,i0n  0 f  th e  Ir ish  P °o r> and  lhet r i E M  outrages consequent upon it, a re  to be mainly at- 
nf thp * Ŵ nf a SUltable training of youth, and to ignorance
nnlv i n i r 6 r T f  ° f G°d ’S Holv Word, which prescribes the y J rule ot duty towards God and man, and imposes the only 
effectual restraint upon those wild passions, which lead to the
nnf nn°lu ° , • Î1'13 evil> and its terrible consequences, arey recognised by the measure of government, but it exhibits



what is considered (though not by the Circular,) a "  suitable re
medy” i n a “  suitable training” of  youth. W hat is truly “ suitable" 
must be, I conceive, adapted to the circumstances of  the case ; 
though it may not be the best mode, it must be practicable ; and 
if  so, it will go far, in compensating its want of perfection. Did 
a readiness appear in the Irish nation to accept the Protestant 
Bible, a selection from the Sacred Scriptures need not be adopted 
for general instruction. But that being the object, insurmountable dif
ficulties presented themselves in the experience of  the past, and no 
system can prove “  suitable’* which does not take them into account, 
and accommodate itself to them. Where the whole Bible was ac
ceptable in a school, the government measure did not intend in ter
ference with such a case, but contemplated only those, where, if a 
Selection from the Word of God was not received, that W ord would 
have no place. I submit to the attentive reader of  the Bible, 
whether a Christian is justified in denying the benefit o f  part o f  its 
sacred contents to any person, because he declined to accept the 
whole, and, as has been well observed, “  Would he be a k ind 
physician who would leave his patient to suffer and to die, because 
he will not in all particulars, comply with his prescription ? only 
th ink if  Jesus and his Apostles, had so dealt with men !”  There 
is no system more practically and generally acted upon, than that of 
Selections, even under circumstances, having no tendency to ex
clude the whole Bible ; in the parental and pastoral home, and 
schools, even those called national. The lessons for Morning and 
Evening Service, and for the Epistles and Gospels, are selected ; 
and though the “  most part” of the Old and New Testaments is 
appointed to be read within each year, that portion does not include 
the entire Book of Revelations ; and yet there are lessons taken 
from the Apocryphal Writings. Does not this prove the judgm ent 
of our church to be on the side of selections, and does not the Divine 
Ordinance point out and sanction the selecting of “  milk for babes”  
in Christ, and “  strong meat” for those of maturer age. Surely 
the adoption of  selections, thus, does not imply the abandonment, 
compromise, or mutilation of the Word of God. No such charge 
can attach to a person or system, making allowances and accommo
dations to the condition and capacity of the  children at school, on 
the natural, usual, reasonable and Scriptural ground of withholding 
for the present “  many things, because they cannot bear them 
now,’’ and stooping to sustain the infant’s step-by-step progress, to 
higher attainments. Were I to approach a Samaritan with a view 
to instruct him in the knowledge of the Christian Truths, and find 
myself confined to the Pentateuch, should I turn away in disgust 
with his unreasonable ignorance and prejudice, and  refuse to speak 
or read of Him, of whom “  Moses in the law did write,” or decline 
to offer any instruction to the Jew, because he would not hear the 
New Testament ; or to the Heathen, because he objected to the 
whole Bible ? Should I not follow the Apostolic example, and
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rather reason with him, and try to prove to him that he who 
“  giveth life, and breath, and all things, and unto all,”  is worthy 
of being worshipped instead of “  the unknown G o d /’ and of be
ing feared, because “  he hath appointed a day in which he will 
judge the world in righteousness,”  and thus by the golden chain of 
truth, which draws from earth to Heaven, inculcate the necessity of 
repentance and faith in him “  who died for our sins and was raised 
again for our justification ?”  Instead of leaving him to himself 
and to his Epicurean God of chance, or blind necessity, should I 
not imitate her whom the Lord commended, because “  she did 
what she could ?”  Might I not further avail myself of a quotation 
from the Heathen Aratus, (for so did an Apostle,) in order to 
strengthen my reasoning from nature up to nature’s God, and from 
nature’s God, to “ the Lord of Life and Glory,”  even to Jesus 
Christ— who is “  God over all and blessed for evermore.” I submit 
this argument, as one, a fo r tio r i , in favour of  accommodation, by 
selection, to the infirmities of the child’s capacity, or of him, whom 
we may regard as our “  weak,” but still our Christian brother. 
Surely we compromise not the Bible, but, on the contrary, do but 
obey its law of love, when we teach the children of our people to 
read as much of the Scriptures as they will accept, in the school
room ; and by our plan, leave them free, out of it, to seek more, 
according to choice and conscience ; but the episcopal circular 
makes a th ird Concession on this point of selections, “ not to the 
exclusion, but by way of facilitating the knowledge of the Bible 
itself, and that they may be usefully employed in the education of 
youth, and that such selections have been constantly made use of 
under their superintendence.” I beg to observe here, that it is 
just in the spirit, and with the aim described by these words, that 
selections are used in the system of the government, and that it 
leaves all the scholars free to read or hear the Bible on the morning 
and evening of each school-day, in addition to the selections in the 
school. Compulsory measures would be contrary to the Bible, and 
any attempt at securing conformity in religion, by bribe or intimi
dation, would be unchristian. If the rights of conscience are in
violable, the system can proceed no further. It cannot stipulate 
for admission to the school by the surrender f i n  limine )  of the 
submission which is felt to be due, and willingly offered by chil
dren, to their parents and guardians, “  teachers, pastors, and 
masters.” What would a Christian Minister of the Protestant Faith 
think if  he ascertained that such a proposal was made to those of 

Is ^  would, indeed, be a transgression of our grand rule 
of Christian conduct towards each other, “  that whatever we would 
that men should do unto us, even so we should do unto them.”

But it is admitted generally, that the Bible should not be used as 
a school-book ; wherefore then make it a sine qua non that it 
should be read there, if  it may be read elsewhere, on the same 
day> by wh° wiM> unrestrained (at least by the system,) nay,
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permitted and encouraged by it, though not fo rced . Does not thi* 
appear the better course ? The Protestant and Roman Catholic 
prefer (each) the Bible sanctioned by his church. Both object 
alike, to substitution of one for the other, and would not the use of 
both (if admissible) “  mark the religious difference of belief in the 
common schools,”  which is the evil so much deprecated by the 
Circular. Would not any such arrangement militate against all the 
pleasing association of a well organised school ? Could any  cir
cumstance be selected more fatal to the object o f  a fu r th e r  Conces
sion expressed, as follows, in the Circular of  the Bishops :— “  T h e y  
are, moreover, fully aware of the advantages attendant upon the 
instruction of children of different religious persuasions, in one 
common school, since it may be expected that the kindly feelings 
generated by means of such an association in childhood and youth 
will spread their influence over the subsequent periods of hum an 
life.”  I  confess myself unable to discover how this objection can 
be considered as meeting an antagonist (I  should rather say a pow
erful ally,) in the government measure, and shall proceed to con
sider the reasons advanced by the seventeen Prelates “  for recom
mending their Clergy not to support a system, which, in their 
Lordships’ opinion, is exposed to so many just objections, and 
which, they allege, cannot be carried into effect, so as to secure 
the co-operation of the Roman Catholic Clergy, without a compro
mise of Protestant principles, and without retarding the progress of  
Scriptural knowledge, which is now making large advances in 
Ireland.” I beg respectfully, but explicitly, to avow my conscien
tious opinion that these objections do not apply to the government 
plan of education, and my grounds for considering it quite worthy 
of Protestant support. How is it “  calculated to embitter existing 
animosities by marking more distinctly the difference of creed in the 
common public school ?”  I have already proved that no such 
consequence arises (as might be imputed to the practice of the 
Kildare-place Institution,) from the use of different versions of the 
Scriptures, to which the different churches might conscientiously 
object, and which practice would peculiarly exhibit such dif
ference. The children of all persuasions read a selection from both 
versions, unobjectionable to all, and selected wi.h a view to the 
good of all, and by learned, competent, and religious men of dif
ferent persuasions, “  agreeing to promote the National Education, 
and so as to heal wounds made by party and religious distinctions.”

But may I ask again, how does the government system promote 
any embittering effects by marking religious distinctions, or those 
of party ? Surely not by different versions of the Bible to 
be read by the different parties. Look now to the con
stitution of the Board ; we do not see the distinction marked there ; 
it is framed upon a principle o f  harmony consistently with a sacri
fice of  what is peculiar, to a great plan of general utility, without 
involving that of conscientious regard to what admits of no surren-

B
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der. A l[ this is compatible, and exemplified in concession and co-
operation for the public benefit; time is sacrificed, and labour, and 
self-denial, and endurance of unmerited opposition. Lock to the 
construction of the school system; Catechisms are excluded which 
do most strikingly mark difference of theological sentiment. There 
is no scene on earth where it would be more difficult to find an 
index pointing to the religious differences of the scholars. It is 
not a school for theology ; even were it so, the religious difference 
would not be marked by the Apostles’, the Nicene, and the Atha- 
nasian Creeds. They are common to the Established Church and 
the Church of Rome ; whether, therefore, we look to the Board or 
the School, both appear to be, according to the words of the Cir
cular, “  favourable to universal charity, mutual forbearance, and 
the cultivation of order and peace, so authoritatively inculcated 
under the most awful sanctions by the Sacred Volume.”

The seventeen Prelates express the grief they cannot affect to 
conceal, at beholding the Clergy of the Established Church deprived 
of the trust committed to them by the legislature of superintending 
the National Education.”  I cannot* however, collect that such 
exclusion was designed by government in their expose of their plaa, 
as communicated by M r. Stanley to the Duke ot Leinster; 011 the 
contrary, that document invites the patronage and superintendence 
of the Clergy, peculiarly and cordially ; if  the invitation shall be 
declined, it must be matter of deep regret, but the Government 
deserve no censure. The desire on the part of the Board to afford 
every opportunity for religious instruction and Sabbath observance, 
led them to require a registry to be kept of such attendance. This 
regulation has been rescinded, and it is hoped that those conscien
tious persons who objected to the Institution, on that ground, will 
feel the concession which has been made to their feelings.

And is it a presumptuous hope, that in parishes where no school 
may be established of general instruction, on what is considered a 
better plan, they who possess the power of doing good by for
warding the education of the poor, will not be prevented by their 
dislike to that of the Government, from affording their patronage 
and aid to what (on the lowest calculation of its value) they must 
acknowledge is better than no education, or than one evidently evil 
in its tendency, owing to unfitting teachers, books of immoral cha
racter, and want of regard to the important habits of industry, de
cency and subordination. As a Clergyman of the Established 
Church, I have always acted upon the principle of imparting to my 
Roman Catholic parishioners an Education, with as much of the 
Sacred Scriptures as they would receive. I have done so conscien
tiously, and with great regard to my clerical obligations. I yield 
to no man in attachment to my Church, and I can say, with great 
truth, that until the present year, I  never heard the propriety of 
my principle once questioned ; I  believe it to be consistent with 
the Christian spirit, and truth, and duty, to persevere, wit h the aid
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of the new Government Socie ty ; I consider it a blessing, under 
God, to the country ; and neutrality, (not to say oppos.t.on) m me
would, therefore, be crime.

I have the honor to be, Sir,
&c. &c. &c.

T. J. B u r g h ,
Dean of Cloyne, and Rector of  Ballinrobe,

Ballinrobe, June  9, 1832.
B.__May I add— the above observations, written in June*

3832, pointed to concessions made by the Episcopal Letter, which 
Droved  fully realized in the government p lan— it is further satis
factory to find that, in June, 1836, their Lordships’ fears have had 
no more foundation in the experiment, than in the prospect and 
prophecy ; for the National Education System is (and  without any 
controversy) not “  inapplicable to the present state of Ireland,’’ not 
“  subversive of institutions for the education of the poor, not 
44 separating the religious from the literary institutions,”  not de
priving the°Roman Catholics of the Scriptures,” not “  transferring 
all superintendence over the National Education from the Clergy of 
the Established Church,1' who find it a most suitable channel for 
conveying the instruction they owe to both their Protestant and 
Roman Catholic parishioners.

a p p r o p r i a t i o n  a n d  t h e  n a t i o n a l  s c h o o l s .

t o  T H E  EDITOR OF T H E  DUBLIN EVENING POST.
November, 16, 1835.

M r . E d i t o r — It is gratifying to see and acknowledge that the 
proceedings so lately adopted towards Ireland have already had a 
quiescent effect, for it is self-evident that without internal peace 
(instead of broils and conflict), no improvement can take place. 
The agitation, however, o f  the Church question still remains, and 
until it shall be set at rest, and perfect tranquillity established in 
the public mind, we shall in vain look for the general and m utual 
confidence which would be essential to prosecute improvements in 
roads and railways, bogs and harbours,— much more, in the intel
lectual, moral, social, and religious state of our people. I trust 
that the ranks are filling fast of those who long for, and strenuously 
promote a rallying of all parties around the altar of peace, and that 
after a long, long search in vain, we need not despair to find a 
green spot on which to raise it, in Ireland. I long to see peace 
come to visit and stay with us, to take the place ot that political 
and party spirit which Bishop Burnet so lamented in his time, as



“  eating out, not only study and learning amon? the Clergy, but
what is more valuable, a true sense of religion.” W hile the'bitter
infusion mingles not only with the ministrations of the pulpit, but
with some (as we shall regret to notice) of the most professedly
evangelical works of the press, still will I indulge the prospect of
more happy days— clouds intervene, but yet they are clearing off.
W hen they arrive, they will be full of enjoyment, because full
ot improvement ; they will be attended, not by the name, but
by the spirit and practice of charity, of which Pascal has so feel- ingly said,

La charité n’e3t pas un prerepte figuratif.
It will be thought presumptuous by some, and hopeless by others, 

that I should go forward as a peacemaker in the ranks of those who 
are so much more suited to urge its claims, especially if I attempt 
to conciliate a calm and dispassionate consideration towards such 
subjects as the Appropriation , and the destination of it, towards the 

ational Education. I am aware that I ask for concession in favor 
° f  ^an<̂ s 311 °PPosition, most honest in the great body
o . d ^ rg y ,  so many of whom have, under all the pressure of pri
vations, borne them with exemplary patience, and who are averse
o those measures, in a temper not only conscientious but chival

rous. Nevertheless I differ from them,— “  I trust I too have a 
goo conscience,”  and when I speak to my “  Brethren, it is as to 
"Wise men, and I  call upon them to judge what Ï say.’’ I desire 
to expostulate, not in the spirit of dictation, but. of candour. I 
cannot look upon concession, if  it involves no infringement on sin
cerity of principle, otherwise than eminently a virtue and a 

uty. The Clergy are vested with certain corporate rights, founded 
upon ancient law and usage, and confirmed over and over again, 
wit solemn concord of Kings and their conventions, and parlia- 
mCntS y et tlmt property has been transferred, or appropriated, 
or modified, according to emergencies. This is known as matter 
ot history; such interference with clerical claims to tithes have 
a y been shown in Mr. Goulburn’s act, and because circumstances 

arose which called for its enactments, and their effects on the 
amount of tithe income, and the legal means of recovering it— yet, 
w o will deny that bill to have been a substantial benefit and vir- 
ua gain to the incumbent, and a vast benefit to his parishioners; 
y removing the painful and uncertain proceedings, and the agi

tating intercourse of strife and litigation, which had necessarily 
• between them. In this point of view, the composition for 

]• f8 c|^lms.was hailed by a general and glad acceptance of its re- 
le . Yet, in how short a time were its provisions proved insuf- 
cient, and new causes presented themselves, and called loudly 
or resh and urgent exercise of the legislative powers. The wisdom 

an expediency of altering the ancient source, which.provided the

12
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Church requisites, &c., received from the Clergy and their pa
rishioners its full meed of concession and glad acquiescence, and in 
doing away with the vestry cess, disappeared a perennial spring of 
real vexation and discontent. And it was a strong act oi reform 
which dispensed with ten bishops, yet it seemed fully justified by 
the necessities of the times ; if  the diminution of  the episcopal 
revenues proved inadequate to supply those of  the Establishment, 
considered in connexion with the sad predicament of  the whole 
tithe system, twelve bishops were considered quite adequate to 
perform the functions of that office, and the proceeds of the sup
pressed sees, rightfully (as I think) appropriated to the Church 
fund. And in the same light of expediency, arising from facts and 
events not to be treated with neglect, we must, in my humble 
judgment, regard the other arrangements, either enacted or pro
posed for the upholding our Church Establishment, by correcting 
admitted abuses, contracted in the lapse of  time, and thus leaving 
it, if not so rich, yet more effective.

It is objected to another appropriation, that it has not been di
rected into the same channel ; I mean that of  the amount derived 
from the payments of tenants, holding under Bishops leases ; but 
if  that fund was created by act of legislature, in favor of a better 
interest to the lessee, without deduction from the Bishops’ income, 
it would seem that those proceeds should go to the public, and not 
to the Church funds.

Nor does the tax upon livings beyond £ 2 0 0  per annum appear 
liable to objection ; nor that upon all Bishoprics ; nor the proposed 
reduction of  revenue, in such as are clearly excessive ; nor the 
removal of  all sinecure benefices and dignities; and is it not to the 
credit of the Church that such revenues should be turned to better 
use ? Is i t  not only reasonable but religious, to remove the 
ground of blame, and by reforming all that is wrong, to enlarge 
and strengthen her claims on the affections of all good men, and 
thus promote her safety ? May I be permitted to express my con- 
sicentious fears as to the result of postponing the settlement of the 
Church Relief Bill, now proposed by the King’s government. It 
should not be forgotten by all who are strongly averse to its appro
priation clause, that no such obnoxions point was connected with 
the Bill of Mr. Littleton, yet was it rejected by the House of Lords, 
and, obviously, with the concurrence of a numerous and powerful 
party in the Church, who hailed its unmerited fate as a blessing 
and a triumph. I cannot reflect upon it as such ; on the contrary,
I shall never cease to regret it ; it was not followed by one that 
realized or promised more or as many advantages, nor as much suc
cess. I t  promised, and on good grounds, a favourable acceptance 
throughout Ireland. Why was such return made for the million 
loan and intended remission ?— that munificent proof of British 
generosity and Sacrifice towards the peace of the Church and com
fort of the nation ? I can never think of that rejected and benevo-
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lent measure, with all its benefits, nor of the impending and cri
tical danger of protracted want of concession, without saying—

O fortunatos nimium, sua si bona noriut.
But I  am free to admit the aversion of the Clergy to that Bill was 
not so much to the amount of £77 . 10s. as to the security. They 
have never degraded their body by stickling for small pecuniary 
considerations; but is it prudent to insist on a security more sure 
than the nature of such affairs admit of? There existed a prevailing 
reluctance to fix it on land to such an extent, because it would 
affect with serious inconvenience the settlements and provisions, so 
secured, for the maintenance of families. Now, I should much 
prefer the responsibility of the woods and forests, and the crown, to 
that of land, landlord and tenant.

Against Lord Morpeth's Bill, great pains have been taken to 
dissuade the Clergy, by their many and sincere, though in my 
opinion, misjudging friends, to whom I beg shortly to address my
self. They say— the object of that measure is to withdraw the 
Clergy from above 860 parishes. I  think this statement incorrect ; 
and that, instead of withdrawing, it proposes to fix a resident Cler
gyman in parishes where, for three years there has been no Divine 
Service nor resident Minister, if there is a sufficient number of 
Protestants ; and if not, it proposes (as I understand) to provide a 
convenient place of worship and the offices of the Clergy for the 
few, not even overlooking the spiritual wanls of an individual.

Now, is not this fixing of a suitably qualified and paid curate ; 
and this arrangement, for every case, a happy improvement, and a 
just substitute for the parochial amount of payment to an incum
bent, absentee, or pluralist ; and is it not fitting that the said 
income should be appropriated to the Church fund ?

It is objected that its design is to leave those parishes under the 
perpetual restriction of such arrangement, as their circumstances 
now appear to call for, under this Bill. This I think a misconcep
tion. I understand, on the contrary, that the extent of the parishes, 
the number of the Protestants, &c., are subject to new regulations, 
amounting even to resumption of the funds, and re-appointment of 
an incumbent, under the Authority, to which all such matters are 
amenable. 1 think, therefore, that these and other clauses of the 
proposed Bill of Lord Morpeth, however liable to objections, are 
quite just and salutary, and unbecomingly arraigned in the motive 
which has framed them, and entirely innocent of such imputations 
as are comprehended under the harsh and unchristian epithets of 
“  spoliation”  and “  plunder.” I have now, Mr. Editor, to apolo
gize for trespassing so unreasonably upon your columns, and, 
through your indulgence, upon the public patience ; I  have dwelt 
much on Appropriation, because I am persuaded it must stand as 
the condition of any measure which can expect to operate in Ireland, 
in a way salutary to the Church, while it shall convey valuable
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advantages to all classes of the people. For that reason and with 
that hope I shall trouble you by sending for publication my fur
ther thoughts on the National Education System, as one which I  
am certified in my mind, is perfectly entitled to the high denomina
tion of a “  strictly ecclesiastical purpose and object,”  and therefore 
to be the channel o f  that appropriation, which the surplus fund of 
the Church is destined to take, in diffusing a useful, moral, and 
religious education throughout our country.

Sic mihi tarda fluunt ingrataque tempnra quae spem,
Consiliumque morantur agendi gnaviter, id quod,
Æ que pau peri bus prodest, loclupletibua aeque,
Æ que neglectum— pueria, senibusque nocebit.— H o iu .

I have the honor to be, Mr. Editor, your obliged and faithful 
servant.

“  PROPOSED CLERICAL P E T I T I O N  TO HIS M A JE ST Y .”

September 11, 1835.
D e a r  S i r — It is now a year since I was induced to draw up 

the enclosed petition, which, owing to the change of government, 
was not sent forward, though I  was often tempted to give it publi
cation, if it were only to show what my opinions were in opposi
tion to those which were imputed to me. I read in the D ublin  
Evening P ost, of yesterday, your observation, that “  most of the 
Irish Clergy were most anxious that the repudiated Bill of the 
Ministers should become law, as it would have secured competence 
and comfort to the Irish Clergy.”

Entering fully into that conviction, it occurs to me that perhaps 
as parliament is now near being prorogued, you might like to give, 
and be able to find a place in your columns, for sentiments 
which you once were so good as to say, you would consent to pub
lish. I would still hope that the Clergy might he induced to con
sider them ; and that even at this eleventh hour ! it may be 
admitted by Churchmen, that the Appropriation of  the (eventual) 
surplus to promote the religious and moral improvement of  the 
Irish people, is not only an ecclesiastical obligation due by them 
to their parishioners of all religious denominations, who have con
tributed to the support of our Established Church, but a great Scrip
tural duty, and if  so who will be so presumptuous as to prognos
ticate ruin to that Church as the consequence of  admitting that 
“  appropriation.”

The date will show that I was not wrong in the prospect held 
forth in the petition. I was but too sadly justified by the catas 
trophe in the Diocese to which I belong.

I remain, dear Sir, your's faithfully,
T h o m a s  J o h n  B u r g h .

F. \V. Conway, Esq., Dean of Cloyne.
Editor of the Evening P ost.



Whose peculiar condition appears to call fo ra  public declaration 
of their sentiments, on which (at this critical juncture) so much 
may depend,— the contents of the following Petition are prompted 
by regard to their welfare, and submitted to them with great re
spect, by one of their body. Those who may approve and who 
will affix to it their signatures, are requested to send their names 
as soon as possible by letter, marked “ Clerical Petition.’’

This course is adopted, with a view to the convenience of the 
Clergy, and as the most remote from any attempt to bias their 
judgments on a subject at once so important and embarrassing.

Oldtuwn, Nass, September 4, 1834.
We, the undersigned Ministers of the Established Church in 

Ireland, beg to approach your Majesty, with the assurance of our 
attachment to your Majesty’s person, family, and throne.

W e most humbly represent to your Majesty with what deep 
concern we have heard that the Bill for the relief of our Clergy has 
been rejected by the House of Lords.

Deeply impressed as we are by the conviction that the measure so 
lost, was (under all the circumstances) the best calculated to be met by 
a general favourable acceptance, and thus to secure two objects, the 
pacification of our country, and a reasonable, well secured income 
for the Clergy, we cannot withhold, at the foot of the Throne, the 
expression of our regret and disappointment at the result which we 
must look upon as so ominous.

We anticipate with alarm the consequences of that proceeding, 
which, we fear, would not only prove a source of distress to our 
Clergy and their families, but tend to produce the miseries of civil 
broils and conflict in Ireland.

As Ministers of the Religion of Christ, we do most earnestly 
deprecate the recovery of our property by means already proved so 
ineffectual and disastrous, and the recurrence of which, with proba
ble bloodshed, must be abhorrent to every feeling of a humane 
heart, much more to the principles of a Christian Minister.

W e further beg to assure your majesty that, in urging these, our 
conscientious sentiments, upon your Majesty’s gracious attention, 
we are actuated by a sense of what is due to the interests of all 
classes concerned, as well as to the pressing claims of the working 
Clergy— men, who not only inculcate the salvation and peace of 
the Gospel, and promote the moral improvement of our poor popu
lation, but who hold so respectable and useful a place amongst the 
resident gentry of Ireland.

Unable, therefore, as we are, to remain silent and inactive spec
tators of the lamentable predicament into which both Clergy and 
People are thrown, by this decision of the Upper House of Par

TO T H E  B E N E F I C E D  CL ERG Y OF IRELA ND ,
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liament, we are constrained thus to solicit your Majesty’s gracious 
consideration of  our petition, for such settlement ot this question 
as shall appear to your Majesty most consonant to the welfare of 
the Church, and tranquillity of Ireland.

And your Petitioners, &c., &c.

A P P R O P R I A T I O N  AND T H E  NATIONAL EDUCATION.

iC Non en approuvant tout comme indifferent, mais, en souffrant avec 
patience tout ce que D ieu souffre, et entachant de ramener les homme* par 
une douce persuasion.”— F e n e l o n .“  Tantæne animis cælestibus Jræ !”

Oldtown, N aas, November 26, 1835.
Mr . E d it o r — T he numberless forms o f  aversion to the appli

cation of the eventual surplus to National Education assume a 
religious character ; but the spirit which actuates them, and “ the 
weapons of their warfare,” are obviously not spiritual. Such an 
opposition cannot prevail, where statements without argument, and 
ill-natured imputation of unworthy motives, stand for reasoning, 
truth, and facts. These, alone, I desire to adopt for my guidance; 
and, to avoid the practice which I condemn, while I attempt to 
show that the proposed appropriation, is to a strictly ecclesiastical 
purpose, I premise, that I  do not concur with those who wish to 
divert the Church revenues to any merely secular use ; it would 
be subversive of all the civil and canonical, and, I will add, religious 
securities, which, from the beginning, have been placed to preserve 
them for Church use alone, which are contained in— 1. The main
tenance, in independence, o f  the Clergy.— ‘2. O f the Divine 
Service.— 3. Of the Poor. I f  the relief of the temporal necessities 
of the parochial helpless and indigent, could never have been com
mitted to the care of Christian Ministers, so as to pass over or ex
clude the care of their souls, (that is, their Education), it will be 
admitted that, if the plan adopted for our National Schools is not 
only useful and moral, but also scriptural, it amounts fully to a 
“  strict ecclesiastical purpose — and it follows that it is a great 
public benefit, worthy not only of support from the public funds, 
but from those of the Church, because it is Charity. W hat is a 
scriptural and charitable, must be a strictly ecclesiastical purpose, 
l o  disprove this is impossible, because it requires proof (equally 
abhorrent to reason and Scripture) that our Saviour did not, as the

d sician of mind and body, heal the diseases and infirmities of
Ji  ; and that He did not bequeath to the Church and its Ministry 

that two-fold charge. This charity, or divine love, to God and
P
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man, to soul and body, He exemplified, in his going about doing 
good ; and his followers will “  go and do likewise.” They will 
ever consider the earthly condition of man, in relation to his end
less state—hence, therefore, a suitable education for the poor, 
which must be, in its tendency, useful, moral, and Christian. Is 
the National System useful ? I think so ; because it teaches the 
children of our people to provide what is needful, profitable, and 
comfortable for their families, by honest, sober habits of industry. 
With reading, writing, and arithmetic, it connects so much of the 
arts and sciences as are required in a practical degree by the arti
san ; and this done by well-selected books, and under the super
intendence (including the Clergy, if possible), which shall take 
care that the regulations are carried into effect. This is to be useful. 
But is not the National System of moral tendency ? It would be 
defective, indeed, did not its miscellaneous task of useful learning 
uniformly go hand in hand with sound moral prccepts ; a moral, 
too, derived from higher than is “ dreamt of in this world’s philoso
phy” —the moral of the Divine precept.— The law of love, on 
“  which hang all the Law and the Prophets,” is, with its printed, 
practical comment, to be hung up in each school, and strictly in
culcated ; it is as follows :— “ Christians should endeavour, as the 
Apostle commands them, to live peaceably with all men, even 
with those of a different religious persuasion. Our Saviour Christ 
commanded his Disciples to love one another. lie taught them to 
love their enemies; to bless them that cursed them, and to pray 
for those what persecuted them. He prayed for his murderers. 
Many men hold erroneous doctrines ; but we ought not to hate or 
persecute them. We ought to seek for the truth, and to hold fast 
what we are convinced is the truth ; but not to treat harshly those 
who are in error. Jesus Christ did not intend his religion to be 
forced upon men by violent means. He would not allow his dis
ciples to fight for him. If any persons treat us unkindly, we 
must not do the same to them ; for Christ and his Apostles have 
taught us not to return evil for evil. If we would obey Christ, we 
must do to others, not as they do to us, but as we should wish them 
to do to us. Quarrelling with our neighbours, and abusing them, 
is not the way to convince them that we are in the right, and they 
in the wrong; it is more likely to convince them, that we have not 
a Christian spirit. We ought to show ourselves followers of Christ, 
who, * when He was reviled, reviled not 323111/  by behaving 
gently and kindly to every one.” A lesson, this, not for children 
alone. So far the children have scriptural, as well as moral in
struction, added to their books of common learning, which point 
to the Saviour as to the Preserver and Creator, and lead to the God 
of Nature, Providence, and Redemption. They are taught to read 
His power, and goodness, and Godhead in the changes of the sky, 
and storms of land and sea— the birds, beasts, and fishes—the
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seeds and fruit of garden and field— the young audience is accus
tomed to find—

“ Tongues in trees, books in running brooks,
Sermons in stones, and good in every thing.”

This is more than morality— it is the morality of religion. 
Further, the “  Scripture Lessons” are provided to inculcate the 
principles and substance of the Gospel truths, being a careful 
version from the original languages, and the Gospel of Saint 
Luke, with the explanatory passages which bear upon it from P ro 
phecy, and from the Epistles, &c. This is surely to be religious, 
and scriptural, and useful, furnishing the light which alone is 
effectual to remove the darkness of the mind— “  the knowledge for 
lack of which my people perish ; ”  for ignorance is truly the ally 
of human corruption, ill example, irréligion, and temptation. Its 
only sure antagonist is to be found in Scripture— the only effective 
remedy in the Gospel, and the only rule of  duty to God and man. 
Is it not good for our poor children to meet under such circum
stances ; are they not favourable to decent and good behaviour ; to 
mutual friendly intercourse in school, in play, in the family, in 
society; to the influence of their superiors coming forward as be
nefactors, to strengthen all the salutary ties o f  parents, guardians, 
pastors, and masters ; to promote respect for the laws and consti
tuted authorities ; to take from the dominion of sin, and add to that 
o f  religion ?

Thus I  am insensibly led to the peculiar scriptural character of 
the National System. I  admit how defective it would still be, did 
it not secure, (as far as practicable,) its proper and exclusive place 
to scriptural instruction. It is questionable how far the school
room of general teaching should be the place of God’s Holy Word, 
when its religious use alone is contemplated. I confess I would 
not expose It to the habitual view of children, and to the school-boy 
use of it, in common with other school-books ; I would find the 
Bible its own sacred time and place, and out of school hours. 
Such is the appropriation made for the Sacred Volume, before 
and after daily school, available to “  all who will,”  like the mercy 
of the Gospel, and in its Spirit, apart from the polluting compul
sion of bribe or intimidation, and on a principle alike precious to 
Protestant and Roman Catholic ; to civil and to religious liberty.

Suppose, then, that under this discretion and privilege, a child 
has one or two hours each school-day of exclusive scriptural in
struction, in either or both Testaments, or the Bible, is it correct to 
state that the plan or system excludes the Word of God ? I  think 
not ; and if  one week-day is wholly set apart for the same religious 
and Scriptural purpose, it will appear to any such objector, (who 
has passed seven years at even a Protestant public school,) that the 
National System provides an ampler supply to the poor child for 
the week, exclusive of Sunday’s peculiar tuition ; its services, cato-
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chism, and Sunday schools, and for which they thus prepare. The 
Selections are not employed as a substitute for the Bible, in the 
sense of the objectors. They are introductory to it, as “  milk is 
to the strong meat”  of the Word ; and is it not the natural, usual 
way of elementary teaching, to select from the Bible the easy in
stead of the “  hard to be understood” passages— the simple extracts 
from the Gospel of St. John, before the Mysteries of Ezekiel and the 
Apocalypse ? I f  this is the practice in the case of the higher ranks, 
and for the same reasons ; wherefore is it exclaimed against in a 
system for the poor, as a Bible exclusion, or substitution, or per
version ; and, I would ask, is there not a cause ?— Would it were 
only zeal for Scriptural instruction ; in that case how readily could 
I  excuse its excess or its inconsistency. Still, however, is it not 
written, “  Feed my sheep ; feed my lambs ?”

If, then, the school-room, during school-hours, would seem not 
the most proper place for the Bible and peculiar instruction suited 
to each communion— if the Protestants have the same fixed con
scientious preference for the authorized, which the Roman Catholics 
hold for the Douay version— if that preference is not to be altered—  
that conscience not to be tampered with— what better can we do 
than proceed with a system which involves no schism nor contro
versy in a scene so unsuited to them, and which introduces the 
Gospel with ample selections in the school, and out of the school 
the Bible, and this without withholding any fundamental truth 
or practical doctrine.

This system for general education is the only one which pro
mises success, without sacrifice of principle, and to meet the dif
ficulties so strongly felt by the Commissioners of Irish Education 
Inquiry, appointed under the Government of 1824. Their report 
states, “  The means by which a system of general instruction can 
be promptly enforced and administered, are hardly of less im
portance than the system itself. That object has not hitherto been 
accomplished by any one of the institutions which have been sup
ported by the public funds in Ireland.”

Having in some degree pointed out the useful, moral, und re
ligious nature of the National system, and ventured thence to argue 
its purely charitable, and therefore ecclesiastical purpose, I  beg to 
refer to higher authority than my opinion, on the subject of Selec
tions,^ and the concern of the clergy in an education, not only 
affecting their communion, but their Parishioners, and this briefly.

Cave (in his Primitive Christianity) says, the principle of the 
Church is, that “  Servants and Children may have such instruc
tion as is suitable for them. The more rude and imperfect were 
catechised and instructed in the more plain rudiments of religion, 
gradually delivered to them as capable of receiving them— First, 
the more plain, and then the more difficult.”  The Scriptures read 
in our Churches yearly, form a Selection, omitting parts of them
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and substituting the Apocrypha. W ere that done by the Board it 
would be called a sacrifice to the Roman Catholics !

In G rey’s Ecclesiastical Law, the schoolmaster, under episco
pal licence, is bound “  to teach Selections from the Scrip tures,” 
and on this principle it appears, from a late investigation, the  
public schools are conducted in England generally.

As to the part assigned bvlaw  to the clergy, in parochial schools, 
the late Archbishop of Dublin, Dr. Ma^ee, states his conviction, 
“  That the Clergy are bound by law to be the guardians of  them ; 
and as to the country, to promote its education, and in every fair 
and practicable way, bound by their Institution Oath to do so.’* 
His Grace describes the sort of school, by the scholars “  being 
instructed in their duty to God and the K in g /’ I trust it has been 
shown that the National Plan is fair ; being useful, moral, and 
religious ; and that it is practicable, even in the eyes of  Protestants, 
is manifest, because nearly 200 Protestant Clergymen are asso
ciated in the plan, and 1400 schools established, within so short a

I conclude this letter, I cannot refrain from another quo
tation relative to the permission and opportunity afforded to each 
communion for religious instruction according to their inclination. 
The Archbishop of Cashel, in his letter to one of the Commis
sioners, in 1825, gives his opinion in these words : “  On the sub
ject of impressing religious opinions on children, 1 certainly do 
think that every distinct communion should be left to instruct their 
children in their own way. To infringe this liberty would, in my 
judgment, be to infringe the first principle of religious toleration.” 
And, now, having somewhat succeeded, I hope, in showing that 
the National System has been unfairly assailed by such a  host of  
hard names, and unkind imputations, and that it is fair and prac
ticable, as well as strictly ecclesiastical, I shall reserve, to an early 
opportunity, an attempt at replying to the grave objections con 
tained in an English episcopal letter, on this interesting, and at 
this time, most critical occasion to the Church and General Educa
tion of Ireland.

1 have the honor to be, Mr. Editor,
Your obliged and faithful servant.

TO T H E  EDIT OR  OF T H E  DDBLIN EVENING PO S T .
January 5th, 1836.

“ L a c h a r i t é  n ’e s t  pas un P r e c e p t e  f i g u r a t i f . ”__ P a s c a l .

M r . E d i t o r — I  had proposed to exemplify this sentiment by 
the conduct of an Apostle in its bearing on the duty of concession 
towards the Instruction of  our people. See 1 Cor. ix. 19— 23.

period
B e f



That is the great want in Ireland, and the business of every 
clergyman. On that subject I  could wish to dwell ; but it is our 
misfortune not to be left always at liberty to treat the national 
system on the ground of its own merits, but in contrast with others. 
In this point of view it has been placed by the Lord Bishop of 
Exeter, and on the objections made or sanctioned by him I beg 
to offer the following remarks. Those strictures, which appeared 
in the printed report of the proceedings at the Exeter meeting 
to commemorate the anniversary of the Kildare-place Society, 
animadvert severely upon the National System, which, according to 
my humble judgment and experience, promises to be of the most 
extensive use to Ireland. 1 shall have also to notice the letter on 
the same subject, and of the same tendency, addressed by his Lord
ship to Archdeacon Froude, acknowledging the petition to Parlia
ment, presented by him against the Government plan. His Lord
ship's sentiments, applied with the advantages of such talents and 
station; must be as well as possible suited to promote or injure any 
cause. However, in this case, I have no doubt they are in general 
founded on misconception and the misrepresentation of persons too 
much influenced bv party feelings, and tuo little by a fair estimate 
of things as they are. It is a pity that good men, who desire to 
promote the same purpose of education, cannot take the course ap
pearing to them the best, without attacking those who “  follow not 
with them.”  It is with sincere regret that I feel and avow my dis
sent from them, and especially my superiors in the Church. 1 hope
I did not, in an improper spirit, justify my adhesion to the National 
System, when first proposed by the letter of Lord Stanley to the 
Duke of Leinster, and in reply to “ the protest of seventeen Irish 
Bishops against the adoption of it by their clergy.” It is quite 
painful to witness the frequent and flagrant transgression, not only 
of the law of charity, but of decorum, in the writings (chiefly 
anonymous) by which the advocates of the National System have 
been assaulted, and charged not only with erroneous opinions, but 
improper motives ; while amiable and virtuous characters, in respec
table and exalted stations, have not been spared.

The subject of Irish education claims at least a patient hearing 
on account of its difficulties, which have been so obvious in all the 
reports and proceedings of the Commissioners of Education Inquiry, 
and proved by more or less disappointment to the many institutions, 
zealous and numerous, which preceded the national plan. The 
general education of the poor has been admitted to he one of real 
perplexity, equal to its necessity and importance; and shall not the 
National System have a trial, and with the aid of the public funds ? 
— while for all others there is ample space in the vast tract of Ire
lands as yet unimproved districts. Let the Kildare-place Society 
“  take the right or the left” — “  see that ye fall not out by the way.” 
It is certainly no design of the National Board to disturb the peace
ful, useful progress of other institutions.

22
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However, the Bishop of Exeter does not admit of any imperfec

tion in the Kildare-place plan— volenter et exanimo, His Lordship 
espouses it. He repudiates the Government plan, and can discern 
no good in it. Perhaps he (like all the objectors 1 have met with) 
has omitted to read the moral and religious publications of the 
Board. In this way alone can I account for the grave objections 
which follow.

The learned Bishop objects to the National System, that “  It 
virtually is the exclusion o f the Bible from the education of  the 
poor— that the Bible is not (as it must be by the rules of the Kil- 
dare-place) in the schools, and used by every child capable ot in- 
intelligibly reading it .” In reply to this position, I beg to submit, 
that the rules do not even provide for the bond fid e  use o f  the 
B ible; for it adds, “  or the Testament,”  authorised, or Rheims, 
without note or comment ; but can the system be said to exclude 
the Bible, which actually provides a suitable season and place for 
the use it ? Is that season the school hours, or that place the school
room ? I think not. If not to be used as a school-book, is the 
Holy Bible to be treated as such ? Has not the New System appointed 
a  time before and after school-hours daily, and one or two days in 
each week, for the peculiar purpose of religious instruction ? Has 
it not left that office with propriety, in the hands of the resp°ctive 
pastors ? But is it intended, by the objection, that the Bible should 
be forced as a condition of  receiving education upon the R om an 
Catholic children ? If  so, it is readily answered by saying it would 
be contrary to that Bible to do so. The terms on which the Scriptures 
are afforded are the same as those o f  the Gospel and its salvation, 
“ to all who will.”  I  appeal to the Bishop of Exeier, and to the 
whole meeting at Fxeter and Exeter Hall, are Christians permitted 
by the Bible to adopt any force but that of persuasion— any 
authority but that of opinion, built on Scripture argument, and 
urged in the spirit of our Saviour— even that of meekness? The 
Bible has, therefore, its place in the system. I f  excluded, it is not 
by the Board. If the children do not avail themselves of the Bible, 
it is owins: to the natural influence over which the Board or Govern
ment can have nocontroul— that of pastors, parents, guardians, &c. 
If the surrender of such authority were demanded, in lim ine, as the 
price of admittance for Protestant children, how must the proposal 
be felt?— how indignantly repelled? “ Should we not do to others 
as we would they should do to us ?”

But how far is “  the whole unmutilated Bible” (according to the 
phrase) adopted by the Kildare Place Society’s schools, bond fid e  ?
It certainly is ostensibly, and only so; it is eloquently professed as 
its pre-eminent distinction and glory. “  The Bible presented in its 
fulness,” as an “  immutable principle.” This  shall appear or not 
from the answers of sworn officers of that society, to the queries of 
the Commissioners; and, first, as to the integral part of the Bible, 
the Old Testament. Do they read in the Old Testament ? We
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have never used it. Does the rule as to the Scriptures apply 
to the Old Testament ? N o ;  the Committee thought it sufficient 
if the New Testament “  alone,” were read in their schools; as “  if 
they required both Old and New Testament to be read, it would 
have precluded them from conceding what appeared to be quite 
reasonable to those of the Roman Catholic persuasion.”  Are the 
Seri u res  in any manner explained to the children in the schools? 
Nev^r. Is any book read in the schools which gives the children 
any knowledge of the Old Testament ? None whatever.

Wherefore, then, adopt the Bible as a principle, and by rule, 
when both were violated by permission, and even sanction ; all 
schools having equally the benefit of aid from the Society’s funds, 
whether the Bible were read or not— by the use or non-use of it. 
W here was consistency, then ?

Again, how far was the New Testament, another integral part of 
the Bible, bond fide  used in the schools, as by rule of the Kildare- 
place Society ? W e shall collect this from the following queries and 
answers:— “  Is it thought necessary they should read the New Testa
ment through, or dots the master select the parts of i t? — It is 
entirely at the descretion of the managers or masters, as precise 
limits cannot be assigned to the portion to be used. W hat rule is 
there for reading the New Testament? Do they read all parts alike? 
The regulation we have hitherto adopted is to commence with St. 
Matthew and proceed through it. Do they read the Revelations ? 
“  No.”  Now, the warm advocates for Scriptural education, who 
patronised that omission, will admit, that notwithstanding the mys
terious character of the Revelations, (at least to learned and more 
modest divines, who did not pretend to the gift of prophecy,) there 
is a blessing promised “ to him who heareth and readeth i t .”  
Rev. 1.— and a peculiar doom, Rev. 22., to him “  whoaddeth to, 
or taketh from it.” How was this consistent with the rule providing 
for the reading through, even of the New Testament under so solemn 
a sanction ? Again, only two out of eight classes read the Scriptures 
(as it appears) even to that limited and uncertain extent, and not 
daily, but on alternate days— while neither before nor after school 
hours, nor on one or two week-days, was there any kind of provi
sion for religious instruction, either for the scholars, or the masters 
and mistresses— who were nevertheless intrusted with that power 
of selection, and qualified by the imp rfect degree of seven or eight 
weeks at Kildare-place. But to show what a “  merely nominal 
compliance with the rule”  (as to the Scriptures) prevailed, the fol
lowing answers will suffice : “  Do you believe that the practice of 
reading the Scriptures (the Old and New Testaments or either) is 
is tolerably uniform, or that it varies very much in extent ? I think 
it varies very much indeed. Looking at the system of the schools 
of the Kildare-place Society, with a view to religious instruction, do 
you not think that given to the children very imperfect ? Extremely 
so— and considering the circumstances of the country, it cannot be
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otherwise; but I think it of inestimable value to make children in  
any degree acquainted with the Scriptures.”  This was the opinion 
of a learned Member, and also one of the Inspectors, who, on their 
examination, complain that the most frequent deviation from the 
rules was the non-reading of the Scriptures, though they were in 
most cases in the school-rooms, i. e. within the walls. It is a trans
parent fact, that the Kildare-place Society’s use of  their tf whole 
unmutilated Bible,”  amounted in general to the uncertain reading* O “of a mere selection ; and this, not made by a board of learned men 
and clergymen, ( the  latter “  were not liked, as it appears, as m em 
bers of the committee,”)  but by teachers very unfit for such a re
sponsibility. I  see not how the National Board can derive advan
tage from adopting the Kildare-place use of the Bible, or any part 
of it. “ The object was not accomplished by it, nor by any of the 
institutions formerly supported by the public funds.” — See Report.

It is admitted, that, in circumstances not of frequent occurrence 
in most parts of Ireland, the Bible m aybe  used in the schools when 
the population is Protestant, and the influence great, of managers 
and patrons ; but that is but a partial and sectarian object, and not 
the general education of a People. Does it not then appear a rea
sonable, Christian concession to provide as much of the Scriptures 
as may be acceptable, without interfering with the conscientious 
feelings of any persuasion ?— But let us suppose the Bible bond fid e  
adopted in the schools. The Protestants claim the authorised ver
sion— the Roman Catholics prefer the Douay— if both are intro
duced, there is a division marked in the school ; where all parties 
agree it should never appear, and the scene of harmony is altered 
to one of discord. The Protestants would object to the Douay Bible 
with notes— the Roman Catholic to the Protestant version without 
them— each holding his preference with conscientious firmness, 
which both Societies profess to respect. This difficulty, therefore, 
can only be met by the principle of Selections, which prevails in 
the public day schools of England, though not liable to the same 
difficulty, on which the National Board felt the absolute duty of 
providing, as far as possible, opportunities of religious teaching, 
out of the school-hours. W hile it imparts ample scriptural extracts 
in the lessons of its schools, in the Old and New Testaments, and 
the Gospel of St. Luke and Acts of the Apostles, the advantage 
of its system of comment is quite plain, by the useful mode of a p 
pointing questions (adapted by competent persons to the portions 
which have been read), and fixing the attention on the sense— lead- 
ing both teacher and learner to collect it in a way preferable to that 
of a mere question and answer book, learned by rote. Can Chris
tians thus deliberately refuse to spread such instruction through the 
country, and hope to be forgiven ? The National System corres
ponds happily with that remarkable declaration of the Commis
sioners “  On the fullest consideration which we have been able to 
give to the subject, we are of opinion that it is desirable to unite the

D
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children of the religious persuasions in Ireland, for the purpose of 
instructing them in the general objects of literary knowledge, and 
to provide facilities for the spiritual instruction which the difference 
of religious belief renders it impossible for them any longer to learn 
together.”  These sentiments appear to have been strongly enter
tained by some of the highest authorities in the Church, long before 
they were thus practically applied in the National System,' and in 
that alone. But the Bishop of Exeter further objects to this system, 
that it is “  Unprotestant and not national.”  Had there been either 
grounds or proofs advanced by his Lordship to establish so serious 
an accusation, I should be far from attempting the vindication of a 
system which in that case would be so unworthy of support. I 
believe, however, on the contrary, that I t  is in full accordance with 
the catholic and truly Christian spirit which pervades the Protestant 
Church. To prove this declaration, I need but refer to the prayer 
“  for all conditions of men.”  The National System contravenes no 
Protestant doctrine, nor precept— but how far Protestantism may be 
removed from an evangelical and Christian spirit, witness the 
temper with which professing Protestants have assailed a system 
admitted even by the Bishop of Exeter to have been honestly in
tended to promote good in Ireland, and that becomes popular 
amongst Protestants, in the same proportion that they can be in
duced to investigate its principles and works. The learned Bishop’s 
charge of unprotestant, produces growing, practical, refutation to 
itself, by the increase of  Friends even in the most Protestant 
counties in Ireland, and in the accession of nearly 200 Protestant 
Clergymen. It must gain upon the feelings of a generous and 
grateful people, because they well know that it respects their con
scientious motives, while it seeks their good. By the last Report it 
appears there are 1400 schools— the number of children in existing 
schools, with those in process of building, has, within four years, 
amounted to 185,352 : and this is an early and convincing demon
stration also of its nationality, shining through the dense cloud of 
aspersion which gathered over its infancy, and would obscure the 
light which it cannot extinguish. It is due to the Kildare-place 
Society to admit, that in ten years, to 1S25, it exhibited 100,000 
scholars, and 1,508 schools; and in 1832-3, 127,426 scholars; 
but here is another point of contrast in favour of the National 
System.

The Commissioners observe, “ that the Kildare-place Society does 
not appear at any time to have enjoyed the countenance of the 
dignitaries of the Church.” Now, it is favoured by a portion of 
English and Irish Episcopal patronage ; and yet it is certainly not 
so Protestant as once, having, I trust, relinquished certain prosely
ting connexions which tended to promote its failure, and thus has 
read a lesson of negative instruction to its successor. Protestants 
are not called upon by the National System to make any concession, 
either compromising their doctrines, or to be compared in extent
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with that made by them under the Kildare-place— I refer to their 
adoption of the extracts from the Rheims’ version with Dr. T roy’s 
name affixed, and the providing and printing 25,000 copies of  that 
alone, with the prevailing Protestant view of penance, &c. That 
really was an accommodation, questionable as to consistency. The 
whole Douay Testament was also “  quite within their rules,*’ and 
equally admissible in schools for Protestant, as well as Roman C a
tholic scholars ; and I say, this also was going to a great length, 
especially by the Protestant objectors to the new plan. F o r  my 
part, I believe the Roman Catholics are much wronged by the im pu
tations arising out of those passages, while some of the animadversions 
appear to me to show great disregard of the rules o f  biblical criti
cism, and of the authority of  so venerable a version as the Vulatge. 
This, I think, I shall be able to demonstrate. We may confidently 
hope that the National System shall increasingly enjoy its full share 
o f  Protestant favour, because it shall be found consistent with every 
Protestant doctrine and obligation ; and trust that, in future, both in
stitutions may keep clear o f  all proselyting, but that which leads 
from the path of disobedience to that of faith, hope, and charity. 
Happy had it been for Ireland if  no other proselyting had been 
ever pursued ; and if, from the days of Henry the Eighth, some sucb 
selections as “  the Scripture Lessons ”  had been provided for the 
sons and daughters of Ireland, clothed in the national dress of their 
own expressive and pathetic language— how surely and peacefully 
would they have operated, under the Divine blessing, to emancipate 
the ignorant from the service, pains, and penalties o f  sin, and to 
bless them with the liberty whereby the Saviour makes all his p e o 
ple free, united, and happy.

Mr. Editor, I must not further trespass upon your columns. I 
postpone for the present my remarks on the remaining objections 
of the Bishop of Exeter, but cannot conclude without expressing 
again my fears that education must share the fate of all other im 
provements, while the tithe subject continues to distract Ireland.
I hoped I might have endeavoured to plead the claims of the National 
Education, and smooth the difficulties in its way, without blotting 
again my page with a repetition of Tithe— Bloodshed! Alas! 
are we, indeed, to look to a half-yearly intercourse of that kind with 
our parishioners? W hat else than bitter fruits can spring from the 
seed,however industriously sown by the hands of the Lay C o m 
mittee, and though laboured into the entire soil of Ireland, even by 
the arduous working of the Court of Exchequer? Is all painful 
intercourse dissolved and every wound healed by this panacea, be
tween the clergy and the lower order? How can it be while pro- 
cess-serving continues ? Though the first step from the tithe 
owner is admitted to be on the head of the more so vent tithe- 
payer—-is  not the next on that of the poor? Am I mistaken in 
imagining that this distressing course may leave after it bu ta  “  fuga
cious responsibility”  for both tithe and rent, by embroiling the



Three parties'*. Truly, even where money m ay b e  recovered, the 
cause of religion and moral improvement is grievously wounded by 
the alienation of the flocks from their pastors, the tenants from 
their landlords, and tranquillity from the country.

The present, and even the former administration have, by their 
proposed measures of settlement, equally marked their sense of the 
entire inexpediency of things remaining as they are. I  confess, 
however I long for, I  cannot indulge in, any pleasing vision. Far 
from it. The prospect is dismal. The tithe-questfon remains as 
the point of perpetual agitation, which never can be that of rest. It 
is a vain hope that the path hitherto traced in blood, shall be here
after the path of  peace.

I have the honor to be, M r. Editor,
Your obliged and faithful servant.
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“ La Cliarite n’est pas un Precepte Figuratif.”
February 8th, 1836.

S i r — There is a large class of persons, in and out of  Parliament, 
who, while they declaim on the merits of the National or Kildare- 
place Systems, do not care for the Education of the Poor, in any 
form : they do not contribute money, time, or influence, towards 
this important national concern. There is little hope of engaging 
Their co-operation, because they are resolved to treat the subject as 
a mere party question, and not as a moral and religious duty. The 
National System has been sanctioned by different Administrations. 
The Kildare-place has been pronounced (by the Commissioners) 
a failure, as to the object of General education. It has been well 
observed, that Christian principles and morals are the business of 
every one; and their advancement or decline, in any country, so 
connected with the temporal interests of society, as to render them 
the peculiar concern of politicians. This cause is the peculiar 
charge and duty of the clergy, as it involves the higher consequence 
of bearing on man’s endless state. It shall be well if, without jea 
lousy and hostility, Christians proceed towards the object, according 
to whatever plan may appear most suited to it, and at the same 
time most practicable. I am one who, on this account, do prefer 
the National System, (and after much observation, and some little 
experience,) and would attempt to remove the objections which I 
consider unfounded, and which prevent good practical men from 
adopting it. In a former letter some have been replied to, 
patronised by the Bishop of Exeter. I follow the example of 
his Lordship, rather than my own choice, in placing both insti
tutions beside each other, and viewing them in contrast; yet this



mode may have the advantage of leading the public to judge which 
is the more worthy of its preference. I hope I  shall not be thought 
interfering to impede the progress of the Kildare-place Society. 
Though I consider its use of the whole Bible has been far short of 
that professed by its zealous and eloquent champions, I fully ad
mit its principles were adapted to the Roman Catholic population ; 
and therefore it was warmly approved by a number o f  their clergy. 
The Appendix to the Report of the Commissioners contains letters 
from fifty-nine parish priests, conveying their early favourable re 
gard to its principles, and gratitude for its aid. Not its constitution, 
then, but its connections with reputed proselyting institutions pro
duced its failure in accomplishing the public instruction, even with 
the aid of public funds. Let the Kildare-place Society return to, 
and abide by, its cardinal and avowed rules, and avoid those con
nexions. It needs not, in order to be useful, to appropriate the 
profession of an exclusive scriptural education, founded “  on the 
whole Bible, full and uncurtailed.” Its glaring defect was not hav
ing made such provision. This appears from the evidence, on oath, 
of its own members. To it (as to the National System ) much 
praise is due, for the many useful and improving books which it 
has substituted for a long list of a contrary tendency. As we read 
it, we freely acknowledge—

(C Pe f iux i t  numerus  Saturnius,  e t  Grave Virus 
M unditiæ p e p u le r e : ”

“  The Feats o f  Astrologers; Nocturnal Revels; Irish Rogues and 
Rapparees; The Devil and Doctor Faustus; The History of a 
Gentleman Highwayman, and Captain Freney the Robber.”  We 
owe it to the zealous and laborious exertions of the Commit
tee, and other officers, that the following scene is not likely to 
be laid again in an Irish country school :— “  A child, holding 
the New Testament, sitting between two others, one of whom held 
the ‘ Forty Thieves,* and the other ‘ The Pleasant Art of Money 
Catching!’ while another, at a little distance, was perusing ‘ The 
"Mutiny Act.’ ”  The want of order seems to have been as rem ark
able as that of good instruction, as each pupil of this group was 
reading his task at the same time, and all— aloud !

It has been stated that the Roman Catholics are, indeed, in the 
attitude of waiting for the whole Bible in schools ; and, if so— then, 
let the Kildare-place Society adopt it ; but it is to be feared that 
the bond fid e  use of it, under such circumstances, cannot be realised 
as the covenant of education throughout Ireland; and that the ele
ment suited to that principle in, perhaps, one province, may not 
be enjoyed in three. It may be tried again.

u  I Bone quo V irtus Tua te vocat 
Grandialaturus Meritorum Præm ia.”

Having already noticed the Bishop of Exeter’s objection to the 
National System, as unprotestant, and, as I th nk, disproved it, it
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only remains to submit whether it has involved Protestants in any 
compromise or inconsistency. Now, in any case or way, can this 
be shown ? whereas the Kildare-place appears to have so committed 
them, by providing, printing, and distributing 25,000 copies of 
Dr. Troy’s extracts, and the Douay Testament, containing uvpro- 
testant doctrines on the main points of penance and worship. It is 
to be observed, further, that in this form alone, that Society pro
vided the Scriptures for schools, including Protestant children. A 
learned member admits that “  it would be a great sacrifice of P ro
testants to admit the word 4 penancç.’ ”  Was it surprising that 
“ some members of that society had scruples about disseminating 
the Douay Testament ?”  Certainly not— taking into account the 
prevailing but very unjust notion, that Roman Catholics exclude 
from “  do penance ”  the essentials of true repentance or reform, 
consisting in sorrow for sin and purpose of amendment, which feel
ings, however omitted by the grossly ignorant, (who can never be 
quoted as models of any faith,) are fully embraced by the Roman 
Catholic authorities. I mention (as ascessible to all “  M ilner’s 
Work, and Donlevy’s Irish Catechism.”  The “  agere penitentiavrC' 
means, to repent, as “  agere. v i t a m to live. The same idiom is 
preserved in the Irish language, “  aihreachus do dheanu and even 
Luther, in his German version, has a corresponding phrase, “  thun 
busse,” to do or act penitence, or repent. He made use of the 
Vulgate, which (with the Syriac, the two most ancient versions) 
was corrected by St. Jerome, and helped to form other European 
( along with his own) translations. The note inserted by the Board 
in their Scripiure Lessons appears not only just, but quite satisfac
tory, to the most scrupulous Protestant. The Bishop of Exeter 
objects to the National System, that “  the works chiefly used in 
many of the schools are catechisms of the Roman priests.”  I have 
no reason to believe his Lordship has been rightly informed as to 
even this statement. The objection, however, is only chargeable in 
any instance to the aouse of the National System, as such a prac
tice is inconsistent with its principles. The want, or neglect of 
managers may have led to it, and proves the importance of having 
such persons faithfully to superintend the schools. It would be an 
equally unjust objection to the Kildare-place, though “  it is ad
mitted that catechisms are taught as freely in their schools as in any 
others.’ — See Report. The Bishop of Exeter objects, “  that all 
religious and particular instruction is wholly unprovided for except 
by going to the clergy, and that it is physically impossible for any 
clergymen to perform, with tolerable efficiency, the part consigned 
to them in this scheme.”  His Lordship admits that “  this scheme,” 
as he calls it, does arrange for religious teaching, and would and 
does consign it to the clergy of each denomination— To those of the 
Established Church belong the superintendence and guardianship 
of that of their parishioners. Circumstanced as even large Irish 
parishes may be, with but few Protestants, and where the incum
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bent and curate reside, I cannot anticipate either his “  physical "  
or moral “ impossibility." The difficulty is less likely to occur as 
pluralities are dispensed with. Further, the pastor is always at 
liberty to appoint a substitute, and great facilities are afforded by 
the assembling o f  children, instead of seeking to teach them fr o m  
house to house ; and he will feel how much more light and effective 
the Sunday school and catechism tasks are rendered, by this week
day religious and literary instruction. But is it, indeed, true, that, 
“  except through the clergy, all particular religious instruction is 
wholly unprovided for ?”  Surely it can only be so, by denying that 
the Scriptures of the Old Testament and of the New, (including the 
Gospel of St. Luke and the Acts of  the Apostles, &c.) are truly of  
that nature, or worthy of being so denominated ! This assertion 
is built on the false reasoning, that the system which does not com
pel the use of  the Bible in  the school, does nothing, while it secures 
the Bible and the clergy at the proper time and place. It would 
be as unreasonable to object, in the instances of the Soldiery, or 
even the Prisoners, that they are permitted to avail themselves of 
the mode of worship which they prefer, without restriction. The 
Bishop of Exeter objects, that “  the rejection of God’s W ord is 
avowed, by a concession made to the. unchristian pretensions of the 
Roman Catholic Priesthood, and by the Protestant Government of  
this realm.”  But the Sacred Scriptures ( the  whole or in parts) are 
(in  and out of school-hours) received, not rejected. The proposal, 
in Ireland, to publish the Bible even in parts, was far from un
popular. The pretension of the Roman Catholic priesthood to the 
use of their authorised version, is surely not unchristian; it is ac
cording to their tenets, like that of Protestants. Could the Board 
or the Government be justified in making a breach through con
scientious obligations, which both churches, and both societies, 
profess themselves bound to respect ? The Bishop’s objection does 
not apply ; if proved, it would prove too much. It would annul all 
Christian liberty. The Bishop objects that the National System is 
not national ; though, on national principles of  toleration and liber
ality, it proceeds to diffuse our common Christianity through the 
nation, and seems, therefore, to have some more claim to be 
considered in that light than his Lordship is disposed to admit ; the 
national feelings are fully respected, and those of  religion left free 
to take their course. I cannot, therefore, join in his Lordship’s 
devotional aspiration, when he exclaims, “  I thank God it is not 
national.”  I cannot even derive, with his Lordship, a “ great and 
melancholy consolation from the reflection that it is not what it 
professes to b e ;” for it has given a pledge to the public, and it has 
redeemed it. The Bishop objects, “ the Protestants of Ireland dis
claim it.”  Does this conclusion arise from the true account o f  the 
number of schools and scholars, as given in a former letter, and the 
accession of so many Protestant clergymen, in the most Protestant 
counties m Ireland ? (See the Reports of both Societies, and com-
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pare them.) I regret to be forced to point out his Lordship’s mis
calculations, but they are as notorious as his attempts at unfulfilled 
prophecy; for he declares he “ did predict the failure of the Na
tional System. * Did I not feel unworthy to follow his footsteps, 
or (after his Lordship) to touch “ the sweet harp of prophecy, so 
often wronged by mere mortal touch,” I, too, might venture, for 
once, to predict its future, fro m  its past and present progress and 
success. I he Bishop objects, that “ the National System is an 
effectual attempt to arraign the title of Defender of the Faith, by an 
intimation that the guardianship implied by it is resigned.”  By 
what act is it resigned ? Is i t  not fully asserted ? Is it not exerted 
in diffusing an influence tending to consecrate and strengthen 
loyalty, by combining good Morals and Conduct, and so adding 
stability to the Constitution and the Throne ? It was under “  the 
Protestant administration of 1812 the Commission was appointed; 
it sprung from the obvious necessity which cried for a measure of 
relief, and thus led to a National System. That Government was 
not deficient in Protestantism ; they understood what is implied by 
“ Defender of the F a i th ;”— that faith can fear nothing from the 
extension of knowledge; “  the throne is established by righteous
ness ; and it is 'that which exalteth a nation.” The Bishop conveys, 
in the following words, a sweeping impeachment, by which he 
arraigns the wisdom to which the country is indebted for the Na
tional System ; his words are, “  The coronation oath is not only 
held sacred, and the sworn duty of the crown best fulfilled, when 
its aid goes to succour every endeavour to maintain, to the utmost of 
its power, the laws of God and the true possession of the Gospel, 
and the Protestant religion as by law established.” And are not 
such the effects of this Good Education system ? I t  teaches to read ; 
its direction is towards the Scriptures, and They inculcate “  fear God, 
honour the King;” they teach the subject to respect, value, and 
obey the law’s ; to submit themselves to the “ powers that be, as * 
ordained of God ; and that They who resist shall receive to them
selves condemnation this interposes the prevention, for the com
mission ot crime. How, better than by religious and useful educa
tion can the crown perpetuate the great principles, thrown by the 
Bishop into the shape of his objection ? He conceived and painted 
but the vision of his m ind; it is exhibited substantially in the 
National System and its practical results.

The remaining objections are to the Scripture Lessens. They 
are few; and prove how little the prying eyes of all the enemies 
could discern amiss. I am not aware that the Bishop of Exeter 
has adduced more than one passage to prove “  that the Board 
have altered the sense of many.'’ I refer to Gen. iii. 15.—
“  It shall bruise thy head, and thou shalt bruise his heel,” as con
tained “  in a book of extracts, p r o f e s s i n g as his Lordship says,
“  to contain large extracts.”  And is this one of the many impor
tant texts which have been so altered as completely to change their



meaning ? N ow — it is admitted generally, that, be the pronoun 
masculine, feminine,or even bearing a neuter sense, the meaning is 
not altered at all, as the seed of the woman, the Messiah, is in every 
case referred to, and, as appears from Rom. xvi. 20, identified with 
the Deity— “  And the God o f  Peace shall bruize Satan (shortly) 
under your feet.”  The Bishop objects that the text has been 
altered (by the Board) to the interpretation, shall “  lie in wait for,”  
instead of “  bruize ”  his heel ; but can such an imputation lie 
against the Board, which is justified by the Septuagint, and sanctioned 
by the Lord and his Apostles. The important ideas of Craft and 
Power lodged in the serpent’s head, are combined thus, with that of 
injury, in the Hebrew “  bruise,”  a word which, on a closer inspec
tion of the original, his Lordship will find includes them all.— See 
Lex. Man. Simonis. But his Lordship alleges that the gender of 
the Hebrew pronoun was so changed from masculine to feminine, 
in order to represent to the reader that the serpent’s head was des
tined to be crushed by “  M a ry  the woman ; ”  for thus the learned 
Bishop was pleased to denominate the Virgin “  Mother of the L o rd ”  
to the Exeter meeting ; although she had been accosted by an angel, 
“ Hail! thou that art highly favoured; blessed art thou among 
women.”  But, is the change of gender made by the Board ? Cer
tainly not— the pronoun being also of the feminine gender (that is 
commune), and, with the exception of eleven instances, used as such 
throughout the five books o f  Moses— See Sim. Gessen ; see also the 
Gram, of Professor Lee. Dr. Patrick admits that the whole Church, 
or believing seed, are included in the victorious train ; so that the note 
appended from the Douay Bible is but just, and the power o f  Deity 
is acknowledged to be the sole cause of triumph.— See Milner, 364 ; 
Cons. Trid. Ses. The Bishop adds an objection with which he 
concludes his speech, and it is, like the rest, founded in mistake—  
that a book called Reeves' History of  the New Testament is “  sanc
tioned by the Board for the use of the schools, ascribing the power 
of God to the Virgin Mary.”  I beg to correct this error of his 
Lordship’s, from the highest authority.

His Lordship’s general objection to the Scripture Lessons thus 
resolves itself into a criticism upon a single passage, which, even in 
that instance, is any th ing but impartial. It disregards the “ audi 
afteram partem.”  Another passage may be intended by him— I 
allude to that in 1 Cor. xv. 47 , on which strictures have been ex
pended ; and I am not aware of any other, that on penance having 
been considered. I t  is objected that “  heavenly,” is substituted 
for “  the Lord from heaven / ' in order to do a  pleasure to the Uni
tarians. In reply— it must be admitted that “ the L o rd ”  (though 
in the Syriac— not in the Vulgate) is of so very dubious original, 
that no scholar or divine would select “  K vpios,” (as it occurs in 
that verse,) as the foundation of an argument, in favour of our Sa
viour’s divinity. That great truth needs no such frail support. Ter- 
tullian, a father of the second century, states that the word K vpios-
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was inserted by Marc ion (called Hæreticus), but not in relation to
Sav n n r T r T ’ ^  “  ° Í V °  Pr° Ve h’S peCUHar n° tÍOn> t,1at our oaviour did not derive his human nature from Eve, but was «  the

ord from heaven. ’ So the usual hostile charge of some unworthv
compliment to some party  here also falls to the ground. It may
T n ï n  ? r VedthaV Kurj 0S” is comm°nly applied to Creatures.
l l n n t ^ eT ? u l « Stan? o g the mukitude oí' episcopal objections, F W  1 National System has any thing to fear from them.
so or n o r ' lentl° US jeCt0r “ wl11 examine whether these things be
«  th»8 red ly  obnoxÍous feature of ‘he new system appears to be 
T 1 T  0 3 denominati°ns of Christians to afford, in 
™ r ’pHSt mu scnP.t“ ral teaching a* the children of the poor are prepared to accept, without violation of conscience and principle
and, out o f  school, »  the opportunity of peculiar religious instruc- 

r f ' i ,  J h ,s c ° ,lc"ss,on* in my humble judgment and sincere be- 
' Sav iÔ l  n ^ T UA as [eas0nable- 1 aP M  to the concession of the 
Samaritan, t *  as exhibited uniformly towards heathens,
“  ’ JeWS> and Glent,Ies- To those who rejected the whole
the Pent!,P Z  r ’ 0 r th e - N,ew T“ ent, or the Old (excepting the Pentateuch)— [see particularly the Acts throughout!— when man
cou d not be approachcd on the most limited ground of Divine Re- 
or derived i W3S pat'ently e,xPostula'ed with on that of his natural
eve mi.M hPPhreSS' , ° f ’ ° r, th T sh  ,he medium ° f  maxims of what- mi0ht be his philosophy, Epicurean, or Stoic— Menander, Eoi-
menides Aratus ! I f  so— I anxiously trust and hope that an argu
ment, of most cogent force, shall be brought to bear upon a con
cession toward the moral improvement of our poor and ignorant 
k r ' , r ?  r ernMQ Christians, that they also may be taught to 

f Na’Ure’,of Proviclence, and M ercy/and that they
P t e  y a  " i,h a " " “ “

The Lord Bishop of Exeter having, as it were ex-cathedra in
'k A r e “ “ ” ” T » ' T o tn Í?th " ttestant anrí l  ï  ^  (lUUe. ' “ o™l> unconstitutional, unpro- L  unchristian, ,t ,s not to be wondered at that they

ro rp in J l  Pr 'n 10n agal" st if> and that his Lordship should have 
r i p r i  V, aS /  0UW? th,s very respectable portion of  the
f o ï  nf c I 6’ y the,r Petition, declared themselves the determined°L .lnîr ,•1 ha; r '1? ,ta- S 3be investigated by the Bishop, and the clergy of the

hCT , £ ’ l,hey may be conciliated towards a system wh cl the difficulties and the wants of Irish Education.
1 have the honor to be, Sir,

^ our obliged and faithful servant,
THOMAS JOHN BURGH,

DEAN OF CLOYNE.


