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book shape as wa have it now; can the EevJ, Dickesn controvert
this! Daring thet time—and this was the golden age of Christisnity
—how outld peopleiave formed their religion from the reading of the
Bible which was cot yet pablished? Yot, millions of persona professed
Christianity at that time, although they had naver so muoh a8 opened
a Bible, This in not all. For 1440 yeara, that is, betore the inven-
tion of printing, every copy of the Sacred Seripiures had to be made
with the pen ; It ook meny years to complete it and a fortune to buy
it, During these 1440 years, when the majorily of the fajithful could
not posmbly get a complete copy of the Bible, how could they have
been saved, it they had had to form their religion from tbe reading
of the Bible? Before the invention of the printing press, if anyone
bad spoken of forming his religion by tbe reading of :he Holy Berip-
tures, he would bhave been taken to s lunatic saylom. Daring thess
1440 years, I challenge my reverend friend to point out ons pingle
church in the Christian world, whether in the East or in the Weat,
whick belteved that Obristianity was to be propagaled or preserved
by the diffneion, readicg acd private interpretation of the Holy
Bcriptures! If be cannot do it, theo his rule of faith,  The Bible
and the Bible only,” is a false rule, a thing unknown to all Christian
peoples until the so-called Beformation of the sixteentb centary.
This is not all : from the time of the Apostles natil the Reformation '
the Churoh of Rome was the sole custodian, translator, sod interpreter
of the Holy Beriptures, especially thosa of the New Testament ; if
the Rev J. Dickson does not believe in the infallibility of that
Charch, how csn he be sure that, during that time, she may not
bave corrupted the Beripturew to suit her system ! Haa he
Dot every reason to suppose so ; and, as it is only throngh the Roman
Charch the Beriptures have been preserved to us, how ¢an the Rev J.
Dickion or any other Protestant be sure that the Bible is the Word of
God at all. How oan they be certain that it is not the work of the
infernal apirit, since it came to them through s Ckurch which they
believe to hava been steeped in error avd euperatition ! Can the Rev
J. Dickeon soive this dificulty ! COatholios belisve in the divinity
and iofallibility of the Church, The Church tells them the Bible is
the Word of God and they accept it as snch, but Protestants who
deny the divinity snd intallibility of the Chereh bave no certsinty
at all that the Bitle which they read is not a falsehood from begin-
ning to end. (2). *The writer of these articles,” he says, * dissatis.
fied with the Blble, and apparently unable to find there sufficient
support for hir doctrine, appeals to and often takes bis text from
what is known as the Apoorypbal (doobifal) Books, These Books
are not written, like the cther Old Testament Books, in ancient
Hebrew, but soapiciously in modern Greek, are never quoted from by
Our Lord and His Aposties, and ara cstensibly a8 full of folly &s an
egg is full of meat,” It ie painful in the extrems 1o see & Christian
minister use such impious, blasphemous langeage of the Divinae
Word, for, benr it in mind, the auothority, integrity and inepirstion
of the Books, which the Rev J. Dickeon apd the Reformers call
“ Apoeryphal,” isas great as that of the Holy Gospels of Bt Matthew,
8t Mark, 8t Luoke or 8t Jobn, since we have them ou the suathority of
the same Church: The Canon of the Bible, that is, the liat of the
Bookn which wera to be considered as authentic, veridic snd fospired,
wes fixed by the Ohurch at the Council of Hippo, 393, the 1hird
Cononcil of Osrthage, 397, and coofirmed by the sixth Couneil of
of Onrthage, 419, at which 200 bishope and two apostolic legaten, sent
by the Fope were present, Were not those holy pontiffts snd doctors
in m better position to jodge which Scriptures were genuine and really
inapired than the fonovators of the sixteenth century? Yet, because
those Books which bave sincg been acknowledged by all the Charches
of the East and of the West, were rejected by the Reformers of the
sixteenth centory, the Bev J. Dickson styles them a3 being * an fall
of folly as an egg is full of meat,” Muonscher, Berthold, Bret.
schueider, etc. acknowledge that it was tkrough party epinit that the
Reformers rejected the Deuterocanonical Books, which have the same
aothority as the otber Books of the Bible (sce Muuascher, Hanbuch
der Christ Dog. 1802, Bertbold Hist. Kritish, T. II 1812, Brst-
scbuelder T. 1) If there is not an infallible tribunal, how can we be
sare which are tke true Scriptures st all? This can be known only
by fradition, which the Rev J. Dickson repudiates, for ke saya @y,
speakiog o me, * He resoria for sapport to tradition and the decress
of Councils and the writings of the early Fathers . . ., whbich
being uninspired, all Protestants consider of smail importance,” The
Rev J, Dickson is calumaniating even some of the most enlightened
Proteetants who admit the suthority of the firet fonr (Beomenical
Councile, oamely, that of Nice, 335, whichk condemned the
heresy of Arius; Irtst of Constanticople, 381, which condamned
the heresy of Macedonins; of Ephesus, 431, which condemned
the heresy of Nestorius, and the Conncil of Chalcedon, 45! which
oondemned the heresy of Eutiches, Many learned divines of ihe
Aoglican Cbarch admit also the anthority of the Fathers of the four
first ceuturfes, and, therefore, he calumuistes thogeands, ey,
millions of honest Protestante who do not, like the Bev J. Dickson,
conslder osoumenical conncils and the testimouy ot the early Fathers
a1 of small importance. Admitting each Father is fallible, yot it aly
the Fathers of the early ages agree about any particnlar matter,
although they lived in different countries, apoke different languages
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and did not communicathe with each other, there being no rajlway,
oo telegraphs, n steamers in those daym, their joint testimony is
sintply ananawerable, because each was a witness of the faith and
eustoms of the country be lived in., If their universsl testimony
can be traced back to the time of the Apostles, it shows apoutolicity
of origin for that particalar thing, which is of the ntmont importanca
no matter what Rev J. Dickson may say to the contrary, Where-
fore, I am portfectly right to quote the early Fathors and connsels
which knew apostolic truthe meeh mors accurately than my reverend
friend. (3) He goss on * More than this, the Rible itwelf, thoogh
fonnded om reason and addressed to reason and bearing the interoal
injunotion * Bearch the Scriptures,” must not aocording to this writer
be interpreted by each man privately, bat by the a6 called *Iufallible
Church,'” Where does the Reverend J, Dickson fisd 1 the Bible that
that it is to be interpreted by private resson? Why did not onr
Blessed Lord write s Bible? Why did he not say to His Apontles ;
“Goand distribute this book everywhere, I will giva men intsllect to
read it and underetang it, it s the only golde they want to seonre
heavenly blies? Instesd of that, He said to them : (1) “ To preach
to all nstions " (Matthew xxviii, 29,) even to the ntmoat parta of the
world " (Acts, i, 8) and that thie wministry was to be continoed by
their successors until all be nuited in faith (Ephes. iv, 2,). (2) He
promised to preserve them and their sucoessors from error by the
ageistance of His holy apirit till the end of the world (3) He com-
manded all to bhemr them and be guilded by thewa *“ He that heareth
you, heareth Me, he that despitheth you despiseth Me,” (Luks, x, 16),
What wae the utility of the preaching of the Apastles, if every one
wan to believe what he liked and to do what be plessed? If all were
commanded to hear the Apostles, as Ohrist Himself, thersfore the
doctrine of private judgment is unseriptaral, misleading and false
When agaio Jesus said to His Apostles:  All power is given to me
in heaven and on earth, going, therefore, teach ye all nations what.
soever Ihave commanded you™ (Matth xxviii, 19, 20,) that is, to
preach and explain 1o the people His doctrine, Is not this & cleay
proof that he did not want the Beriptures privately interpreted to be
oor only rule of fuith, but the living suthority of his Church; Pri.
vate interpretation is the floodgate of error and immorality ; for bow
can you convines of ertor or of wrong-doing & man who belisves
that his privato remeon is to be his only guide and that he is to
believe and practice only what suits his reason !  Will you elaim for
everyone the infaljibility which you deny to the Charch and to the
Pope in matters of faith and morals! The contradictions of the varions
sects which all quote the Boriptures in gupport of their opinioos, show
the fallacy of this assnmption, The text, # Search yethe Beriptares,”
is oot an injunction to interpret the Scriptures by private reason as
tha Bev J. Dickeon does pretend. Thess words were addressed by
our blessed Lord to the Pharisees, whose du ¥ it was to study the
Beriptures and explain them to the people; neither did He allow
them to put their privats interpretation on tbem, bny ioterpreting
them Himgelf, He declared that they gave testimony of Jiim, Ha
refers them to the Bible as proof of Hia divinity, not as to ths source
from which they were to form their religiona belief, Ia it not & great
perversion of this text, on the part of my rev opponent, to say that
in it there ig an injonction to read and interpret privately the Biple{
It the Bev J. Dickeon believes, as he pretends he does, that every one
i6 to form his belief Irom the private reading of the Beriptures, why,
unday after Sunday, does he inculcate bis Presbyterian principles
to his congregation, instead of lesving them to read the Bible pri-
vately and pat any coustruction they please upon it? Why doea he
write pamphlets to propagate hie opivions? Why does he tesch
little children his private views, as if they were infallible defgj-
tions? This ehows ihat, in theory, be believes in private judgment,
bat, in practice, be acts by authority—that is, he contradicts hitmself,
A Catholic does nothing of the kind ; he believes be 18 to Taceive the
explanation of the doctrine of Jeeus Christ from Lhe Church, and that
the Church is guided by the Holy Ghost to explain it to him with
infullible uecurscy, A Catholic is Jogical, the Rev J, Dickacn is not.
All QOatholie prieste preach the same doctrine everywhere ; overy
non-Catholic minister, like the Bev J. Dickeon, has a system of his
own, and tries to persuade people his system is the best of any and
the tost approved by God ; this is how people are permitted to
practice private judgment, With the doctrina of private judgtent,
bow can the unity of faith be kept? ‘' Be careful to keep the unity
of the 8pirit, one faith "—(HEpbes iv, 3). How conld we speak the
same thing, ba ¢f the same mind and of the same jodgment] «[
beacech you, brethren, by tbe name of our Lord Jesus Christ, that you
all +peak the same thing, that yon be perfect in the same mind, and
the same judgment "—(I, Cor.I, 10). Do the advoesies of private
judgment speak 1he same thing, be perfect in the eame mind and in
the same judgment ! Cno God be indifferent if we follow trath or em-
brace error, do good or evil! Yet He muost be, if the doctrine of
private judgment be trne. Let the Bev J, Dickson know that sli
Catholice believe the saame things, are perfect in the same mind nnd in
the seme judgment iz matters of faith and morals; it is 8 wicked
calumoy on bis part to suppoee that I or any other Ostholic priest do
oot believe what we preach ; we believs it, and we are ready to dia
for our faith any dsy, Would the Rev J, Dickson be willing to do the
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