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book shapeas we have it now; can the BeyJ.Dioksoncontrovert

'
this f Daring that time— and this wasthe goldenage of Christianity
—how oottldpeoplehaveformad theirreligion from the reading of the
Bible whichwascot yetpublished? Yet,millionsof personsprofessed
Christianity atthat time,although they hadnever somuch asopened
aBible. This is not all. For 1440 years,that is, before theioven-
tion of printing, every copy of theSacred Scriptures bad tobe made
with thepen; ittook many yearsto completeitanda fortune tobuy
it. During these1440 years, when themajority of thefaithful could
not possibly get a completecopy of the Bible,how could they have
been saved, it they hadhad to form their religion from the reading
of the Bible1 Before the invention of the printing press, if anyone
hadspokenof forminghisreligion by tbe reading of theHoly Scrip-
tures,he would have been taken toa lunaticasylum. During these
1440 years,Ichallenge my reverend frieud topoint outons single
church in the .Christian world,whether in theEaßt or in the West,
which believed that Christianity was tobe propagated or preserved
by the diffusion, reading and private interpretation of the Holy
Scriptures? Ifbe cannot do it, then his rule of faith, "The Bibleand theBibleonly," is a false rule, a thingunknown toall Christian
peoples until the so-called Beformation of the sixteenth century.
This is not all:from the time of theApostles until tbe Beformation,
theChurch ofBorne was tbesole custodian,translator,and interpreter
of the Holy Scriptures,especially those of the New Testament;if
tbe Bey J. Dickson does not believe in the infallibilityof thatChurch, bow can be be sum that, during that time, she may not
have corrupted the Scriptures to suit her system f Has he
not every reason tosupposeso;and,as itis only through the RomanChurch tbe Scriptures bavebeen preserved to us,how can the Bey J>
Dicksonor any otherProtestantbe sure that tbeBibleis theWordof
God atall. How can they be certain tbat it is not the workof tbe
infernalspirit, since it came to them througha Church which they
believeto havebeen steepedin errorand superstition? Can theBey
J. Dickson solve this difficulty ? Catholics believe in the divinity
and infallibility of theChurch. The Church tells them the Bibleis
the Word of God and they accept it as such, but Protestants who
deny thedivinity and infallibility of the Church have do certainty
at allthat tbe Bible which they readis not a falsehoodfrom begin-
ning to end. (2). "' The writer of these articles,"he says,

"dissatis-
fied with the Bible,and apparently unable to find theresufficient
support for hit doctrine, appeals to and often takes his text from
whatii known as the Apocryphal (donbtful) Books. These Books
are not written, like the other Old Testament Books, in ancientHebrew,but suspiciously in modern Greek,arenevtr quotedfrom by
Our Lord andHis Apostles, and are ostensibly as fullof folly as an
egg is full of meat." It is painful in the extremt to tee a Christianminister use such impious, blasphemous language of the DivineWord, for, bear itinmind, the authority, integrity and inspiration
of the Books, which the Bey J. Dickson and the Reformers call
41 Apocryphal," isas great as thatof tbe Holy Gospels of StMatthew,
St Mark, 8tLukeor St John, since wehave them oo the authority of
the Bame Church; The Canon or the Bible, that is, the list of the
Books which wereto be considered as authentic, veridic and inspired,
was fixed by the Church at the Council of flippo, 393, the third
Council of Carthage, 397, and confirmed by the sixth Council of
of Carthage,419, at which 200 bishopsand twoapostoliclegate, sent
by the Pope werepresent. Were not thoseholy pontiffs and doctors
ina better positionto judge which Scriptures wsregenuine andreally
inspired than the innovators of the sixteenthcentury ? Yet, because
those Bookswhich bavesince been acknowledged by all theCburohes
of theEast andof the West, were rejected by theReformers of the
sixteenthcentury, tbeBey J. Dickson styles them as being "as full
of folly as an egg is full of meat." Munscher, Berthold, Bret-scbneider, etc.acknowledge that it was through party spirit that tbe
Reformersrejected the DeuterocanonicalBooks, which have the same
authority as theother Books of the Bible (see Muoscher,Hanbuch
der Christ Dog. 1802, Berthold Hist. Kritish, T. 11. 1812, Bret-
SchneiderT. I.) If there is not aninfallibletribunal, howcan webe
sure whichare the true Scnptnres at all? This can be known only
by tradition, which tbe Bey J. Dickson repudiates, for he says (3),
speakingof me, " He resorts for sapport to tradition and the decrees
of Councils and the writings of the early Fathers , . . wbicb.
beinguninspired,all Protestantsconsider of smallimportance." The
Bey J.Dickson is calumniating even some of the most enlightened
Protestants who admit the authority of the first four (Ecumenical
Councils, namely, that of Nice, 325, which condemned the
heresy of Arius; Irtst of Constantinople, 381, which condemned
the heresy of Macedomus; of Bphesus, 431, which condemned
the heresy of Nestoriue, and the Councilof Ohalcedon, 451 which
condemned the heresy of fiutiches. Many learned divines of the
AoglicanChurch admit also tbe authority of the Fathersof the four
first centuries, and, therefore, he calumniates thousands, nay,
millionsof honestProtestants who do not,like the Bey J. Dickion,
considerosoumenical councils and the testimony ot the early Fathers
as of small importance. Admitting each Father is fallible, yet ifall
theFathers of the early ages agree about any particular matter
although they lived indifferent countries, spoke different languages

and didnot commnnicatbe witheachother, therebeing norailway,
no telegraph*, no steamers in those days, their joint testimony is
■imp]yunanswerable, because each was a witness of the faith and
customi of the country be lived in. If their notarial testimonycan be traoedback to the timeof the Apostles, itshowsapostolieity
of origin for that particularthing, which is of theutmost importance
no matter what BeyJ. Diokson may say to the contrary. Where-fore,Iam perfectly right to quote the earlyFathersand counselswhich knew apostolic truths much more accurately thanmy revtrendfriend. (3) He goes on "

More than this, theBibleitself, though
founded onreason and addressed toreason andbearing the internalinjunction < Search the Scriptures,' must not according to this writerbe interpretedby each man privately,butby the socalled

'
InfallibleChurch.'" Where dotstheReverendJ.Dicksonfiodin theBiblethatthat it is to be interpreted by private reason? Why did not onrBlessed Lord write a Bible? Why did be not say to His Apostles:11 Goand distributethis book everywhere,Iwill give meo intellect toread itand understand it, it is the only gnlde they want to secure

heavenly bliss? Insteadof that,He said to them:(1) "To preachto allnations
"

(Matthew xxviii,29,) even to theutmostparts of theworld
"

(Acts, i, 8)and that this ministry was to be continuedby
their successors until allbe united in faith (Ephes. iv, 2,). (2) Hepromised toprestrve them and their successors from error by theassistance of His holy spirit till the endof the world (3)He com-
manded all to hear them and be guilded by them" Be thathearetbyou,hearetb Me, he thatdespithethyoudespiseth Me," (Luke,x,16)What was the utility of thepreaching of the Apostles,if everyonewas tobelieve whathe likedand todo whathe pleasedf Ifall werecommanded tobear the Apostles, asChrist Himself, therefore thedoctrine of private judgment isunscriptural, misleading and falseWhen agaio Jesus said to His Apostles:"All power iigiven to mein heaven andon earth, going, therefore, teaohyeallnations what-soeverIhave commanded you" (Matth xxviii,19, 20,) that it, topreach and explain to the peopleHis doctrine. Is not thisa dearproof that he didnot want the Scriptures privatelyinterpretedto beonr only rule of faith, but the living authority of his Ohuroh; Pri-vateinterpretationis the floodgateof errorand immorality; for howcan you convince of error or of wrong-doinga man who believesthat his privato reason is tobe his only guide and that he it tobelieve and practice only whatsuits bis reason? Will you claim fo»everyone the infallibility which youdeny to theChurch and to thePope inmattersoffaithandmorals ? The contradictionsof the various
sects which allquote theBcriptures insupport of theiropinions,show
the fallacy of this assumption. The text,"Search ye the Scriptures,"
is notan injunction to interpret the Bcriptures by privatereason as
the BeyJ. Dickson does pretend. These words were addressed byour bleased Lord to the Pharisees, whose dv y it was to study theScriptures and explain them to the people;neither did He allow
them to put their privats interpretation on them, but interpreting
them Himself,He declared that they gave testimony of Jlim. Herefers them to the Bible as proof ofHis divinity, not as to the sourcefrom which they were to form their religious belief. Is itnota greatperversion of this text, on the part of my rev opponent,to say that
in it there is an injunction to read and interpretprivately the Bible?If theBey J. Dickson believes,as he pretendshe does, that everyoneis to formhis belief from the privatereadingof the Scriptures, why
Sunday after Sunday, does be inculcate bin Presbyterian principles'
to his congregation, instead of leaving them to read the Biblepri-
vately and potany construction they please upon it? Why does he
write pamphlets to propagate his opinions? Why does he teach
little children his private views, as if they were infallible defini-
tions? This shows that, in theory, be believes in private judgment,
but,inpractice, he actsby authority— that is, he contradictshimself!
A Catholic does nothingof thekind;he believes be is toreceive the
explanationof the doctrine of JesusChrist from the Church,and that
the Church is guided by the Holy Ghost to explain itto him withinfallible accuracy. A Catholic is logical, theBey J.Dickson is not.
All Catholic priests preach the same doctrine everywhere; every
non-Catholic minister, like the BeyJ.Dickson, hasa system of hisown,and tries to persuadepeoplehis system is the best of any and
the most approved by God ; this is bow people are permitted to
practice private judgment. With the doctrine of privatejudgment,
how caa the unity of faith be kept? "Be careful tokeep theunity
of the Spirit,one faith "— (Ephes iv,3). How could we speak the
same thing, ba of the same mindand of the same judgment ? "I
besiech you,brethren,by thenameof ourLordJesus Christ, that you
all tpeak the came tbing, tbat yoube perfect in the same mind,and
the Bame judgment "—(I. Cor.1, 10). Do the advocatesof private
judgment Bpeak the same thing, be perfect in the same mind andin
the same judgment ? Can God beindifferentifwefollow truthor em-
brace error,do good or evil ? YetHemust be, if the doctrine of
private judgment be true. Let the Bey J. Dickson know that all
Catholics believe thesame things, arcperfect in the same mind and in
the leme judgment in matters of faith and morals;it is a wicked
calumoy on bis part tosuppose thatIor any other Catholic priestdo
not believe what wepreach; webelieve it, and we are ready to die
for our faithany day. Would theBeyJ.Dickson be willing todo the
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