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otr Fxthers presorved in silence, which krepe aloof samly in-
quisitive and worthless idlers? . . .. ... Tho reseon why
some things were delivered unwritten is, lest the knowledge of
the dograas might, by too great a familiarity, come 1o con-
tempt amongst the balk of the peopls,’

Christ nover wrate (unless on the ground) nordud he command
his Apostles towriteany thing  Nay there are caitain things St.
John was commanded not o write. ‘I'he Aposiles preacked and
taught as they were ordered by Christ, bsfore they cver wrofe.
Only some of the Apustles wrote, and they did so, as necessity
raquired, to supply the want of their presence snd their preach-
iug.  "They never wrote te hand dewn the eatire ductfines of
faith, nor did they instruct all people on all sabjects.  ‘They
wrote to meet the exigencies o' each eass as it presented it-
self, and their letters sent to varjous parts were not collecied
together for a very loug timo afier their deah.

* Whaisoever is not read therzin (Holy Scripture) nor may
bo proved thereby, is notto be required of any man that 1t
should be believed, &c.’

Here is hocus pocus and logerdemain which Connt, Cagliostro
himself could not unriddle. Lot us fullow the Protestaut ob-
surdity step by step.

1 Holy Seripturc contains cvery thing necossary to salvation.

2 No man is to bo required to lelieve what s not read
thercin.

3 No man is to be required to believe what cannot be proved
thereby.

The fiest is a very dubious proposition, as we have already
shewn. Itis a simple assertion by a fulible Church.

The second is vaguo and unsausfactory, because it does not
inform us, who is to be the Judge of what s read, or not read 1n
Bcripiure.

One Protestant sect reads one doctrine there, another a totaily
different one.  Who 13 to decide between them?  Oa this
important point the Aricle 1s sdent.  'Tne Churels of Englaud
does not, cannot, pretend that ehe is competent to deiernune
whether a dogma be contsined n Seriptore or not.  flence, m
this ariicle sha supposes theo existence of somo avthoritv, of
some judge outs.de hersclf, to decide this essenual pont,  But
who, or what is tius authonty ! She does not condescend to
inform us, and we must therefore, grope fur her raeamag.
Scripture jtsclf cannot tell whether a doctrine is to be fuund
it or not ; for it is not u living spesking avthonty, but a dead
letter. The unly uliimate tribunal to which an appeal can he
made is, the Bublz Reader himsell, aad lus pude of wu-
derstanding is a pealed to, i somewhat of the fullowing
faghion : .

‘s Beliold the word of God ; (says the Church of Eagland,
referring 1o the corrupted Eaglish transiation) whaisecver you

! read there, you must believe.  But you must not be forced to)
believe by me ar any.one clse,w hatsoerer you do no¢ read there.”’
T'dunt read anyilung there about the Triny, says one; 1 can-
not read anything there about the divine institettion of FEpisco-

acy says another ; Iread o warsant in Scripture for mfant
Eapligm, says a third% I can read nothing about the change of
the Sabhzth from Saturday to any other day, says a fourth ; I
do not.find the doctrine of origrunl sin there, sazs a fifth ; T sce
auv proafthere that a layman, or a woman can be the Head of
a Church saye a sixth , 1 can find nothing ubout the necessity
of goad works, or the etcraity of hell. says a scveuth, and so
an, ad infinitum. until the cycle of Bible 1caders has disproved

*every tenet of the Church of England from Secriptuce alose.
AWd® whiat'ansiér can she make? What authority can she
clim? What Jight or assistance dues she render to every
deubting veader, 10 every bhind wanderer? None whatsoever.
Her poor dupe of 2 Protesizut fuul is as wise at the cnl as
the beginning. - e cant read the Didble with ke spectacles.
He cant find any proofs of ker tenets. He dissents, and protests
arainst her, and 1f she presnmes to whisper the Ylurry Nine
Ariicles, he teplies that the Bible aud nut the Thinty Nine Ar-
ticles, is Ats religion, that the Articles themselves tell him ke
cannot bo vequired to believe any thing whick: is not read n the
Bible, and that he cannot read any thing of the doctrines of
tho Church of Eogland there. . .

N

**No man fe_to 4o requtred 8 bolleve what sassat be
prorad by the Bible.” \ . . !

AN onr furmer reasoning  applies here with equal furce.
There i uo indication of a Judge, of an authority to determins
what can, or what cannot be proved by the Bible. It is indeed
tuated vbscurely that a nght of decshing enists samewhere, w8
sumie budy ot sume ndividual 1s probihited and restrained in
the pover of exacung behief.

This_prear Protestant blurder is made still moro ridiculovs
in the XX Arucle where 1t 1s gz1d @ * The Chureh hath au-
theriy 1o cuntranersies of fath 3 and yet it i3 not lawful for
the Chuareh 1o vrdwn auviling shatas eontrary 10 God's word
written.''  In other wonds 1he Chuoreh has authority, and has
not awthority.  She has authonty i controversies of faith.e.
But 1f, v the opmion of any mdivideal she ¢ ordains any
thing contrary to Ged’s word wutten” she acts unlawfully,
aud she may be disubeyed.  Thus the Chureh s to control
the individual and the individualis to resist the Chureh ; each
part is to rule the whole, and cach member the aggrepate of
s piecious Church.  Let her dare to say for a inoment that
she never does, and never can, * ordain anything contrary to
God's word written™ and she claims the charaeter of Infalhbili-
ty which she ¢onies to be a mark of Christ’s Chareh, and for
asserting which she so furiously Lellowed against the Catholie
Churchi

¢ Thus all disputes for ever must depend,
For no dumnd rule can controversies end.

We tannot resist the temnptation of closing thisarticle by ano-
ther specimen of the bungling absurdities ard contradictions of
this English Church. .

In hév 8th Nomily, Agoiast Perils of Idolory she declares
*“Phat laity and clergv, learned and unlearned, all ages, sects,
and degrees, of men, women and children, of whole Christen-
dom, haverheen at once deowned in sboimnable and  damnable
ldalatry, and that ¢ the space of cight hundred years and
more ' ( \-modest declaration truly for a Clauch that accuses
us of the dostrine of Exelusive Salvation.) But in her 16th
Homily Of the gifts of the Iloly Ghost she presents us & to-
taily different docinine, viz: That e oly Ghost the spisit of
Tuah has beea, and will be always prescnt with the Chuzch,
goveruiny and directing it 1o the world’s end 1 so that it never
has wanted, nor acver will want, whilethe world endures ¢ pure
und sound doctrine, &e.’ |

How are we to reconesle this confl:ctiny evidence ? Or what
erodit can 92 given to a Church-which thus blows Lot aad cold
at the same Lieath T The poor Protestant dupe, ** tossed about
by every wind of duetrine,’” who uttenpts to steer by her faleo
Lizhis. must necessariiv encounter the rocks of infidetity or the
quscksands of crror.  The only comfurt be can aet in lus dis-
tress wiit be something ke the precious assurance of aneof the

Engish ¢ Tpecopal Biskops™ (Dishop Waison) whe i a

chaige 10 his e'erryin the year 1785, alluding to the Christian
daci-ines, thus speaks ¢

s Litak it safer to tell you where they avr containsd than
what they are. 'They aro contaived in the Bible, and 1f i read-
ing that book your sentiments concerning 1he doctrines of Chrie-
uanity should be ditferent from those of your neighbours.* or
fror: those of the Church, be persuaded on your pare, ihat In.
falhibitity appertains aslittle 10 you, as it focs 1o the Church 1 1

There !—TChete’s your wendering Light, Enel shmen, Gen-
tlemen, and Chustans ! If you go astray with that beforo
your eyes, may the Lord enlghten your ¢ Protesizat igno-
rance.”’

You want to be saved,says this Thimble-rigging Church to a
gaping aeophyte of Enghsh Christianity. Ynus, »:cphc:s Hodge.

Well then, you must helieve in the doctrines of Chsist.

Ave, aye, but which be they ? )

Now then stupid ; that’s none of my breiress to tell.  Here's
one of King Jamie’s Libles, and you'll find them all there.

« ¢ hope the Bishop includes Catholic neighhours. If eo,
the Chorch of England may have heen wrong m condemning
ourinterpretativn of Scnpture, as Infalkbility so liule apper-
tains;to her. | . -

.



