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whe bo reads St Paul's declaration, **A night aud a day | havo
been 1 the deep,” concludes that he was on & plank upon the
water, and ancother that he was under the water, will it be ne-
cessary to conclude that ono or the other of these wrests the
Seriptures to his own destraction, and must necessarily be lost?
Nobody can behieve it. Then it cannot be of such intorpreta-
tions as these, or the misaprehension of such matters as these,
St Peter speaks ; but we must understand him to speak of
such matters as Christians gencrally, and Presbyterians particu-
lasly, hold to be necessary. For instance, St Paul tolls us,
‘* Abra'am believed and 1t was reputed to him for justice’ |
are we, therefore, to hold vurselves secure, if we only believe,
but are careless about everything clsc!  So of innumer-
able other questions w hich nmedately concern religivn and
morality.

Presbyterians, then, evidently f2il to make out that the ob-
scurities of Scripture are confined to thangs which are not ne-
cessary ; let us see 1f they succeed better n making out that n
is clear 1 things necessary,—clear not for the learned only,
butalso for the unlearned, and not by extraordinary means or
helps from above, but by the due use of the ordinary means.
Their whole proof of tiis resis on the texts from the Psalmist,
** Thy word s a lamp unto my feet, and a hght unto my path,”
*“ The entrance of thy words giveth light ; it giveth understand-
ing unto the simple.”” David, wniung his Psalms under the in-
fluence of divine inspiration, says the word of God 1s a lamp to
his feet, a light to his path, and therefure, every Presbytenan, iu
case he has the written word, 1s to couclude that he is equally
privileged ' David says in the same Psalm, 1 rose at nidnight
to give praise to Thee.”” Shall we, therefore, conclude, forth-
with, that all Presbyterians rise at midnight to sing Psalms ?
But admitting the text to be applicable to all Chrisuans,uothing
proves that David spoke of a word known to him by his own
reading of the Bible,oreven by the common tradition of the Jews
and consequently the text proves merely that knowledge of the
law of God, when once obtained, however obtained, whether by
reading the Bible or from oral tradition,js a lamp and alight. It
does not say this knowledge is obtained or obtainable from read-
ing the Bible, much less doesit say the Bible by the due use of
ordinary means is clear even to the unlearned in all necessary
things. Any man knowing the true religion, might and would
apply the words to himself, even though unable to read a sylla-
ble.  The text, moreove-, makes no reference to the distinction
between things necessary and things unnecessary. I, then, it
prove the necessary facts of the written word to be clear,it proves
the unnecessary facts to beequally clear. Finally, it is pre-
sumable thafSt Peter knew the Psalms of the royal prophet,and
the particular passage in question, at least, as well as modern
Presbyterians know them, and heexpressly and solemnly asserts
that there are things in the Scriptures ¢ hard to be understood,
which the unlearned and unstable wrest to their own destruction.’
But it is unnecessary to say mage on such proofs as these. Pres-
byterians cannot be supposed 1o place any confidence in them
themselves.

There 1s no need of dwelling longer on the fact that the Serip-
tures are not clear in everything necessary. It is allogethes si-
lent on many points of great consequence, as we proved in our
former article, and it barely alludes to athersno less important.
After what we havé said we may conclude the discussion of the
clearness of Scripture with the remark, that Presbyterians mast
have an nnenviable share of assurance 1o assert, as they do, and
apparently without blushing, notwithstanding these words of
Scripture, “ If any man be sickamong you, let him bring in the
priests of the Church, and let them pray over him, annointing
him with oil,”* &e., or these other words, *¢ Take ye and eat,
this 1s my body, . ... . Wherefore, whosoever shall eat this
bread, or drink the chalice of the Lord unworthily, shall be gul~
ly of the body and blood of the Lord,”” that it is rlear there is
no such thing as the Real Presence in the Eucnarist, and that
Extreme Unction is a Popish imposition ; or to assert, as they
also do, in the face of the declaration of St Paul, * He that is
withoat 2 wife is solicitous for the things which belong 10 the
Loxd ; buthe that is with a wife is solicitous for the things of
the world, how he may please his wife: and the unmarried wo-
man thinketh on the things of the Lord, that she may be holy

both tn bady and 0 apirts,” 1 Cor. vii. 3%, 34, that it is, nave:-
theless, clear from Scpture that monastic vows of perpetual
celibacy ate suporstitions and sinful snares. Whilo they reject
Catholic dogmas and practicgs so unequivocally expressed in
the Scriptures we can only smile at their simplicity, or grieve
at their impudence in asserting that they find clearly stated in
Seripture all the rules enjoined for keeping Sunday, and all
the imipediments to marriage origmating in copsanguity or af-
fiity. They can quote long Scripture passages on these poinis
it is true, but these passages are from the law of Moses, which
every onc admils to have bern abrogated by Christ, yet this is
nothing to Presbyterians. They are bent vpon finding Serip-
ture authonity for the practice they have determined to adopt,
and they can hardly be expected not to succeed—in some way ;
cspccial{' since their people were blessed with a plentiful share
of ignorance and eredulity. We would, however since they in-
sist on quoting the law of Moses, when 1t suits their prewmedi-
tations' recoinmend thewm to go the whole length of the thing ;
and, if they will quote the Old Testament for the keeping of
Sunday, letthem keep also the ¢ Sabbath of years,” and leave
their land fallow every seventh year, Lev. xxv. 4. Let them
also keep all the laws of Moses on marriage ; and 1 particular
the law in Deuteronomy xxv. 6, 10. Tiey would then preserve
at least some show of consistency. DBut enough on this branch
of the subject.

We have now reachad the eighth article, which will detain
us a little longer.

¢t The Old Testament in Hebrew (which was the native lan
guage of the people of God of old) and the new testament in
Greck (which at the time of the writing of 1t was most general.
ly known to the nations) being immediately inspired by God,and
hy his singular care and providence kept pure «n all ages, are
therefure authentical, so as in all controversies of rehgion the
Church js finally to appeal ucto them. But because thess
original tongues are not known to all the people of God, who
have a right unto and interest in the Secriptures, and ara
commanded in the fear of God to read and search them, therefors
they are to be translated into the vulgar language of every na-
twn into which they come, that the word of God dwelling plen-
ufully in all, they may worship him in an acceptable man-
ner, and through patience and comfort of the Scriptures have
hope.

‘p‘Matt. v. 18. For verily I say unto you, till heaven and
earth pass, one jot or one tittle shall in no wise pass from the
law, til all be fulfilled. Tsa. vin. 20. To the law and to the
tesimony, &e., Acts xv 15, John v. 46, John v. 39. Search
the Scriptures for in them ye think ye have eternal life; and
they are they which tesiify of me. 1 Cor. xiv. 6, 28. Col .
16. Let the word of Christ dwell in you richly,”’ &e. Rom.
xv. 4.

Before proceeding to consider the real merits of the question
involved in this article, we must say a word or two on the re-
markable appositeness of these Scriptural authorities. We have
so often been compelled to notice the peculiar beauty and force
of Preshyterian logic in the application of Scriptural texts, that
our readers may be well nigh surfeited, as we confess we are
ourselves. Too much of a good thing says the proverh, is good
for nothing. Nevertheless, we must sit yet longer at the feast.
Christ said, ¢ One jot or one tittle shall not pass from the law
till all be fulfilled’*; therefure the Hebrew and Greek copies of
the Seriptures which we now have are authentical, and have
been kept pure in allages! Itis not casy to surpassthis. But
add, for the greater edification of pious Presbyterians, there-
fore .he Bible of King James is authentical, correctly translat-
ed and perfectly pure! 'The marvellous appositeness of this
proof is 1n the well known fact, that St. Matthew from whom
1t is taien, wrote his gospel 1n Hebrew, and that Hebrew text
islost and we have only a translation of 11! Again. T
the law and to the tesumony’’ ; therefor: , if we have a relipiong
controversy to setile, we must run and learn Hebrew and Greek
for it is only by appealing to the Hebrew and Greek copies that
we can have a reasonable hope of arnving at the truth, Wop.
derful logic !  Who but Presbyterians could ever have compasg.
ed it?1 St. Paul found fault with certain primitive Christians,
who, having received the gift of tongues, were eagor 10 speak




