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#| the aufficiensy of Seriptare. 1t makes the B:bie ia itmelt
cunsideccd, virtually a sealed bouk, or a book of riddles, whose
sensg, if gonse it have, only u fow adepts can make out.  No-
thing could bo more hustile to that sufliciency of the 1luly Serip-
tures which Presbytertans profess to assert as their fundi.mental
prineiplo.®  These conteadictions ean surprise no one at all ac-
qaamted with sectarizns.  Inquity and error must ever of ne-
cesaity contradict themselves,  Oaly justice and trath ean be
always consequent and sell consistent.

But let us pass to the examination of the Scripture testimony
by which the Presbvtertan divines atempt to prove that the
written word coutains everythisg nelessmy and is the sole rule
of fauh and practice,  'U'be passage addaced is the same which
was previously brought forward, and wiich we exanuned
our former article, namely, *¢ All Seripture is given by inspir -
tion of Gud,” &e. ; ouly 11 now produced with the addition
of the words, ‘¢ that th2 man of Gud may be perfect, thorongh-
ly furmshed uato all good works.”* What more inapposue or
more inadequate to their purpose could they possibly allege 1—
"Che holy}A postle 1s here instructing his diseiple Tunothy, not
gawving directions to Christians generally. Ho speaks, more-
over, of the Old Testamunt, the vnly Scnptures Timothy conld
have known from hus childhood, since a great part of the New
Testament was not wrtten ull after St. Paul wrote this epastlc,
agd the part which was writetn had, most hkely, not vet been
collected into a volume. If, then, the text quoted proves any
thing to the purpose, 1t proves too much; for it proves that the
old Testament alone is sufficient, which Presbyterians would be
as loath to adunt as we. Such a conclusion mnght, indeed, be
acceptablo to Jews : but even Presbytertans iust rejeet it at
oace. ‘Then, agaia, the text by no means asserts ar maintains
tho suficiency ot the Seriptures of the Old ‘Testament, nr of
the Now, or of both together. It simply 1adicates tho Sevip-
tares, aud especially those of the Old Testament, the anly
Scriptures the lloly Apoustle 1s then speaking of, as an excel
lont means of pertecting the man of Gud,~—that is, the clergyman
the bishop, or pastor of souls,—of thoroughly furmishing” him
fur every goud word and work. Al this is true, and does not
1 the least suppose that the Scriptures contain everything ne-
cessary and aie of themselves alone sufficient for every'purpose.
It simply supposec that the clergymen will acquire perfecuon
by the perusal and study of the Sacred Scriptures. If we ex-
hort a young orator to study Demosthienes, and tell him that thus
study wil perfect him as an orator, and furmsh him with pro-
per models for overy species of composition, we by no means
assert or imply that Demosthenes will 2 usolately suffice for eve-
ry thing, and that there will be no need of Greel: grammar and
lexicon, without v hich, perchance, Demosthenes might be a
sealed book. Hence, this texi, adduced by Presbyterians to
prove that the Scriptures alone are sufficient for every thing,
and are the sole rule of faith and practice, proves nothing to
their purpose. It is one of thosc illusory and nugatery proofs
with which this Confession of Faith abounds, and merely proves
auther the want of ingenuousness and stries tegnty on the part
of its framors, or the great d.fliculty they found in drawmg
*“goud and necessary consequences” from the worde of
Scnpwre, - o .

Bui, ieaving this text, we tutn to the consideration of the
Scriptural auhorities adduced for rejecting Catholie traditions,

‘The pettinoney and force of these authonities consist in 2 spe-
cies of trick, which is anything but ingenuous, and is altogether
dnworthy the character, we were about to say, even of Presby-
terians.  Wo are told that the Scripiures are so complete, that
nothing is to be added to them ** by the traditions of men,”"—
just as if any Catholic held that treditions of men were to be
1aken as the word of God ! If the question turned on traditions
of-men, traditions broached and set up, afier the Apostles, by

*The Christian reader will readily undertand we here nei-
ther dery nor mean to deny the necessity of divine grace, to
enable oae to make xm act of faith meritvrions in the sight of
God.  Bat an pct of faih is onp thing, aud ascertaumng the
racaaing of 4 text of Seripture quile anvtber thing, *

inen who gave out their own visiviis, fancice, exsogitations for
ihe word of Gad, we should be as ready, to eay the least, to dis.
card them as Presbyterians.  We grant, nay, carnestly con-
tend, that all sueh traditions are to bo dizcarded, and this is onn
reason why we ¢o, aud must discard Presbytenamam itsclf,—
palpably a'mere tradivaen of men, fiest concucted full 1660 years
after Christ and his holy Apostles.  "These are not the tradi-
tians Cathalies sssert and contend for.  Catholies say Curistund
Ins Apostles taught men, viva voce, many things which were
uot committed to writing, but which have been prcser\cd_fam.-
tully in the ductring and practice of the Chureh, according to
the zdmunttion uf dhe holy Apostle Paui .= Suand firn, bre-
thren, and hold 1l o traditions yon have lcnrnc‘d. whether by
word or by cur epistle.’”” 2 Thess. it. 14.  Theso traditions
are not the traditons of men, butan integral part of the revec!-
ed word,—the cevelations and teacting of God (tradited; wuk-
out wilting as they transmit languape, aud various pructices
aud habits, which no one finds firxt, 1f at all, in books, but which
every one learns long before opening a bouk.

["the Presbyterians had the candour to acknowledge these
facts, or if their readers were aware of thens, they would sec,
ata glance, that the passages adduced do nut in the least, im-
puen Catholic traditions.  Those passages simply condemn tra-
ditions of men,~—uot traditions transmitted by men. but tradi-
tions which are of human origin, and which Catholius have al-
ways been and are, the first and most strenuous to condemn.—
The first text adduced is from St. Panl. ¢ Though we, or au
angel from heaven preach any othier gospel unto you than that
whieh we have preached unto you let him bo aceursed.”  The
Presbyterian divines bring forward this passage as expressly
coudemmug all traditions; but no selection conld be more wu-
fortunate fur them. It not only says nothing agaiust traditious,
but is an aw ful denunciation of Presbyterianism, and an express
command to all who would adhere to the gospel of our Lord to
hold 1t accursed. Thaese divines would represent this text to
mean, If any bedy holds auy docinine to be divinely revealed nut
written in the Scriptures of the Old and New Testaments let
him be accursad . therefore let Papists who hold traditiond] doc-
trines, be accursed. Yet there is no scholar but would be
ashamed 1o pretend that this is the real meaning; and even
Presbyterians tncinselves, 1f they would exemine the context,
would, on tlus point. agree with us. The Galatians had been
converted to Chrst by the Aposile St. Paul, who had tahn
areat pains to make them understand that the Mosaical cereno-
Ries were not only unnecessary, but, if obsersed in a Jewih
spirit, and cousidered a necessary part of Chnstianity, even su-
perstitious,  Some Jewish tezchors went among them, and jei-
suaded thein to embrace these same cereimunies as Lecessry,
and thus caused them to turn agam {o the wesk and poor cie-
mentg of the law. They observed days and months and yeus,
and wished again to come under the Law.  (iv. 9, 10, 2i.)—
On learuing this the Apustie wrote to them in terms of m*agled
holy indignation and burping charity. ¢ 1 wonder that you are
su suon removed from him who called you to the grace of Christ
to apother gaspel which 1s not anutber, onlyjthere are sume wha
trouble you, pud, would pervert the Guspel of Christ. But
though we or an angel from heaven preach any other gospel 10
sou than that which we have preached to you, let him be anz-
thema.” ‘['he meaning of St. Paul is clearly, If any bady,
even an angel from heaven, come to preach to you the necessuy
of Jewish observances, let him be accursed ; and, 10 3 more ge-
neral sense, if any one, even an angel, preach tv you any duc-
trine contrary 1o that wiuch we have preached, Iot him be ae-
cursed. That this is his meaning, and that the one given in
the confession is absurd, must be manifest to all who reflect that

St. Puul says rothing here.of a guspel written, but speaks sim-
ply of a gospel preached ,—thut the Four Goespels were not then
written ,—Cettaiuly not that of St. John, which was not then
written till many years afterwards,—and , that many othér por-
tions of the Scrniptures were also as yet unwritten, as learned
Presbyterians are themsclves aware and admit. If {!'ne Presby-
terian interpretation of the text weye admi}qe;l, we should be re-
quired to reject every writing of the Aposiles postérior to the



