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E. What do you mea» by preachiiig the gospel?
C. 1 mecan te inake it kuoNyn.
E. You arc not, then, sent to ius«,in this region, for the gospel ha,;

bec» made known to us already by such preachers as leave us witllout
excuse;- whonî, if ive believo net, we would flot ho persuaded thoucrh
one rose from the dead. I mcea» Mattbew, MLark, Luke, John, aid

HPaul and Peter, if you please. Have yout anything uOW te add ?
C. 1 do not inean to illako it known as if it had neyer bcc.n read

or hieard before; but to niale known wbat tbey have saiti about it.
E. You inca» to expiai» it, 1 suppose.
C. Yes, and to enforce it upon thc attention of manlUnti.
E. To make a fact known is, to preach, and to explain thc m)-e»»-

iing eof that faet is to, teadli. Rlut on your own views 1 wouid huuîibly
iask, Did ever the Fatiier of our spirits send oue class of preachers to
mlake known bis WiIl, and afterwards senti another class to expiai»
tlieir message and to enforce it?

C. 'Yes, lie sent tIe apesties to expiai» the prophets.
E . And lie sent you to expiai» thc aposties;- anti, by and by, lie

JwilI send otler preachers to expiai» yo-u; and 50 expianations ivill
Ineyer cease, ind new missions will succecd each other tili tinie ho no
more. Your saying that lie sent thc aposties to explain the propiiets,
is net more ingenious than Tobiah's saying, 1 le sends tIc event to
expiain the acconiplisliment eof propbiey."

C. And arc there flot miany things in Paui's wr-itings lard to bc
undcrstoed, which the uniearned and ignoraut wrest to their destrue-
Lion VI

E. I hope yeu do net suppose the explanation eof theso things is
preaching. But as you and iuany eof yeur brethren oftcn cite these
words, wiil you hlear a remark or two upoil theni. ït is net the
elpistlcs that is thc antecedent te - lis, but "thc things" nientiened
by Peter. I neod net tell you that epýistolais is feiinie and hois
neuter;- con soquontly, it is not the language or style eof Paul that is
referreti te in this passage, but thc thiugs themiiselvcs of w-hiel lie
spokec. llowcver, I iay ne stress on this distinction. as w-e admit thc
seripturos arc often wrested-but by wvhîoiii Peter savs the iin-
teacliablo, (aakijnet tIc unlcarncd, but, as MNackig!cit says,

thc unteachiabie" and tho dbuble-iuiinded ; anti tiiose aie alivays thc
learned or thoe Who tbink theinscives Wise. You kuow thit flie Re-
manists infer froîn tiiese words the iiecessity of an infallible inter-
preter. Their words arc, "-Thc scr iptures are net sufflicut for de-
cidiîîg centreversios ooncerning the articles eof faiLli andi the decisien
Of thlese inatters is te ho souglit froni the Catholiceclîuirehi."ý But tic
iulisfortune is, that, the Catiiolies do nciL tell us " wlîetlîcr iL is the
Pope alone, or tIc Pope iu cenjuinetie» with bis own elerg'cy. or a go»-
oral ceuncil eof lus bishîeps., or aiiy partienlar couvieil, or any Otl or body
et' mon in tlîeir clîurch distingiset.ic bYa paitieiardeounin.
This is gooti poliey; for aIl thoe te whomî they bave attribto in-
t'allibiiity have erreti, as tlîey arc constraincti te admiiit. Andt 1 thiîîk
yeu wiil admit that noue nowv ifferi more about the niennin)g eof sûrip-

l turc than thc learnoti.


