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TRACTS FOR THE MILLION.

13E COURCH THE WITNESS OF SCRIPTURE ;

o lIloW DO WE KNOW WHAT THE
‘BIBLE IS?
(Concluded.)

A writen document of any imporlance requires,
;otie ordinary trausaclions of life, the attestation of
witnesses, and so also does Ifoly Scripture, which is,
lter all, but 2 writcen document.  And this fact of
its inspiration, being a fa_ct atonce =0 very imporiant,
and s0 altogether belpngmg toa snperz}ahn'z'\l ovder of
ilings, Tequires & wilness qt a.pecuh:n: lupd gf at-
thority.  Indeed, our belief in the inspiration of
Seriplure, Lo be thoroughty and satisfactorily estab-
lished, should rest on the testimony of an inspived
witness, that. wilness again proving by miracles that
«ueh disine commission Lo teach and testify bad been
veally given biw.  Aond just suc;l} wilnesses we have
in the Apostles of owrLord. We know thiat, in the
old dispensation, i'nspn'cd .an(l wonder-working Pro-
phiets arose from time to lime ; and we are told by a
Towish bistorian, that by them was attested the inspi-
wtion of the sacred books of ihe Old 'Yestament.

Phis received a furtber seal from the testimony of the

Apostles, and {0 the ingpiration of the New Testa-

meat they are the sole witnesses.  But, how do we

Lnow that they bore such testimony?  Iow do we
 know any thing about them?  We were none of us
“living in their time, nor our fathers, nor our fathers’
 fathers, for many gencrations back.  Who, then, is

there, yet living among men, who heard them speak,

and can bear witness lo what they said 7 There is
aue such witness, and ane only—the Catholic Church,

She exists in our day, she existed in the days of our

fathers, she existed in the days.of the Apostles; and

thronghout she has retained, and still retains her

Hentity—-thongh ages Lave passed away, and succes-
~.sive gonerations of her children lave sprung into
| ‘being, Yived, and disappeared, lilze the Icaves of the
furest,

Tt is on her testimony that we ground our belief in
1y inspiration of Seripture; and that too with un-
hesitating certainty, Lecause we Jocl upon her not as
2mere human witness, nor as the mouthpicce of a hu-
man {radition, but as a witness who can neither de-
eeive nor be deceived : a witness, not inspived indeed
mwere the Apostles, for she has not, like them, a
aew revelation to promulgate, but infallible, that is,
divinely guarded {rom ali possibility of cvror, in
whaterer regards faith or morals § such she claims to
be, and we believe her elainy, because her very exist-
enee through so many centuries, and under so much
opposition—her Catholicity, her unity, her changeless-
ness from age 1o age, where every thing is changing
around hier, the supernatural haliness of so many of
her ehildren, and her abiding gift of miracles, are to
vssuffieient grounds of belief. Protestants admit none
of these ; yet in this most important point, (o them
allimportant,) the inspiration of Seripture, they
trust ler testimony as urhesitatingly as we do our-
selves,

Again, another point on which (at least as far as
the New Testament is concerned) they receive her
d‘ECISJOIl without question is, that of what is called the
Canon of Scripture, that is, what hooks arcto be ac-
counted as really inspived, and what not. Protestants
generally have a kind of superstitious notion akout
.the'l?ﬂ})k, asif it were something essentially one and
wliisible, and as if to doubt the genuineness or inspi-
ration of a single line were to doubt that of the whole.
This last beliel is true now, because all contzined
n the Bible has now received the scal of the Chureh's
testimony ; and therefore mow to doubt any, would
be to douht {he authorily which stamps autlieniicity
o all.  Butit was far otliecrwise at the beginning.
There are two facts which ought to be known to
\ f" ‘l’iisgris‘, }l’lntlthc’y may better understand the value
aze {}“]‘ltlcﬂl 5 tes}xmony in this matter; in the first
by o *“to blell‘e were very many wrilings, believed
ot tho lj'u'st : mspil_cd, current ameng the Christians
ol :_be.se which the Chureh has since rejected,
atiely, o J_e(.t;?n .Pljote_s_tnnls have acquiesced so
rery nax’n : mmla ‘ p olgablht_s: fo be ignorant of l]}e
the cepon 5( p\etlc.ns.lons of thesc writings ; and, in
believe 1o b]e ﬁicaéld{ of the books which they now
estion thern e ]c?pturc so unhesitatingly, that to
were long o ]?to:;( seem like blasphemy, several
hst receivod bll f‘ a(l-_):out in carly times, though at
There wore no}') :c ] hurph as genwine Scripture.
wmong the i l_OIS 'til 'an 1.\veu'ty-ong gospels current
nabas Whic‘h Hl| j lere was‘an epistle of St. Bay-
dso 1y epistle L‘Fssst act;lthel present day ;3 there was
ird in Sui‘:ccssl;o f-. £ %nentr, Bishop of Rome, the
porary of his Bh.‘!_"“l. té PCter, but also a cotem-
Perseentor m a’dE lclP iv. 3,) for the sword of the

s 100 hs ape :udcessno:x veryrapid in those days;
the « Shephord bQWIé t.oﬁl-s; and a work, called
e of St. Panrig fﬁ); 2 crmas, who was also

. nds, (Rom. xvi. 14.)  These

were used to be read in many churches in carly
times ; but afterwards, on careflul inquiry and investi-
zation, were rejected by the Chuech, from the canon
of inspired Seripture,  On the other hand, St. Paul’s
cpistle to the Ilebrews, the two episiles of St. Deter,
(he epistle of St. James, that of ¥t. Jude, the two
last ol St. Joln, ard the Lock of the Apocalypse,
also single clapters, or portians of chaplers, in three
ont of the {our Gospels, were Jong much doubted
about and questioned, thongh at last received.  And
all this was done, the one were reccived and the
othersrejected, only by an anthoritative decision of the
Chuareh that is, by the decision of couneils, as they
are called, or assemblies of Bishops, vho, on examin-
ing the subject, nsed indeed all the means which the
most cnlighlened Luwan wisdem could swggest as
likkely 1o bring them to a right conclusion, yet at the
same time mamly relied on the guidance of the Toly
Spirit, whom Chuvist ITimself bad promiscd should lead
them into all truth,  Aund this deeision, so made has
never since been questioned, as far at least as the
New Testament is concerned, but is adliered to by
Trotesiants quite as unhesitatingly as by Cathelics.

Vith respeet to the Old Testament Seviptures,
there are certain books which have heen decided by
the Clmrch in the sume way to benspived Seripture,
and which were aceordingly received assuch for more
than (welve centuries by ail Chiistians, without cx-
ception, bt which Drotestands now vejeet on the
anthority of the Jews, who do nof admit the said
books to be inspired.  Their Ristory is briefly this:
T'he Old Testament books were for the first time
collected and gathered togetler into a velume, as is
cenerally believed, by Tsdras or Tozea, who lived at
the time of the Babylonish eaptivity.  These writ-
inas, as we know, had been composed at long inter-
vals of time, and their inspiration altested by a
succession of inspired, and, for the most part, wonder-
working prophets.  Iut after the time of Tsdras,
other books were written, and others again dizco-
vered which had been written bofore 3 ol these are
what Drotesivafe il the Apoeryphzd Books; und
at tie time of onr Lords coming upen carth, the
Jews were divided in opinion as to the fact of their
inspivation, there never having been any authoritative
decision of the whole Jewish Church wpan the sub-
jeet.  Josephus the JJewish bistorian, gives as a
reason for notaccounting them inspired, that since the
Babylonish captivily there had been no certain sue-
cession of prophets to atiest ithem, But our blessed
Lord is to us o prophet, and more than a prophet ;
He wust have known whether or not these boeks
were inspired, snd e Is not likely to bave withheld
such knowledge from Fis Apostles, nor they, again,
from their disciples; and therefore, when, after mueh
question and discussion, and caveful sifting of the be-
fief of the apostalieal churches, the collective voice
of the Church decided that they were to be reccived
as Scripture, one does not see why even Protestants,
receiving as they do, without question or Lesitation,
the whole of the New Testament solcly on this very
same testimony of the Catholic Church, should yet
totally and confemptuousiy reject that iestinony as
regards the Old Testament, preferring to it the au-
thority of those Jews who are the descendants of the
crucifiers of aur Liord, and who, having rejected Him,
ave themscives rejected of God, and no longer Ilis
chosen people, nor under the guidance of Mis Spirit.
“Ive Chirch of Engiand in her 6th article declares,
that by Holy Seripture we do understand those
canonical books of the O!d and New Testawent, of
whose authority there never was any doubt in the
Charch 3 but, as we have scen, if she veally carried
out this principle, she would reject the epistle to the
Hebrews, the two cpistles of St. DPeter, the epistles
of St, Jamnes and St. Jude, the two last of St. John,
and the Book of the Apocalypse, which she never-
theless receives without hesitation as inspired Serip-
ture.

But the wonder, after all, is rather that Profestaats
accept these books than that they reject the others ;
for svhy, believing of the Church, as they do, they
accept her testimony at all on a wnatter so all-im-
portant, it is hard to say. And, in truth, this incon-
sistency of admitting the authority of the Church on
this point, and rejecting it on every other, is keenly
felt by Drotestants in other countries, more especeially
in Germany, where the people are more given to rea-
soning than we are; and they accordingly reject it
biere also, and set themselves to the examination of
Scripture as {recly and fearlessly as they would fo
that of any other books, till they have el]dcd, too
many of them at least,in doubting the genuineness of
one portion, criticising the history, or chronology, or
morality of another, and totally disbeliering the in-
spiration of the whole. Some bold and active minds
in this conntry arc unlappily following their example
—most unhappily, but as Protestants, certainly uot
unreasonably ; the unreasonableness is rather with
those who act otherwise. The truth is, that Protest-
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inn{is‘p, as it ordbrily exists in this counfry, isa mere
Ptissug of inconsistencies, and holds a position that
| caml'?t be explaived by any rules of common sense.
v Why, believing no move, it believes so wmuchj or
whyt believing so mueh, it believes no more, isa com-
pleta puzzie.  Protestantism in Eogland is like »
aveal tee torn up by tle roots from the rock out of
n‘hic‘ it g and leaning head foremost overa clasm,
set fiayed inits fall either by sowme of its fihres still
clinging to the soil, or by some other interposing
foree; while Protestantism in most other eountries,
more especilly in Gormany, is like the same free
falled utterly and lyiag prostraie in the abysss orin
othet wails, Profestantism elsewhere is, for the most
part] siwple wnbeliels here, by a happy inconsist-
eney, it refains o disjointed and fragmentary Christ-
janity.  But (his cannot long continue s the tree may
tremule for a while over the chiasmy, Lat the fist
stovin will bl it down.  Minds are now fast
awdening Lo reason, and inquire concerning veligion ;
ardlwhen this is the case, an inconsistenl system can-
wot' long cdure; and this very beliel in Seripture,
which, us we bare said, has been long thrown aside,
al least among the morve intellecteal in Protestant
Crermany, will it is to be feared, not Teng abide in
Cantastant Lugtand 3 for in treth it hasno rezsonable
bagis except trust in the testimony of the Churels
and it is not reasonable to trust that testimony with
such T lieit faith in this oue particular, and on every
otlier te 1 ject it with seorn and hatred, as though it
were tie vory volee of the decciver.

Bettur, however, by far is ineonsisten( belief than
istent upbelicf; and this very inconsistency ol
our Pictestant comntrymen may be iraced to their
instinetive couviction of a great truth, which, if
brouglit o light and consciously recognised, might go
far towards Jeading them back to the Chuveh. Itis
this, that, if Christianity De frue, there nust he some-
where ax infallible teacher 1o explain 1o us what it
is 3 and for this veason: Christianily demands belicf
asa « Adition of our cternal satvation, which could
ot LEii viere were no meuns of ascerfaining what
it is that we are expected to believe.  Protestants
have thrown aside the Church, which, far fifteen
centuries, had been acknowledged as that infallible
teacher ;3 hut stil they have not thrown aside the
decp inward conviction that such a teacher there
must be 3 and as there is no body of men, no living
authority, except the one they lave rejected, which
kas any imaginable claim to be such, they naturally
enough seize on the written word without inquiring
very carefully whether from its struciure it appears Lo
lave been intended by God to stand in the stead of 2
livine {eacher, whether from the resuit it appears that
it actually does teach with certainty, or, which alone
s {0 our present purpose, what reasons they have for
belicving in its inspiration.  In fact, the real ground
on which they receive it is this: an infallible teacher
there must be somewhere; and if this be not such
there is none 3 this last assertion being a begging of
fhe very question at issue between them and the
Catilic Church.  All we would urge upon them,
at present is, to hald fast this beliel ia the inspivation
of Heripture ; but at the same tiwe Lo remember on
whose sole testimony itis that they lave real solid
ground for that belief ; and therefore to asl them-
selves whether, as in {his she gives what they all feel
and know to be true testimony, they ought not in
candor 1o give hera patient hearing when she gocs
on to explain what is the true ofice of this oy
Scripture for whose inspiration she vouches, and her
own with regard toit; and also, what is the true
menning of those sacred oracles to which Protestants
themselves, if they be at all carnest-minded, must
fcel they need some key, as no twe sccts, scarcely
any two individuals, understand them alike. “Lhis last
subject, however, must be entercd into more {ully on
another occusion, when we shall consider the Church
as the Tnterpreter of Scripture.
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THE CATHOLIC FRIEND SOCIETY.
(From the Boston Pilol.)

The introductory lecture was given by Mr.
Brownson. Why do Protestants persecute Catholices?

In every country where Protestantism was intro-
duced, it was introduced by intolerance ; by appeals
to the secular power. It was so introduced into
Great Britain,  Whips, scaflolds, and prisons were
the means employed. It was so introduced into
Sweden and Norway. Protestantism would never
lave taken root in Germany, if the princes had not
dvawn the sword te fovee it on the people. They
were gratefal to reformers who allowed them to have
two wives at once. And Protestantism persccutes
now, appeals now to the secular arm as much as
it ever did. ‘The sccular power upholds what litte 1s
left of it in Prussia and the German Drotestant
States, in England, as witness the Penal Bill, in Ire-
land, as witness the great emigration. Sweden and

Joihcr northern couniries make it an offcuce to be
!_con\'crtcd to the Catholic Church.  And in this
teountry, the same thing is evident. In colonial timer,
most of the States upheld Protestantism, and pevse-
cuted Calbolies by statutes mude to that express cod.
Triests Lave been murdered in America for heing
Catholic Priests.  12ven now, Protestantism s as
persecuting as ever.  "Lhe anti-popery lectarers awd
writers, who make it their especial business (o show
what Protestantism is, are continually endeavoring to
stiv up popular Jeeling against Cathalics, and
induce government to re-enact laws against thems.
A large proportion of Amevicans, all ol thew who ave
sincere Protestants, are very willing to perseente
Catholics, or to have them perseented.  They will
not allow Catholics 1o lield office, i they can help it.
Vhey take care to show their leclings by their
treatment of defenceless Catholies who happen to be
soldiers, puvpers ov criminals,  New hunpshive still
enforees & penal faw agninst Catholies,  Maryland
has still a statule forbidding Catholies to approach
within a certain distance of the State Mlouse.
The fact, then, that Prolestants perseewded Catho-

Flies always and everywhere is sufficiently demonstrated.

Why do they perseeute?

1t is not hecause they think there is no salvation
in the Catlolic Chwrel. Tew, if any, Prolestants,
say that Catholics cannot be saved.  "Lhe most they
claim, on this score, for Protestantism is, that it is
cosier (o go to heaven in thelr way. No need of
fasting, und mortification, of swerumental confession,
or of those things comuanded by Clrist, which are
painful to the {lesh.

Tt is not becanse they thisk that the Chureliis a fuise
Clurcl.  Prolestants who care sothing for religious
forins are not scldom the most violent persceutors.
England ean fuirly be taken as a favorable example of
a Protestant country. But Ineland actunlly supports

Mahometanism and Tleathenism in Asia. And publie
funclionaries are expressly commanded to do nathing
which may wnuceessarily shock the prejudices of
Pagans and Mahometans.

Tt is not because they think that Catholies are not
loyal, peaccable citizens, Their religion teaches
them to be loyal.  Aund their conduet under perscen-
tion proves that they are loyal, even to perseeuting
government. Indeed, it is a sevious complaing agaimt
them that they are now too loyal in Lingland and
America.

Tt is not because they think (hat Catholies cannot
be true republicans. "'he history of Catholic republics,
and of Catliwolies in Auneriea, where Catholics are ac-
cused by Protestants, of being servilely true to the
government, prove enough on this head.

Tt is because Catholics owe spiritual allegiance to
the Pope, because this very allegiance is the salvation
of legitimate governments, inasmuch as it keeps
Catlolics loyal to the temporal magistrate, while Pro-
testants around them are engaged in an unjust rebellion,
or in schemes for disunion. And the only temporal
magistrates who ever complained of this allegiance
were downright tyrants who saw their subjeets pro-
teeted by the strong arm of Rome.

There are two cities: the City of God and the
City of the World. One represents the spirit
warring against the flesh; the other represents the
flesh lusting against the spivit.  Oue is the stronghold
of the Church, the other is the stronghold of Pro-
testantising which, when it is stripped of its disguise,
is Atheisin, or Carnal Judaism. The flesh mmust lust
against the spivit ; it is its nature to do so. Iivery
man has to himsclf a living proof of the fact. So
Protestartism sust lust against the Church, it is its
nature 1o do so. Cathoticity, the religion of the
Spirit, teaches, in the religious order, the Unity,
TUniversalily, Apostolicity, and submission to the voice
of God, speaking through the Churchj in the political
order that both governments and peoples have both
rights and duties; that rulers are bound to govern in
rightcousness and in justice, and that the people are
bound fo be loyal citizens ; in the civil order, that all
men are equal, childven of one Father, made of the
same specific substance, and licirs of the same glory ;
in the cconomical order, that commercial theft is as
criminal as any other theft; in the social order, that
the poor are blessed, and the rich in peril, unless they
regard themselves as stewards of the poor; and in
the literary, scientific and artistic order, that litera-
ture, science and the arts are strictly amenable Lo the
rules of moral theology, and totally subservient to e
In a word, the Church teaches that this world is
means to an end, which is God.

Protestantism, the religion of the flesh, npholds, in
{lie religious order, Variety, Nationality, and Novelty ;
in the political order, that government has no rights,
and that a faction may, without crime, upset the
government, that the people have no duties to govera-.
ment ; in the civil order, that the distinctions of race
are cssential, and therefore man, a fizhting animal

naturally, that mda had not o common origin, and,



