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fizariuse eenne 3ione weo are 19 undorotand the verd 13 1n tre Jusarhat' (xx 34) the © Book of Jehu' (1'd) the remairdoe Jf
wirds of Insutctiou.  But Lilie evziy other falluey, this sttemzt  Svomon’s 3000 parzbles, and 1005 poems’ 13 Kingaav 32) oo
to mystify the plaio wordz ¥ Christ, kas been sijrially refured ' his treating on * planta onc animals?’ (v 33 )

ty the ablest oriental schoiars.  Fur the 1act is, that no jan-;  What has become of Peul's Epistio ta the Corinthians, which
guage 10 tha wurld contains mure verbs which mean 1o sigazfy, w33 witt.ea previvusly to that now Cenonunated his Frraf, #td
t0 represent, ot denute, thaa ti v Syra-Chaldae.  Sume authers, atleded tom (1 Cor. v. 6 ) * 1 wrete unto you su Epistle, &c '

give a hist of roRTY avg, otheis of forTv-FIVE Syro-Chaldai

!

or of Lis Epstle o the Laodiceans which be commands the

verbs witit this signification, any o2+ of which Cluist could and | Colosuans to read ! (e, 16.)

would have used w place of tire verh 13, if hu intended to con-
vey a_figurative and not a Rear Presesce.

We have now auswored a quesiion or two, and we wil take
tha hberty of putting a few in return to the abjector,
tempted 10 do s0 by lus pompous aeclaration of war against tea-
di 1on and the Holy Fatpers, and of protuund atixchsaent to the
Scri;tores.  Hessys: o diy hoprs depend upun the words ol
Sacred Wit

Dot heture his hopes ean be grons2ed © on the words of S1-
cred Writ™ he must he first sstisficd tiat ns Bibiv contaius the
words of Sacred Wut, ued next thut lus interpretation ot these
words 18 a correct oie. Ve humbiy maintun that he ~an do
neither ¢f those things, and thst «-.n.'gu.lucnnlv he eap make wo
ect of Divine Futil enther i the Bible, or 1020y doctrine which
Lo may deduce from it We commend the Sl wng quenes,
}z:‘x:cix will embody our ubjeriioas, to the speesal notice of the
Tieologians of the Times, the crimnnal of tie Guardian, und 1w
ecery Pratestan: in the communuty, and we think they would
b2 much better empluyed in ol zerdating them, than 10 pouning
torcents of unmcrited abuse and filthy calumnies on their Catho-
ilcuaighbours.

How do you hnow that vour ible 13 the word of God?

D:¢ you ever see the vriginz} of the Bible t ¢r weuld you un-
darsiand it if you did ?

How do vuu krow that the bosks eantained in the Bible were
wittten by 1kose whoss names «.e prefixed to them?

i do you know that tho varvus writers of the Ol and
New Testament were inspired?

_ How ean You prave their fuspiraticn frony their own assertion
nince oven Christ said of Limael’ * [f ] give tesumony of my-
self my testimony is-not tcue :

How can the Bible prove ns2if to be inspired, or how can any
part of the Bible, prove that every othet part 18 insyired 2

If the Bible bz the only rule of Fauh, us Protestants aliege,
how could the first converted Jews or Pagans recene the Apos-
tles as such, before they saw the Bibie, or befure any part of the
New Testament was writien ?

How could all those Christians who died in the belief of Chaist
during the lomg period batween his death and the completion of
the New Testament-be saved without the Bible?

For fitfteen hundred years hefore the invention of printing whea
manuseript coples of the Dible were so rare and ~o costly that 1t
was absolutelv impossible fur the immense majonty of Chnstians
to procure & Bible at all, how could the countless mithons of
iée_l!:?v;:rs attain to the knowledge of the True Faith,without the

ibla?

¥f tho Bible alone he the Rule of Faith what will become of
all those who cannot read, and who are consegnently unable to
avail. themselves of the Rule?

Wiy do you admit inte the Scriptural Canon the Gospels of
St Mark aand St. Luke who were nof Apostlcs and reject _the
wntings of St. Barnabas who was, and of whom 1t is said in the
Acts, that * o was full of the Holy Ghost and of faith?”
{x1.24.) )

Dogs it not appear from the Bibls itself, that many other sa-
cred books have been written,of which we have now nu uccount
and which aic lost for ever?

In order to formor apply the Rule of Faith, is it necessary to
read the wholo of the Scdipture, or only a part?  If the whole
13 it not imposstble to b produced? If a partonly, on what au-
thority do you declare ary part of the Bible to be sufficient

Where is the “ book of the Wars’ (Numbers xxi. 11) the
* baok of the Just® (Joshua x. 13. 2 Kings i, 18) tho * Acts of
hxng David (3,Ghron er Paralip xaix. 20) the ¢ book of Samuel
tne Seer,” of ¢ Nathan the Prophet, of ¢ Gad the Seer’ (Ibid)
the * Acts of Solomon® (2Chron or Paralip ix 29) the ¢ Prophecy
<f Alijas,’ the ¢ Visiors of Addo the Seer’ (Ibid) the * Acts of

We are;

l

Where are the sentences our Saviour himse!f wruto twice oa
the 2round U (Jolu v, 6. .

It these audowary orber furts of Scripture be trrevocably loat
how can you teld but thutthe lost pottons were 1nspired, and
also cecessary for the wiegriny of the Rule?

How do vz aeceant £ ine 11et Jhat Chnst never gase his
CAP siled any com il to el Dt wesiced thome to proack and
tach the Gospel w7 gt 2od evory crature, 2nd sleo for
the ®ingular fact that the oniy v oids wiheh beas eid to have
woiten bunself, have not been preserved, aur hanged dewn
to us?

Here arc a few preiminary gacstions to which we thall con-
fine curselves this week, and which ought to furmsh serious
matter for reflection to all tlaee who cry out that the Bible
alone 1 the Rale of Fanth.  Though we never expect to hout
one rational ur consistent reply to thuse queanes, we will conti-
nue them tn futere numbers for the purpose of shewing our
Protestant neighticurs, on what wecertain aud dangecous quicks
sands, they are buddng thes fanh, and thor hopes of sl
vation.

GREAT PROTESTANT LIES. AND HIIGE ¢ PROTES.
TANT IGNORAXNCE.”

* Qn 4 irseitme est, yram mentes mortaliem falsis et menda-
ctbus vieis concitare I’ Cicer 2 de Diwvias. c. b. 2.

Falsehood s dangerous sud fool:ish aa weil 23 crimizal, fer
when deterted 1t is sure ta reconl upon its author.  This truth is
exemplitied every day ia the numerous cusversicas to the Ca-
tholic Church. Eler dactrines have been calumniated and mis-
represented by Protestznis with such unblushing audacity that
when their honest dapes bagin o open their eyea, and to disco.
ver that what they were taught from their infanoy to be Catho-
hic doctrine is a gross caricatnre of our holy Religion, and a
whole tissua of Lies and absurdities, they are so iadignant at
the v.le tnck played off an their credulity that their firet move-
ment is one * in the direction of Rome.”

And surelv nothing can be more natural. Conceivs 2 mem-
ber of any of the Protestant Churches, trained up frem bis in-
faney 1 the belief that Catholica hate him, that they would
think it no crimo to injure him—that they biave no respect for
the sancuity of an oath—that they can obtain the purdon of any
crime for money~—ihat they can gut leave to commit avy sin
they plcase, by paying a stipulated sum—that with them, the
end justifies the means no matter how wicked—that tkey make
a Goddess of the B. Virgin, and worship her ss such—thay
they adore angels and saints and offer them the homage that
belongs only to the Deity—that they place their hopes of sal-
vation in their priests, or in prayers, fasting and superstitiovs
practices and not .n the merits of Jesus Christ's Passion and
Death—1kat they hato the Bible, and are not permuited o read
it, and prefer human traditions before 1t—that they make 1dola
and images and set up Relics to adore and pray to them as if
they were God—1hat their priests preach to them in unknown
to;gues, and that they have blotted out or concealed one of the
commandments lest the deluded people should see the danger of
1do} worship—that the Pope can give them a dispensation to de
any thing no matéer how wicked provided it be for the good of
the Chusch, that there is a regulax list kept in 3 book st Roms




