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w^r^sses Thus was the New Testament Cln.^^^
U^ foundation of apostles and prophets, Jesus Christ hin.elf
b ng ho elnef eornor stone,' -and the great test, the .(uarcand rule apphed to the whole was the one Infullihle Word of

Hnnse If regarding Jesus. It is n.ost certainly not on this
inneipe that llon.anists act in reasoning with ProtestantsIc^ do not test every fv.t, eve,y doctrine taught then, by

Churc,withthotouchstone of Scripture; hut, placing
then Church ,n a position which Christ and His ApostlcS
never assumed, they make the holy Word of God Lend andbow to their tradition.

There still remains for examination the third of the pa.-
sagcson which Mr. Maturin has chosen to hang the settlement
of tins .question. And here I must complain of the discredit-
able uiethod adopted by him in handling the passage. On
pago^44 he refors to it correctly enough, as 2 Timothy, iii
;-l ^

.

Lut on page 40, when he comes to grapple with the
a.fficulty It presents, he takes care to quote and comment on
onlyone verse -leaving out of sight the remaining two verses
which present insuperable obstacles to the Eoniish doctrine.'
I forbear further remark on this conduct.

^^

Let it be remembered that the .question in dispute is this

:

JJoes Holy benpture contain all things needful to Salva-
tion r (.an there be a phuner answer-" Fmm a child
thou hast known the holy Scriptures, which are able to make
thee wise unto salvation through faith which is in Christ
»'esus. lo add one word would weaken the force of this
in>pnvd answer. But as though to meet an objecticm, more
IS said 111 the verses left out by Mr. Maturin. It mi.dit be


