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bility, as it is employed in the Catho-
licL Church, stamps an entirely newv
character on the Christian religion,
substitutes a new object of faith and
dependence, deifies whiat is liumian,
lîides and cancels what is divine, and
transfers our allegfiance from God to,
mortals.

But to, return to the argument. On
ail systems, the preference of one re-
ligion to anotiier must either be fond-
cd on caprice, custoin, or some other
principle equally unworthy of deter-
uhining the choice of a reasonable
being, or upon examination. If the
Catholies Nwish to convert us to their
persuasion, they muist assign their
reasons for affirîning that there is iii
existence an infallible comînunity,
styling itself the church ; that that
community is their chiurch, in prefer-
ence to the Greek Church, the Ar-
menian, or the Nestorian. 1-ere they
miust admit the exercise of private
j udginent in examining these reasons ;
unless they have the effrontery to
assert that their bare affirmation
supersedes the uecessity of any furtlher
proof:- and, admitting the Seriptures
to be the word of God, ivhich is the
easiest task for ordinary Chiristians-
to learn from thern wvhat is necessary
for salvation, or to j udge of the clairns
of the church to suprexnacy and in-
fallibility ? For the former, if you
bolieve the Scriptures themselves,
nothing more is requisite than a can-
did and honest mnd - for the latter,
a deep acquaintance with history an~d
antiquity, and, particularly, a clear
comprehens-.on of the meaning of a
portion of Scripture by no rneans the
most plain and perspicuous. Involved
as those passages are whieh are urged
from the NeNv Testament in support
of the papal d-aims, in language highly
figurative and metaphorieal, is it
easier for a plain ùinlettered Christian
to judge of the precise meaning of the
teras Ilkeys," and ILthe kingdom of
heaven opening and shuttinig," than to,
leara the import of that declaration,

IlBelieve on the Lord Jesus Christ,
and timou shait be savPd ?" Thiere is
so, much room for variation in the
iriterpretation of the passages on
which the papists lay such great
stress, that it -%vould not be easy to,
find two, commentators, in any conm-
înunity, whose expositions perfeetly
coincide; Nvith respect to the latter,
lie that rimns niay read. St. Jolin dis-
tinctly informs us ivith w'hat. purpose
lie wrote his gospel, in the following
words: ."lAnd many other signis truly
did Jesus in the presence of bis disci-
pies, wvhich are flot written in this
book; but these are written that ye
mighlt believe that Jesus is the Christ,
and that, believing, ye niighit have life
through bis namne." Is there sufficient
evidence in what St. Johin wrote to
convince us that Jesus is the Chrizt;
and is it within the power of ordinary
men to judge of this evidence ? If
this question be answered in the affir-
niative, then wvhat occasion is there
for the interposition of an infallible
interpreter, since hie vhmo is convineed
by this record that Jesus is the Christ
is already in a state of salvatiGnP If
it be replied in the negative, that th_-
writing of St. Jolin is not sufficient to
prove to, an impartial reader that Jesus
is the Christ, it must bc confessed,
however rcluctantly, that the beloved
apostle wns a most impertinent and
fallacious writer, in representing liis
performance as a fit instrument for
the accomplisliment or an Obet to
which it is îîot adequate.

To the Editor.
ON TRE ORIGIN 0F EVIL.

Sîn,,-TIme fit-st rebellion wve read
of is that of the Dragon in Heaven.
Rev. chiap. xii. 7-9. What could
have tempted Satan to rebel ? We
are not told exactly ; but that lie did
so, and seduced other angels also, is.
certain. Prom 'the constitution of al
created, intelligent natures, they are
hiable to be temrpted-they are pec.


