THE TRUE WITNESS AND CATHOLIC

CHRONICLE.

A PROTESTANT'S APPEAL To THE Douay BiBLE.

The Rev. John Jenkins® thesis is, that ¢ Protest-
antism is the Oup Recreion,” that is, the Christian
religion as it came from its founder, pure and unde-
filed : and by way of relieving us from much embar-
rassent, tie defines the period when the Clristion re-
ligion flonrished in its primitive integrity, and to
which the name of ‘oD may be applied. If then,
Mr. Jenkins® thesis be true, it is during this period
that we nust look for the doctrines of Protestantism
as by him defined. ' _

"¢ The corraplion of the Church of Rome may be
said to have cammenced in the time of Gregory the
Great,”— p. 404

Now, certainlp that which is not strictly true
“ may not be said” by the minister of the Gospel
from the pulpit, which is, or should be, emphatically
the chair of truth ; therefore, if it * may be said” that
« the corruption of the Church of Rome commenced
in the time of Gregory the Great,” it must be true
that before the time of that celebrated Pontiff, the
Church of Rome was free from all corruption: pure
in doctrine and diseipline. 'We shall therefore con-
fine our examination of the doctrines and discipline of
that Clwrch to the period preceding the installdtion
of Gregory in the Chair of Peter, A.D. 590.

The first Protestant principle as laid down by Mr.
Jenkins is :—

«That of all revealed truth the Bible isthe sole
fountain.”—p. 13

And from this first principle naturally proceeds the
first negation. or Profest against the authority of the
Churcli as a teacher, or as the depositary of Divine
truth.  In this nesation is contained the formal dif-
ference betwixt Catholicity and Trotfestantism ; and
had Mv., Jenkins succeeded in establishing it, he'might
Justly boast of laving overthrown the whole strueture
of Catholicity. e would have praved the falsity of
the claims of the Church, to our dutiful submissian,
as the divinely appointed organ for the transmission
of revealed truth, and would therefore, have fully es-
tablished the truth of Protestantism, or the Protest
against these claims.  Ifthereflore, Mr. Jenking’ the-
sis “ that Protestantism is the Oun TLELnigrox® be
true, the Protestant principle—¢ that of all revenled
trith the Bille 7s the sole founturn”-—must have
universally and constantly obtained during the first
and incorrupt ages of Christianity, prior ta the time
of Gregary the Grreat.  Or in other words, the Ca-
non of Seriplure, as at the present day accepted by
the majority of the Protestant world, and contained
in King James® Bible, must have been the sole, and
universally recogpised ¢« Rule of TFaith” amongst
Christiang, duwving the whale of that period. This
we helieve, Mr. Jenkins will admit to be a fair ex-
position of his weaning.

According to all the rules of controversy we should
be perfectly justified in throwing the burden of proof
upon our opponent’s shoulders, by calling upon lim to
prove, that the Canon of Scripture. as he receives it,

contains and exhausts, the Christian Revelalion, or |

the ¢ Word of God.” Tipon Protestant principles
hie is bound 1o prove this from 1he book he calls the
Pible, and from nothing else ; lor, nceording to the
Sisth Avticle of the Chureh of Xngland :—

<« Holy Seripture containeth al} things necessary to
=alvation ; so that whatsoever is not read therein, vor
may be proved thereby, is not to be required of any
man, that it should be believed as an article of Fuith, or
he thought requisite or nevessiry to salvaiion.”

Now, if this article be true, as Mr. Jenkins as-
seris—if it be requisile to Salvation to have a right
« Rule of Faith—and if the true Canon of Serip-
ture can alone aflord us that vight ¢ Rule”—it
is elear that no Canon of Scripture which cannot
be read in the Bible, er “proved thereby,”—is
1o he required of any man that it sheuld be receiv-
#d as an Article of Faith. Tn other words, il Mr.
Jenkins cannot prove the correctness and com-
pleteness of his Canon of Secripture by the Dile
alone—if he cannot prove thereby that all the boaks
that it contains are divinely inspired ; and that no di-
vinely inspived books are therefvom omitted—lhe can-
not, upon Profestant principles, expect us to receive
his Canon of Seripture as an Article of Faith. And
from (he impossibility of doing this, we shonld have
the right to conclude to the absuwdity of the hrst
Protestant principle—~that, in matfers of religion, no-
thing is to be believed but what may be proved from
the Bible, or—** that of all revealed truth the Bible
is the sole fountuin”

Tu fact, in his very attempts to prove the truth of
his ¢ first Protestant principle.” Mr. Jenkins admits
its falsity. "Thongh—if the Bible be the sole « Rule
of Faith” for Cliristians, a certain knowledge of the
Canon of Scripture, or of what books the Bible is
composed, is indispensably requisite fo every man—
the Tible alone must be able to furnish us with that
indispensably requisite knowledge—Nr. Jenkins docs
not so much as attempt to prove the accuracy of his
Canon of Scripture frem the Bible; but refers us to
authorities which are not the Bible—to the decisions
of Synads—the traditions of the Church—and the
opintons of Fathers—thus, by implication, admitling
that there must be an authority, extrinsic to the Bi-
ble, from which we must fearn our first lesson in reli-
gion—viz: what writings are to be accepted as Ca-
nonical Seriptures.—If there be no such authority,
how, would we ask of the Rev. Mr. Jeukins, is the
imrorant man 16 know what writings should be so ac-
cepted?  If there be such an authority, what, would
we ask him again, becomes of his (irst Protestant prin-
ciple—that the Bible alone is the sole foudtain of all
religious knowledge 7 Surely, te know which books
arc Canonical, and which are not,is a very impor-
tant item in religions knowledge.

And though we might well be content to here rest
onr case—~and, from {he impossibility of establishing
the Canon of Seripture, except by referring to some
aunthority which is no¢ the Bible, logically conclude

totlier—but there was 10 Claristieir Bible,in the mo-

ism”—*that of all revealed truth the Bible is the sole
fountain®—or that, in matters of relizion, nothing is
to be believed but what can be proved {rom the Bi-
ble ;—we will do more, and undertake to prove that
this, the first “ principle of Protestantism,” was not
recognised ir the first ages of Christianity; and that.
therefore, Protestantism, which is based upon, and
must stand or fall by the truth of, this ¢ first princi-
ple,” is not the « Oun ReLicroN.”

The Bible—comprising under the term Bible, the
writings both of the Old and New Testament—was
not, to the first Christians, the ¢ fountain of all re-
vealed truth,” or the source of all religions know-

to the absurdity of the ¢ first principle of DProtest- | away from, the Old and New Testament Scriptures,

as defined by the Synod of Laodicca.  Trom the Ol
Testament Scriptures, it has taken away, Baruch
and the Epistle of Jeremias, which the Synod included
in the Canon ; to the New 'estament Scriptures, it
has added the Apocalyptic vision of St. John, which
the same Synod omitted. Therefove, if the Canon
of Seripture, as decided by the Council of Laodicea
“ ways received by the universal Church,”—and as the
Protestant Canon of Seripture at the present day
differs in many most important particulars from that
once universally received Canon—it follows, that Pro-
testantism of the NXTX century differs rom the Chris-
tianity of the 1V. and that, therelore, Protestantism

ledge, because countless multitudes of Christians,
lived, and died, for their religion, before the Christian |
Bible was in existence. Iither then the Christians !
of the first century had some “ Rule of Faith,” which

was not the Bible, or book to which Mr. Jenkins re-{
fers, or they had no * Rule of Faith” at all. i

The Bible could not have been, to the Christiaus
of the second and third centuries, the “ sole fountain !
of all revealed trath”” because—I1st—although the
books, of which the Bible is composed, were vritten,
there was no universally recognised Canon of Serip-
ture ; and 2nd—because, dispersed as the Cliristian |
converts were over the face of the knewn world—)
from Spain to the confines of Tndia—it is impossible :
that any complete collection of the writings of the |
Apostles and livangelists could at that time lave
reached them, as is evidenced by St. Trenzus, wlho,
spraking of the conversion of many barbarous tribes, ;
observes that ¢ withont paper and ink (hey have fhe !
i words of salvation wrilten in their hearts through the !
(Holy Ghest.”r  Vide Neander, Eccl. TTist., Sect.
I, c. 2.

Nor was the condition of those early Christran
communities that possessed scripfures moeh belter in
this respect.  As, until the determivation of (he Ca-:
non, their members had no means of distinguisling
the apocryphal, from the genuine. writings of the
Apostles, many works, which the Church bas since
rejected, were then read, and appealed (o, as genuine
Seriptare.  There were apoeryphal gospels, and apo- |
cryphal epistles—read, some in one city, some in an-

dern aeccepiation of the word. We will quote the

strong Anti-Catholic prejudices must strongly recom- ;

second to the third century, he says i—

“There was no universally received collection ol
the LEvangelieal narmatives, and the existing ones

served in their spheres only forprivate nse.  Afterthe

amd thus the canon began to be formed in the first half
of 1he second century, in two parls (“‘ {fo Evangelion
and ¢ In Aposiolikon *?y although in the different com-
munilies there continued to be other wiilings, which
were valned almost, if not altogether, as much as
thnse which were universally received.”? (Comp. of
fecl. Hist. by Geiseler, ¢. 3. ser. 51,

If then Geiseler may be relied wpon, the Bible, as
accepted by Wr. Jenkins, was not, in the seeond,any
more than in the first contury, “ the sole fountain of
all revealed truth.”  "The Cluristians of that age re-
coznised another source of religious knowledge, or
“ Ruole of Faith.”” At that early period, ere corrup-
tion had commenced, according to Geiseler :—

«The Catholic Christians began to establish, as the
unalterable regule fidei, that complex notion of doc-
trine whieh could be shown, as well in the couscious-
ness of all Christian communities, as also in the A pos-
inlie writings, to be an essential basis of Christianity,
and whicl mnst remain nntouched by, and be neces-

sarily laid at the foundation of every speculation.”—
1b.— b,

Aoain then, we adduce unexeeptionable Protest-
ant testimony, that, in the ages of Christianity im-
mediately subsequent to the Apostolic, the . Bible
alone was not the ¢ Rule of Taith 3’ and that conse-
quently the ¢ first principle of Protestantism,” was not
recognised by the primitive Christian Chureh.  We
have therefore established onr propesition, that Pro-
testantism, as defined by My, Jenkins is not the
“OLp Rrnigon”

The second Protestant principle, as laid down by
Mv. Jenkins,is:—

tures, as binding upon the [aith and practice of the
Church, or upon the cunscience of its members.”’—
p. 17.

Before any definite menning can be attached to
this Protest, we must ascertain of what the Old and
New Testament Scriptures consist: for to ialk of
adding to, or taking away from, an unknown quantity
is an absurdity—Dr. Jenkins thinks to evade this
diflieulty by appealing to the decision of the Syned
of Taodicea—A.D..360—and by assuming that the
quantity of scriplures, to be received as Canounical,
was definitively settled by that assembly.

« The decision of the Counctl of Laodicea, omitting
the Apoerypha, was veceived by the universal
Charch.>—p. 19,

This we deny. This decision of the said Synod
was never received as binding, or esteemed authorita-
tive < by the universal church.” But admitting that it
had been. for the sake of argument, Mr. Jenking’
position would not be ene whit improved. The Can-
on of Scripture generally admitted amongst Protes-
tanis to-day, is 2ot the Canon ihat Mr. Jenkins as-
serts was once “received by the universal Chureh ;¥
and, therefore, Protestantism of the XTX century
can claim no spiritual affinity with the Christianity of
the IV. Protestantism has bath added 2o, and {aken

* Sine charta ot stramento, scriptam habenies per Spiritum
in cordibies sueis salutem,

learned Geiseler, an ecelesiastical historian, whose | .
ccare not to leave the world, which fle camne to en-

¢ Protestaniism enters iis Protest against any addi- |
lion whatever to the Old and New Testament derip- |

is 220t the « Old Religion.” Tt must be remetabered
that we are not argming for the Catholic Canon of
Scripture, but merely aguznst Mr. Jenkins’ asserlion
of the identity, of old Christianity, and modern Pro-
testantism,

The third Protestant principle—which indeed is

but another form of expression for either of the pre-
ceding—is:—
_ “Protesiantism vejeets an unwrilten wond :—it re-
jects all oral tradition as a rule of faith * * it denies
the possibility, for any practical, muthoritative purpese,
of an unwrilten word.?—p. 20.

Tad Mr. Jenking' lot been cast amongst the hea-
then of the Apostolic age, when there was only an
“ uwnwritten word,” with these principles he would
most assuredly never have been eonverted to Chris-
tianity.  And again, as Cleist left no written word
—as it cannot be read in Uoly Seripture, nor proved
thereby, that Clirist ever direeted Iis Ajpostles to
conrmit His dotfrines (o writing—and since, ¢ vhat-
ever is not read therein, nor may be proved thereby,
ismot to he required of any man that it should be
believed as an artiele of Faith™—.it fallows necessa-
rily, that no man can be bound, upon Protestant prin-
ciples, o accept any scriptures as suthoritative at
the present day.  Lhus the logical consequence of
Mr. Jenking® [otests would be, il vigidly and con-
sistently adhered to, that all who adopted thew would
remain heathens until the consummation of all things,
as they would have no ¢ word” at all,cither written,
or unwritten, to guide thew.  T'o be sure, the fault
in that case would be Clrist’s, and not man's; for, if
an “ unwritien word™ be, for all practical and autho-
ritative purpases, wortbless, 1le shonld bave taken

mend him to all his brother Protestants. Deserib- ! lighten, without a « written word 3 e should, at
ing the « Internal Fortunes of the Church,” from the |

least, bave imparted to the Apostles the mysteries of
printing, and the art of type founding, ere e sent

t them forth to preach His Gospel. But, this Pro-
| testant principle carries its own refutation with it.
comprehending besides our canonical Gospels, also | Clvistinnity wras established, and propagated, by
the Gaspel of the Hebrews, that of the Lgyptions §c.yt means of an “unwritien word®—and therefore, un-

i less Christianity be a humbug, an ¢ unwiitten word”

churches had now come into claser communion, they | __yyq
cornmunieated to one another, in their common inter- ; This Protest of ’ . . spet

) . . : N lis Protest of Mr. Jenkins® against the possibility
esl against heretics, the genwine Apostolic wmmgs,f . 3¢ 1 y

y be of practical and authoritative value.

 of religious doctriucs being travsmitted, incorrupt,
[ from generation to generation, by means of an “ un-
| wrilten word” is but another proof that Protestant-
istn climinates the supernatural from Christianity—
t that it has no faith in the promise of Our Liord—to
 be perpetuaily with His Chureh,  Lrue, if left solely
; to natural ageneies, for their transmission, oral, or uii-
;written, as well as written, traditions—might, and
i most likely would, in process of time, become cor-
rupt.  But the Catholic believes that the promise of
Cliist was something more than an idle word ; and
trusts, for the pure transmission of the © unwritten”
and the ¢ written word,” not to mere natural, but to
{ supernatural, agencies—to the constant assistance of
‘the Spirit of Truth.  Rnowing then that Christ left
[ His Church only an © unwritten word>—and relying
upon the promised assistance of the Holy Gliost—the
Catholic believes in the “ possibility, forall practical
; and authoritative purposes, of an “unwritten word®
—as did also the Christians of the T.century, who be-
lieved, and we trust were saved, by the instrumentality
of an “unwritten word,” whieh Protestantism in the
XIX. century enters its I’rotest against. That an
“unwritten word™ was accepted by primitive Chris-
tianity is then another proof that the Protestantism
which rejects it is 202 the # Old Religion.”

We have confined ourselves to merely glancing at
the formal difference betwixt Catholicity and Pro-
| testantism : in our next we propese to loueh upon
some of the material differences, and see if they bear
out the Rev., Mr, Jenkins® thesis.

!

; _
. ARResTs FOR Murner.—The following persons
| have been arrested on the charge of being aceesso-
 ries Lo the murder of James Walsh, and M. Donnelly,
i who were shot on the evening of the 2th of June by
{ the armed party which sallied forth from Zion Church.
Murdoch Morrison—R. D. Collis—A. Heward—
! J. Boyd, gunsmith—Cooke—C. F. Hil—Adams, a
',dnncing waster—and G, M<Iver, hatter. The ac-
| cused have been admitied to bail,
i Weregret to say that the language and demeanor
tof certain of the accused towards the witnesses, dur-
g the proceedings in Court, were most indecorous,
| Mr. M. Morrison, the lawyer, yowed vengeance, de-
claring that he would shoot the first two Papists he
should meet. Mr. Devlin, advocate, quictly told
him that * he would do no suclh thing,” and {reated
his ruffianly threats with becoming contempt. Dark
and mysterious hints, too, were lield out, of a econ-
{ templated withdrawal of allegiance, if these proceed-
ings, against the worshippers of Zion church, were
coutinued ; these threats did not scem to have much
cflect on the Court. Tt is possible, too, that, should
these awful tidings reach Queen Victoria’s ears, in
ber peaceflul Mighland retreat at Balmoral, Her most
Gracious Majesiy will be able to survive it 3 and that
the glories of the British Empire will not fade, nor
the British Lion quake, even though it should have
to forfeit the allegiance of lawyer Murdoch Mor-

l
|

S

ArresT.~—Michael Devaney, charged with riotous
conduct on the evening of the 9th June, wns arrest-
ed on Saturday last, and bound over to appear be-
fore the next Court of Queen’s Benelr.

The Annual Meeting of the Young Men’s St.
Patrick’s Association was held on Luesdny Evening
last, when the following persons were elected to serve
as Office-Bearers for the ensuing year :—
Dresident, . . . B. Devlin, Isq.
1st Vieo do.,. . M. D. Ryan.
2nd Vice dv., . Francis Farrell.
Treasurer, . . . Thomas Redmond.-
Meeretary, . . . Frederick Dalton.
Assistant Sec., . James Fennell.

Committce—Messrs. M, O'Keefle, D. M‘Cann,
J. Hurley, T. Breene, J. Brennan, . Cunningbam,
P. I. Yoaarty.

We congratulate the # Young Men® on the flour-
ishing state of their exeellent “ Association,” and
on their choice of a President for the ensuing year.
Mr. Devlin’s cxertions in behalf of his troduced
conntrymen arc well known ; and his eleetion as Pre-
sident of the  Young Men’s St. Parrick’s Associa-
tion” shows that his services are properly appreciated.

We have received the Prospectus of a new Irish
and Catholic wecekly paper, to be published in Al-
bany—as the @ Cutholic Pioncer and Irish Stand-
ard ;7 the Girst number to be issued on the 10(h.—
Wewish the Pioncer all manner of good luck, and a
long list of paying subseribers.

The first number of the Protestant. Thnes—the
new Anti-Catholic organ of Quebee—has made its
appearance; tlois (o be published irieweekly, and
threatens to knock the “ Man of Sin” into fits,—
Some vremarks that we ware about to offer upon the
merits of our new cotemporary have been untici-
pated by the Morning Chrowicle, who eharaclerises
“ the first attempt at whipping the encmy, as so pue-
vile as to seem dike the attack of au infant wpon a
giant.”  In « Our Address™ the rditor gives the rea-
sons for the publication of a fresh Protestant organ,
and defines lis position ; the latter being « the sever-
ance of all functions of government between this and
the Mother country.”  The reasous assigned for this
pelicy are, that the British Governinent have bheen
guilty of concessions “ (o the Lucifer of Revolution,
and the Moloel of Popery ;™ and that the « T'yaitor
of Pamworth has moreover exhumed every vehel
from his lurking-place, in order to cover him with
his Sovereign’s favor”—tall writing this, and o
mistake. As a specimen of owr cotemporary’s Pro-
Lestantism, we may add, that he inserts w story about
His Lixcellency Mgr. Bedini having  skinped and
scalped the accomplished patiot Bassi™ with bis own
hands.  Ie should have added, that < he afterwapds
roasted and cat him 5 and still weurs his bloody seatp
round his neck inlien of a pecloral cross.” We
throw this aut as a hint to our cotemporary in the
“Art of Lying;” an Artin which hie must hecome
a proficient il he expect to continue the * Protestant,
Times.”

We read in the Catholic Mirror of Baltinore, of
several conversions that have lately taken place in
| that city.  The Rev. Mr. Lyman, late an Fjiscopa-
lian ininister, was received inte the Catholie Churel
by llis Grace the Archbishop, on the 27th ult. By
W. Oston, formerly a Methodist, also made his re-
cantation of Protestantism in the hunds of the Rev.
Mr. Lebel.

‘We read in the New York journals-accounts of o
greal « Temperance Convention” lately held in that
city.  The speakers were chiefly of the “soft sex.?
as Mr. Sam Weller calls it, and came ont amazinzdy
in favor of Temperance, and * Woman’s Rights,?
the Iatter including of rourse, divorce, and the bi-
furcated garment. ~ Mr. Greely followed, and moved,
that « the use of fermented, or aleoholic, wine in the
salemn celebration of the Eucharist, be impeached
as a profane and impious desecration.” "Lhis speaker
begged leave {o differ from the previous speakers on
the subject of divarce.”

The Catholic Telegraph warns all manner of inen
against (rusting a scoundrel, now traversing this con-
tinent in every divection, and who ¢ ehauges his nune,
borrows taney, steals horses, marries a wifv, and
runs away from her, takes agencies for Ynsurance
Companies, and declares himself a candidate for the
Presbyterian Ministry.”  Look out for the fellow in
Canada.

REMITTANCES RECEIVED.

Aylmer, J. Doyle, £25; Quebec, M. Enright, £5;
Cornwall, Rev. A M¢Donald, 12s 6d ; Ormstown, Rev.
Mr. Doyle, 12s 6d ; Waicesier, U.S., N, P. Moore,
6s 3d ; St. Johns, D. McDonald, £1 17s 6d ; F. Mar-
chand 123 6d ; Pike River, Rev. J. Leclaire, 125 6d;
J. Healy, 125 6d; J. P. Foly, 6s 3d; Long Point,
Rev. Mr. Legacde, 65 3d ; Toronto, 31, Malone, 125 6d ;
#V. Hally, £1 15s; Sherrington, J. Hughes, 85 9d ;
Williamstown, D. McDenald, 6s 3d; Howici, J. Ga-
rey, 5s; Iitchemin, J. Neville, 168 ; St. George, Rev.
Mr. Campean, 12s6d ; T. M<Intyre, 6s 3d ; I Rach-
ford, 6s 3d ; Perth, A, Leslie. 193 6d; St. Columban,
Rev. Mr. Falvy, 125 6d; I. Phelan, 12s 6i; Sti. So-
phie, Rev. Mr. Brosnan, 12s 6d; Cobourg, I'. Duig-
nan, £1 5s.

Married.

At Trenton, on the 28th Angust, by the Rev. P. J.
Madden, D.D., Mr. James Lenihan, merchant, Perth,
C.W., to Miss Elibabeth Macaulay, daughter of
Denis Macaulay, Esq., Trenton, C. W.” . ..~

dugust 1Q, at St. Mary’s Church, Rathmines, .Ire-
land, by the Rev. Mr. Meagher, P.P,, assisted by the
Rev. Mr. Clarke, Thomus Creagh Deey,. Erq., son of
the late Theopholis Deey, Esq., M.D., ot Cahirciveen,

rison.

‘¢

to Bessie, daughter of the late William M<Mullep,
Esq., of Dublin. A



