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THE CATHOLIC REGISTER.

THE BRIGGS CONTROVERSY.

Frost a Catiotic StanopoisTt,

Judicious and thoughtful peoplo
cannot be averse to hear a moembor of
the Roman Catholio Chureh explain
from what standpomt and in what
particular hight his er-rehigionists viow
the Driggs controversy  ‘Two points
in particular stiike them as mest sur-
prising. In the idictment proforred
agnnst Professor Linggs wo aro told
that the errors charged are funca-
mental, and relate, first, to the gues
tion a8 to the supremo and only
authority in matters of fath and prao-
tico, and gecond, to the question as tn
the inerrancy or truthfulness of the
inspircd word of God. The other
threo principal charges, or fundas-
montal errors, as they are ealled, are
gubordinated to, or ut least congenial
with the second mentioned above,

Nothing could surprise u membor of
the Roman Catholic Church more
than the statement that, Presbyterian
ism having been in existence for such
a period of time, the fundamental and
vital question of authority should not
havo long since been definitely agreed
upon and settled forever. And what
we horo say of Presbytorianisi can
be, we think, fitly applied to other re.
formed denominations. A church is
necessarily a society, and what society,
a Catholic asks, caun, we Jdo not say
grow and prosper. but cven live or
exist, without that chief and indis-
pensablo clement  suthority > What
olsc is thero that could give cohesion
and unity to the several parts whereof
a society is compesed 2 What else can
wmake a socioty that one solid compact
which it essentially is ?  Autheity is
absolutcly nercessary to the yvory ex
istence, lot alope the growtn and
progress, of any society - as necessary
to 1t as the head is to the body. This
being go. a Roman Catholic, when be
is told that the «uestion as to tbe
supreme and only nuthority in wnatters
of faith and practice is still being
mooted in a religious socicty of many
years standing, becomes conscious that
the following dilemma imrposes itself -
Either o so called rehigious society of
that nature is in reality, no society,
since it lacks the most vital element
of a society, namely, authority ; or
else, though it is possessid of such
an element, it is indeed strange that
the wisest, most learned and most
influential members of that society
should be in such s state of doubt
and hesitancy in that regard that they
hotly discuss the mutter among thom-
selves, and have impanelled = jury
we should say summoned a council—
unwilling to give a unanimous verdict,
Supposing, according, to the latter
alternative authority does not exist in
a society of that kind, would nou the
result practically prove as disastrous
as in the former bypothesis?

As to the question of the inerrancy
or truthfulness of the inspired word of
God, are we not forcibly led to a
similar conclusion, that is, the utter
necessity of a supreme authority, com-
petent to clucidate those very points
of the mmerrancy, truthfulness and
ingpiration of what 18 proposed to men
us the word of God, and, by unappeal
able sanction, impnse belief in, and
adberance to the same? It 18 not
cnough that men be presented with
the word of God, inerrant, truthfal
and inspired, they must moreover be
possessed of an infalhble means of
reaching an merrant, truthful and
therefore an inspired interpretation of
it. For we know that the language
of the Bible is not in evr -y caso 8o
clear and gelf-evident t« "1 mind of
men, that all are enablew o find out
its meaning at once. We kncw, on
the contrary, Lhat n..ny investigations
in reference thereto are doomed t be
baffled, unless they be accorapanted
with deop study <rrious knowledge of
archmology, cowparative pbilology,
goientific lore, otc. How manyamong
the busy sons of men can find time to

equip their minda with such an amount
o?erudition. and yet, Dr. Briggs' aa-
sumptiong to the contrary notwith.
standing, his co-religlonists mainiain
that the way of ealvation must bp
sought, and can only bo found in and
through the Bible. Numborless, in-
deed, must bo the porplexed and
afilicted souls crying aloud : ** Who is
worthy to open the book, and to loso
tlo seals thoreof . . . And I wept
much becauso no man was found
worthy to open the book,' -~ dpoe. 1,
2, 4. Aud even with the best quah.
fied cxpounders of the saored toxt
whon a passage of abstruse meamng
must bo interpreted, does 1t not hap-
pen that senses diflering widely, nay,
anon, that violently elashing con.
clusions are cventually arrived at?
Now, if tho truth investiga.ed bo one
wlnch, under pais of eternal reproba-
tion, [ am bound to beheove, and the
knowledge of which umposes stringent
moral obligntions upon me, what amn
ITtodo? Wiuich of the two opinions
shall 1 adopt 7 Shall I weigh and
compare thar intrinsic value? But
have neither the timo nor the ability
to do so. Does 1t nat, therefore, fol-
low that the all-wige and all-meroiful
Founder of Chrstismty, whom all
denominations alike acknowledge and
worghip, must have given to thom
whom He came to redeem and save an
easior and enfer means of reaching the
true meaning of bis utterances 2 Yes,
evidently, and that means can be none
less than authority—that authority,
we say, sct up by Christ m His
church, not only to govern it, butalso
to hand down the holy traditions pure
and intact, and to give to the divine
word 1ts true snterpretution. That
avthority 1t 18, which Augusune, him-
gelf o most learned and profound ex
pounder of holy writ, ackunowledges
and reverences, when he snys. ** Homa
locuta ¢st, cattsa nnta et,”

Thercfore, sifted and scauned by un-
prejudiced and upright persons, the
system of private mterpretation of the
Holy deripture 1s found wanung. For
most men it 18 impracticable ; on
reaching its conclusions it does not
definitely satisfy the mind so as to
convince 1t that all further research
after the truth s unnecessary, nor
caw it impart to the heart that peace,
without which thie latter never can be
at rest.  \What remams then? What
else than the acknowledpgment of, and
submission to, a supreme authority,
empowered to interpret the word of
God with mfallible assurance. That
this conclusion should not yet have
been arrived at, that the absolute
necessity of a supreme authonty to
decide on the merrancy and truthful-
ness of the mspired word of God, and
to interpret the sane, should not yet
have become mauifest to all adherents
of Presbyterianism, or that they should
still be seeking where that authority 1s
to be found, in whomn it is vested—is
we repeat, a cause of singular surprise
to a Roman Catholic.

But let ug, for the sake of argument,
concede that tho system of private
interpretation is practicable, available,
indeed, the only true, reasonable and
authorized mode of interpreting the
word of God, shall the position held
by the General Assembly m the
Bnggs contruversy appear more ten-
able 2 I'ur from it, and thns is at the
very first glance obvious. The right
to private interpretation means that
each private individual is entitled to
give to any passage, text, or word the
significance which s own judgment
ray dictate, and that be may safely
adopt the conclusion which, by using
that standard, he has eventually reach-
ed ; else the words aro void of mean.
ing. We suppose Dr. Briggs is no
more to be debarred from the full
enjoyment of that right than any other
mun. jter of lus own denomination.
We admit that Ins inforences and
teachings are of a somewhat startling
character--mauitaining, &3 he does,
that Moges is not the author of the

Pentawuch' ; that Isaiah did not writa

morg than half his book ; that sanoti.
fieation is not complete after death.
But what of all this, and why should
Dr. Briggs be singled cut, summoned
bofore bis peers, convioted of heresy
and oventunlly suspended for believing
and vonching as ho does, if in accord-
ance with the doctrine and by tho gift
of hiz own cuurch, ho has a right
to attach to scriptural  writings
whatever meaning hLis own private
judgment may suggest?  Whother
lic has made a moro lavish use of that
right than any other Presbyterians are
wout to do, 18 merely a question of
wmoro or less ; the question of priraiplo
and right remains tho same. Mor,
aftor all, the caso is simply this : Wo
havo before us a ministor of the Gospel
belonging to a church which holds as
one of its casential tonots that all its
mombers, shophord and flock, are
vested with tho unlimited right to in.
torprot the Bible in the manner which
to them seons good and proper. This
same minister 18 conscious of the tact
that by using this right to violato no
law, no rule of his chureh ; that, on
the contrary, heis acting in conformmty
with 1t8 spirit and its views ; and lo
and behiold | when on a certamn day
be sots forth his own interpretations
of the divine word, ho 18 pointed out
as a dangerous man, made the victim
of obloquy, dragged from one tribunal
to another, eventually condemned and
suspended as guilty of heresy. Thus
rebuked and sentenced for doing that
which he was taught and told it was
his right to do. Dr. Briggs may well
wonder at the courso followed by his
sell-appointed judges, and exclaim .
* Consistency, thou art ajewel.” We
areuot surprised that Dr, Buiggs should
aftor hearing of the gentence pro-
nounced agamst lnm, have appeared

quite unconcerned and told lus
friends that he * would go nght
on.”  And we deem the course of the

mmority wm  the General Assembly
quite natural, when * declaring their
hiearty behef in a love for the Holy
Scriptures of the Uld .nd New Testa.
ments, and therr entire loyulty to the
principles of the Presbyterian Church,
thvy desire respectfully to record their
solemn protest agains the verdict and
Judgment of suspension, and the pro-
ceedings leading to the verdict, in the
case against the Rev. Charles A.
Briggs, D.D., 1nthe General Assembly
of 1883.” Yes, if the right to privace
interp-etation eoxists iu the Presby-
werian Chureh, and if words bear with
them the mesming which they are -
tended to convey, the Briggs trial was
a farce and the sentence passed upon
the man a picco of iniquity.

These remarks concerning the free
interpretation of the Bible and the
case of Dr. Briggs have been made
merely for the sake of argument; for
a Roman Catholic believes and main-
tains that the system of individual in-
terpretation of the divine word, with
all its intrinsic absurdities, practical
ditliculties and baleful consequences,
cannot be adopted or advocated by any
man of upright judgment, and that it
can, consequently, never have heen
handed down or sanctioned by the
Founder of Christiamty. Just as the
safo keoping of the Holy Secriptures
has been intrusted by Chnst to His
chureh, so must there be in that same
church of His an infallible means to
unravel all intricacies and to illus
trate all sayings of recondite sigmifi-
cance confained in those sacred books.
That means is the teaching as well as
governing authority set up in the
church by its Founder. The very
conclugions twhereto we should be
forcibly led by the contrary doctrine
is sufficient proof that the Catholic
belief in this regard is the orly one
deserving of respect and support.
For who shall give to every man the
time, the acumen, the knowledge re-
qured to arrive at the true meaning
of certsin difficult passages of the
Holy Soriptures? Who shall tell a

that toxt ie tho truo ? Andif, as
the case of Dr, Briggs, o contliot arise
betweon two or moro persons attribu-
ting different senses to sowmo biblical
expression, who shall decide the ques.
tion? The local Presbytery or the
Uoneral Assembly ?  But how could
they thus tamper with the righs to
private intor?rum(ion vested in cach
of tho wrangling partics ? It is ovi-
dent, therefore, that an absoluls,
supremo tenching authority must have
been doputed by Christ to His churck,
that to tins authority must be reforred
all difliculties met with in the inter-
protation of the sacred toxt, and that
all the membera of the eburch must
consdor the decision arrived at b
that samne author.ty as final and bind-
ing. 8uch 18 tho Catholic belief, and
wo leave 1t for any sensible reader to
say whether or not it is the only
rensonable one. Authority in theso
mattors of such serious import is so
obviously nocessury that all m practico
recogmzo 1t and follow 1ts dictates.
Tho child, whether reared in the
Catholic faith or not, receives the in-
tevpretation given him by his parents,
and, later onm, the wan follows the
teachungs of lus pastor. Why? Be-
causo this 18 for ull the rendiest, most
natural and, generally speaking, the
only practicablo way of learning and
understanding the Holy Scriptures.
L. A. Nownx, O.M.1,, LL,D.

~ HOME RULE!

The undersigned has tho honor to
snnounce that he has now in prees,
and will shortly havo published, a
verbatim report of the apeeches deliv-
ered on tho occasion of the first and
second readings of the Home Rule
measure now before the

ENGLISH HOUSE OF COMMORS.

The collection embraces the speechos
of Gladstune, {Mark, Sexton, Saunder-
son, Balfour, Bryce, Collings, Red-
wond, Ruesell, Labouchere, Chamber-
lain, Blake, llicks Beach, McCarthy,
Davitt \orley, &ec., &c., furnished by
a first clags stenogragher ewployed on
the spot ; and as they are the ropro-
duction in book form of controversies
that are d+stined to become of historic
interest, the undersigned relies on his
friends and on the readiog public for
taeir patronage. A further announce-
ment later on.

P. MUNCOVEN.
ACENTS WANTED.

OLUMBIAN JUBILEE or Four Ceuturice of
Catholicity in Amenca,

Published Ly J S, Hyland & Co., of Chicago,
with tho apprubation of his Grace tho Most Res.
Anhbhhor of Chicago, and apprused by his Emin.
ence Candinal Gibbons and many Archblshops and
Bishops trroughout the Contincht.

lustrated with Colored Frontispieces and many
rare anl beautiful engravings from pantiogs by
Gregord and others, Thiy work has tho t )
salo of any Catholic work of rocent yeam, See ml-
torial notico in CAritoLic Rwitstar of July 27,

Apcuts wanted tn cvery town and city in the
Province Sslary or cominission to good reliable
agents.  Apply at once.  Address

T. J. KELLY & Co.,
8t. Thonuas, Ont.

112 Welllngton xt. Vest,
Carner York, Toronto.

Or call at

Do you reahize the
> tnportauce of o heal-
R thy stomach,now that

E cholera threatens ? K,

v,

.y the stomach to
ed to n.ny address.K. D. C. Company,

, ' 4 D. C. actensa cholera
: : ¥ proventive, by restor-

N i iy healthy action.
S e Free samplo mail-
Ltd., New G'asgow,N.S., Canada, or 127
State St., Boston, Xiasa

ROSS, CAMERON & MALLON,
Buarnuters, Solicitor., Notarses, &,
25 Bank of Commerce Bnilding,
Hing &t Wext, Toronta.
Telephone 874.
Hon. G. W. Ross, LL.D M. G. Cameron.

man that his interpretation of this or

J. W. Mallop, B.A., LLLB.



