... Explained in a Few Striking and

'FROM A 'c'ATHoucf STANDFOINT.

" ."fhe Whole Question Mdst.’i‘ﬁéroﬁghiy

.. .Clear Paragraphs—TheRoman °
- .Cathbolic Dooctrine Un-
answerably Set
"Forth.

In reproducing, from the September
“number of the North American Review
the following magnificent article, we de-
gire to state that the Rev. Father Nolin,
0. M. 1., LL.D., now of Buffalo, has been
for years associated with the rise and
progress of the Ottawa University. He
was professor of Greek 'and of literature
in that institution and his splendid
eloguence won for him & great name, not
only at the Capital, but wherever he
preached. We are confident that his
last contribution to Catholic literature
will be greeted with vleasure.

Judicious and thoughtful people can-
not be averse to hear a member of the
Roman Catholic Chur®h explain from
what standpoint and in what particular
light his co-religionists view the Briggs
controversy, Two points in particular
strike them a8 most suarprising. In the
indictment preferred against Professor
Briggs we are told that the errors charged
are fundamental, and relate, first to the
question as to the supreme and only au-
thority in matters of faith and practice,
and, second, to the question as to the in-
errancy or truthfulness of the inspired
word of God. The other three principal
charges, or fundamental errors, ag they
are called, are subordinated to, or at least
congenial with, the second mentioned
above.

Nothing could surprise a member of
the Roman Catholic Chnrch more than
the statement that Presbyterianism hav-
ing been in existence for such a period
of time, the fundamental and vital ques-
tion of authority should not have lon
since been definitely agreed upon a.ng
settled forever. And what we here say
of Presbytérianism can be, we: think,
fitly applied to other reformed denomina-
tions. A Chureh is necessarily a society,
and what society, a Catholic asks, can, we
do not say grow and prosper, but even
live or exist, without that chief and in-
dispensible element—aunthority? What
else can make a society that one, solid
compact which it essentially is? Au-
thority is absolutely necessary to the
very existence, let alone the growth and
progress, of any society—as necessary to
it as the head 18to the body. This being
80,8 Roman Catholic,when he is told that
the question as to the supreme and only
anthority in matters of faith and prac-
tice is still being mooted in a religious
society of many years standing, becomes
conscious that the following dilemma
imposes itgelf:” Either a .so-calle ' re-
ligious society of that naturer = .
ity, no society, since it ls- ks
vital element of society, namely,
ity; or elge, though it is possessw. -*
such an element, it is indeed strange
that the wisest, most learned and most
influential members of that society
should be in such a state of doubt and
hesitancy in that regard that they hotly
discuss the matter among themselves,
and have impanelled a jury—we should:
say summoned a council—unwilling to
give & unanimous verdict. Supposing,
“according to the latter alternative, au-
thority does -exist in a society of that

" kind, would not the result practically
_ Erova ‘ag_disastrous as in the former
hypothesis?

‘As to the question of inerrancy or
truthfulness of the inspired word of God,

- are we not forcibly led to. a similar con-
clusion, that is, the utter necessity. of a
a supreme authority,/competent to eluci-
date those very points. of the inerrancy,
truthfulness and. inspiration . of what is
proposed to men as the word of God, and,
by an unappealable sanction, impose be-
lief in and adherence to the same ? - It is

-not enough that men be presented with

.the Word of Ged, inerrant, truthfil and:

inepired, they - must moreover be possess-.

‘ed of aninfallible means of “reaching an

‘inerrant, truthful end therefore:inspired’

interpretation of it. . For'we know that

. the languageofithe Bible is not in every:

case 80 clear andself-evident to the mind

W,

baffled, unless they be'sccompanied with

'{ deep study, serious knowledge of arche-
| ology, comparative -philology, scientific

lore, etc.. How many: among the busy
sons of men can find time to equip their
‘minds with: such an.amount of erudi-

1] tion, and yet, Dr. Briggs’ assumptions to

the Tcontrary notwithstanding, his. co-
religionists - maintain that the way of
salvation must be sought, and can _only
be found.in and through the Bible.
Numberless, indeed, must be the per-
plexed and afflicted souls crying alond :
“Who is worthy to .open the book and
to loose the seals thereof. . . . And
I wept much bscause no man was found
worthy to open the book.” (Apoc. V.2,
4.] And even with the .best qualified
expounders of the sacred text when a
passage of abstrnse meaning must be in-
terpreted, does it not happen that senses
differing widely, nay, anon, that violent-
ly clashing conclusions-are arrived at?
Now, if the truth be investigated be one
which, under pain of eternal reﬁroba.tion,
I am bound to belisve, and the knowl-
edge of which imposes stringent moral
obligationslupon me, what am I to do?
Which - of the two opinions shall I
adopt? Shall I weigh and compare
their intrinsic value? ButI bave nei-
ther the time .nor the ability to doso?
Does - it not, therefore, follow that
the all-wise and all-merciful Founder
of Christianity, whom all denominations
alike acknowledge and worship, muast
have given to them whom He came to

.redeem and save an easier and safer

means of reaching the true meaning of
his utterances? Yes, evidently, and
that means can be none else than
authority—that anthority, we say, set up
by Christ in His Church, not only to
govern it, but also to hand down the
holy traditions pure and intact, and to
give to the divine word its pure inter-
pretation. That authority it is, which
Augustine himself, a most learned and
profound expounder of Holy Writ, ac-
knowledges and reverences, when he
says: “ Roma locuta est cause finita est.”’

_Therefore, sifted and scarned by un-
prejudiced and wupright persons, the
system of private interpretation of the
Holy Scripture is found wanting. For
most men it is impracticable; on reach-
ing its conclusions it does not definitely
satisfy the mind so a8 vo convince it that
all further research after the truth is un-
necessary ; nor can it impart to the heart
that peace without which the latter can
never be at rest, What remains then?
What else than the acknowledgment of,
and submission to, a supreme authority,
empowered to interpret the word of God
with infallible assurance. That this con-
clugion should not yet have been arrived
at, that the absolute necessity of a
supreme authority to decide on the in-
errancy and truthfulness of the inapired
word of God, and to interpret the same,
should not yet have become manifest to
all adherents of Presbyterianism, or that
they should still be seeking where that
authority is to be found, in whom it is
vested—1s, we repeat, & cause of singular
surprise to & Roman Catholic.

But let us for the sake of argument,

" gconcede that the system of private inter-

pretation is practicable, available, in-
deed, the only true, reasonable and
sauthorized mode of interpreting the
word of God, shall the position held by
the General Assembly in the Briggs con-
troversy appear more  tenable?- Far
from it, and this is at the very first
glance obvious. The right to private in-
terpretation means that esch private in-
dividual is entitled to give to any
passage, text,or word the significance
which his own judgment may dictate,
and that he "may safely adopt the con-.
clusion which, by using that standard,
he has evidently reached; -else . the
words are void of meaning, We sup-
pose that Dr. Briggs is no more to be de-
barred from the full enjoyment of that
right than any other minister of his own
denomination. We .admit that his in-
ferences and teachings are of a some-
what startling character—maintaining,
a8 he does, that Moses is not the author
of the Pentateuch ; that Isaiah did pot
write more. than half his book ;. that
.sanctification is ‘not complete -after
death; :But what of all this,and why
‘shonld~Dr: Briggs be singled  out, sum-:
‘moned:: before. ‘his peers, convicted -of

lieving ‘and: teaching. as he does, if, in
‘accordance ‘with the doctrine and by the
:gift of ‘his.own Church; he has a right to

imen, that-all are enabled to-find ‘ou

‘heresy andeventually suspended for be--

‘contrary;.that many ‘investigations, in | sugg
‘|'reference 'thereto,: are : doomed to" be |

question

For, after:all, "the case i§ simply this
We have 'before us-a minister “of:the
Gospel belonging  to a-Church -which
holds. as ‘onie of its essential tenets that
all its members, shepherds and flock; are
vested with: the unlimited right to inter
pret the Bible in the manner which to
them seems good and proper, ' ‘This
same minister is conscious of-the fact
that by using this right he violates no
law, no rule of hig Church ; that, on the
contrary; he is acting in conformity with
its spirit and its views; and lo, and be-
‘hold! when on a certain’ day he sets
forth his own. interpretations of the
divine word, he is pointed out as a
dangerous man, made the vietim of
obloquy, dragged from one tribunal to
another, eventually condemned and sus-

ended as guilty of heresy. Thus re-

uked and sentenced - for doing that
which he was taught and told it was his
right to do, Dr. Briggs may well wonder
at the course followed by his self
appointed judges, and exclaim: “Con-
sistency, thou art a jewel.”” We are not
surprised that Dr. Briggs should, after
hearing of the sentence pronounced
against him, have appeared quite uncon-
cerned and told his friends that he
“would go right on.” And we deem the
course of the minority in the General
Asgembly quite natural, when * declar-
ing their hearty belief in a love for the
Holy Scriptures of the Old and New
Testaments, and their entire loyalty to
the principles of the Presbyterian
Churcg, they desire respectfully to re-

‘cord their solemn protest against the

verdict and judgment of suspension, and
the proceedings leading to the verdict, in
the case against the Rev. Charles A.
Briggs, D.D,, in the General Assembly of
1893.” Yes, if the right to private in-
terpretation exists in the Presbyterian
Church, and if words bear with them the
meaning which they are intended to
convey, the Briggs trial was a farce and
the sentence passed upon the man a
piece of iniquity. | i
These remarks concerning the tree in-

Dr. Briggs have been made merely for
the sake of argument; for a Roman
Catholic believes and maintains that the
system of individual iuterpretation of
the divine word, with all its intrinsic ab-
surdities, practical difficulties and bale-
ful consequences, cavnot be adopted or
advoocated by any man of upright judg-
ment, and that it can, consequently,
never have been hauded down or sanc-
tioned by the Founder of Christianity,
Just as the safe keeping of the holy
Scriptures has been intrusted by Chriat
to His Church, s0 must there be in that
same Church of His an infallible means
to unravel all intricacies and to illustrate
all sayings of recondite significance con-
tained in those sacred books. That
means is the teaching as well as govern-
ing authority set up in the Church by its
Founder. The very conclusions whereto
we should be forcibly led by the con-
trary doctrine is sufficient proof that the
Catholic belief in this regard is the only
one deserving of respect and - support.
For who shall give to every man the
time, the acumen, the knowledge requir-
ed to arrive at the true meaning of cer-
tain difficult passages of the Holy Serip-
tures? Who shall tell a man that his
interpretation of this or that text is the
true one? And if, as in the case of Dr.
Briggs, a conflict arises.between two or
more persons attributing different senses
to some biblical expression, who shall
decide the question ¥ The local Presby-
tery or theGGeneral Assembly ? But how
gould they thus tamper with the rights
to private interpretation vested in each
of the wrangling parties? Itis evident,
therefore, that an absolute, supreme
teaching authority must have been de-

authority must be referred all difticulties
mebt with in the interpretation of the
sacred text, and that all the members of
the Church” must consider the decision

and we'leavs it for any sensible reader to
say whether or not it 1s the only reason-
able one, "Authority in these matters of

sary that all in’ practice ‘recognize it and

follow it diotates. The child, whether|
reared ‘in-the- Catholicfaith or. not, re::
ceives the interpretation .given him by:

attach’.to. ecriptural writings -whatever

Tis parents;

on:ol i
principle: and right remsins the ‘sam

' BOREL, 11th  February;. 1802.—
‘signed,. have-used. Dr. Laviolette's: Syrup

terpretation of the Bible and the case of |-

puted by Christ to His Church ; to this|.

arrived at by that same authority as final | S
and binding. Such is the Catholic belief, |... -«

such-gerious import is 8o obviously neces-

nd, 1atet, -on, the- man fol-:

Sox I, 'théﬁi,ﬁndg;‘rl';
“Turpentine: for ‘bronchitis, from which I was

'snl ering : for .over ‘one -year.: This.syrup:not .
only.

.oured me of bronchitisbut:also of gravel
‘and caloulus in'my kidneys; whish had caused

.me intense sufferings for over 8 years and from

whioh I was very near dying 2 years ago. I am -
.now in perfect health, ail’ symptoms: of ‘those
diseases’. having ‘completély disappeared for
.over. thres months. -J. B. ROUILLARD, In-
apeobtgg-(}eneral“of Mines for -the Province of
e . . o . ot R .

MONTREAL, 18th Februa.,rf, 1892, —~X, the un-
dersigned, certify to my little boy, seven years
old, having been cured by Dr. Lamotette”a
Syrup of Turpentine. Had caught “la grippe’”
last. winter, took. several remedles unavail-
ingly. Cough most violent and very painful
forus to hear. Towards month of July last,
when cough was at its worst, made use of this
marvelous syrup and was completely cured by
two bottles.- Never coughed since, aud consider
his lungs much strengthened by that wonder-
ful remedy. J. A. DESRoSIERS, No. 111 8t.
Ohristophe Street, [Agent of Estate-Skelly], )
1508 Noire Dame Street. =

Montreal, 19th January, 1891,«J. G. Lavio-
lette, Esq., M.D., My dear Sir,—It is. my.duty
to testify to the excellence of.your Syrup of
Turpeniine. Ihaveused it for the treatment
of an acute laryngitis from which I was suffer-
ing since over mine years. One large bottle
completely oured me, Many thanks. Your
devoted C.A.M. Paradis, Priest, O.M.I.

Montreal, 12th January, 1801,—I, the under-
written, do certify that my wife was coughing
very much since six years and iy child, four

ears old, sinoce his birth. Both have been per-

eol.l( cured by the use of two bottles of Dr.
Laviolette’s Syrup of Turpentine. Adolphe
LeMay, No. 863 8t. Denis St., Coteau 8t. Loulis,
dr‘livgi—imker at Stuart & Herbert, No, 1010 Riv~
ar . :

JUDGE M. DOHERTY,

Consulting Counsel,

- SAVINGS BANK CHAMBERS?
Montreal.

DOHERTY & SICOTTE,

{Formerly LOHERTY & DOHERTY,]
" Advocates-: and : Barristers,

180 8T. JAMES STRERET,
Cily and Distrist Bank Building

QUINN & DUCGCAN,

Advocates, Solicitors and Attormeys.
* OFFICES, TEMPLE BULLDING,
185 ST. JAMES STREET, MONTREAL

M. J. F. QUINN, Q.C., Crown
Proseoupor. .

E. J, DUGGAN, LL.B. G46—"48

29 a Pay Sure. -

Send me your pldress ret T will
PR{ show you how to ke @3 o duy . .Lhvinee.
ly sure; )} furnish the wurk ant vauh
you free;
yu live.
will explain the business fully. rpinen.
ber, I guaranles a clear profit of g3 for
N evory day’s work: absolutely snrei dout
¥ fail to write to-day, X

A. W. KNOWLES,"
Windsor, Ontario. .

gu work J1n the localiry wicie
nd me your address” and

A ddress

Carpets.

The place to get them right, and fulles!
seleotion, is at .

THOMAS LIGGETT’S,

Curtain
urtaans, . .
Shades, Portieres and Window Mount-
Ings—new, pretty, apd 8plendid value,

b e L .
¥  THOMAS LIGGETT'S.

Oilcloths

Juctourts, .-
Cork Flooring, Linoleums aud Inlaid

. Tile Cork, well seasoned and from esle-

brated malkers, at,

THOMAS LIGGETT'S.

- Mats,
.- Matting, Rugs and Parquet Oarpetings,
. immense quantities to' select from, &t -




