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and inferior to Scripture, liors must ho also. The chief
tradition of IVtcr which Konie has kept is his denial of
Ohrist. And she has not kept this porfe

imitated his repentance.

Mr. 3Iaturin's phiusihilitie

perfectly, for slje has not

s regardino; tradition have now, o -o """ ""»v; iiuw
been disposed of—they have been met and refuted. It will
he proper now to advance a few stops with the argument,
refer you to the pamphlet, page 4-1. The writer
that the sufficiency of Holy S

say«

cripture for salvation may be
proved in two ways—" positively ami ne-atively—either by
internal or external evldence,-that is, either by an ea-press
declaraUon of Scripture itself (granting its Divine inspira-
tion and C.anonicai authority) or by disproving the existence
of any other rule of faith. iJut where does Scripture assert
its own sufhciency as a complete record of Divine revelation v

Is there a siiv>le passage in the Bible which declares that the
wiiole revealed truth of God is contained in His written AVord
alone ? We answer, without hesitation, there is not oj>e. It
IS usual, indeed, to refer to some remarkable declarations of
fecripture winch relate to this subject, and especially to tho.e
three nnportant passages-John, v, 3D, Acts, xvii, and 2
Inn., ni, 15, 17. But it requires only a Httle attention to
perceive that these i^assages do not establish the point.''

^

Thus far Mr. Maturin. He has answered without hesita-
tum, perhaps it would have been as prudent had ho paused.
I am glad to have these ex| licit statements put forth in the
inidst of us. Rome shall have her answer. She haa stated
what IS proof, and that shall be given, both positive and
negative, both internal and external. The Divine sufhciency
of Scripture for salvation shall be proved from its own words
The existence of any other rule shall be disproved. And
while, m regard to this argument, Mr. Maturin grants the
Divme mspirafon and Canonical authority of Soripturo tl^s
concession is by no means accepted as a favor or as bein^ of


