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date of the Lipietle to.the Qalutians, sven 'many of the Epistles
of St. Paul inmself, as unother Guspel than that which he
proached 3o the Galatians,—a conclusion which even Presbyte-
uans must shrink from with horror.  But it many things were
added to the Testament, contamng docitines not found in the
parts written prior to the Epistle in question, every one must
sec that St. Paul could have meant only what we have alleged
that 1s, I any one hold anything contrary to the chnistian tradi-
tions Which you have received l%om us, let him be accursed.—
I'he Gospel preached to the Galatians must have been,toa great
extent, if not exclusively a traditiona! ane. Consequently, the
meaning of St. Paul mast have been, It any hold any doctnne
contrary to that wlich has been givento you, whetherin writing
or orally, it watters not whether 1n the one mode or the other,
Jot him ba accursed.  So far, then, from assorting that there
must bo no traditions, this text, so far as it goes, presupposes
and teaches v the conirary,

‘The Church has always cherished this maxim of the great
Apostle, writen fur more efficaciously in the convictions and
oractices of christians than it can be on paper. I any one
comes forward preaching any doctring unknows beforo him, or
srreconcilable with tho degmas already 1eceived, the language
of Catholics has been from the first, Lot him be anathema.
On this ground any doctrine which 1s new, is rejected as
false ; for if now, it cannot bo a doctrine of the Apostles, but
must be the offspring of the human 1ntellect or fancy. There
1s 0o need of discussion, no need of a long course of reading.
Is the doctrine contrary to what has been tanght? Then itis
false If, perimpossible, an angel from heaven were to preach
it, still n1s fulse and to be rejected ; for we know that the doo-
trines taught by the Apostles are from God, and so confirmed
by miracles thas 1t would be absurd not to receive them.—

¢ know also, that Gud protects las church against even
hell, whose gates shall never prevail against Yier. We know
this latter point from numerable proofs, adlong which we
Teck 1as nut the lsast this very text of St, Paul, which com-
manus us, if even an angel should come preaching any navelty
c(mltrary to tho doctrine preached in the Church, not to listen
10 him. .

But what will become of Presbyterianism, if tried by this test
—tle touchstone furnished by :he great Apostle, the Doctor
of Nations? What, in fact, is it itself, but a naked, undis~
guised, and ondisguisable novelty?  What isit, bu® a dectrine
undeniably econtrary to that of the Apustles, and which has
beon recewved in the chureh through every age?! That 1t was
a novelty at the ume when John Calvin and Joha Knox broach-
edt, is so evident, that Presbytenians themselves cannot sé-
nously undertake to deny it. ~ ‘They themselves tell us that
they left the. Catholie church in consequence of its old errors,
old supersugjons, old corruptions, old traditions of men. Cal-
vie and Knox gave themselves out as the preachers of new
and pure ductrines the propagatots of a dew light, and fhe au-
thors of a new era for the religious world. What was this, but
seiting asde the ancient docirine, and substituting a mwdern
one?  But the A pusile solemnly declares, thiat, if even an angel
comes preaching a ddéthine differént from whit Had Beon preath-
éd bofore, he 18 to be docursed. Alas fof Presbyfedanisti'!
aven it it had been preached by an angel .from heaven. we
are comi. nded by the very text which Presbyterians, addsice,
and are ambitjous of en raving on their escutchean, to hald it
accursed ; how much rdtker, then, since it was predchied by nd
angel, bul by such men as Juhn Calvin and Joha Kaot, cers
tainly no angels,—unless of darkaecs! Thig text of S4. Bapl,
then, wstead o muluating agaipst Catholie tradifions,is eViQem-
ly & direct and jrreyoedble condeinination of Phshiyterianisny it-
gelf, indéed of 2l mddern sects, amohg which gi-e’ébyter‘aaba.
we zadwit, are enutled 1o the first rank. Decidedly, they should
not quote this text. The Philisiines fiatteréd themselves that
they had achieved a glorivfis vietéry, when they “ took captivé
the Azk of Isresl, and carmed 1t . trivsph to their owa cotine

11y 3 but when they beheld their Gud Dagon mutilated and their
cities depopulatgd by, ;l}g Divine Justice, they were even
more 3 than {Rey Rad beéw. to possess ft.—

more éajier to resiore if,
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this texs to its rightful owuere, as the Plisjistines ners the
Ark. )

‘Tho seond text the Confession quutes against Catholie tradi-
tions is, ** Je not svon shaken in nnad, or be troubled, ueither
by spitit, nor by word, nor by letter as from us, as chat the day
of Christ is at hand, This 18 3 smi.'ular text to prove thit
Scripture is sufficient, and that Catholic traditions are traditions
of mon, and to be discarded.

¢ Sharp optics has he, T ween,
Who sees what's not tobe seen.”’

So sharp logicians aro our Presbyterian divines, who find
praufs where proofs there are vone.  St. 'aul writes to the
Thessalonians not to believe the Millenites of Wheir tune ;. there-
fore the Seriptures alone aro the sole rule o1 fauh and practee,
therefore Catholio tradittons ate traditions of men und to Ye dis-
carded! There is no refunng such reasoming, but seriously, 1f
Precbyterians adduce this text as evidencing an instance of false
tradwion, how happens it they faill 16 perccive, that, i therr
haste to pluck out their neighbour’s eyes, they must effectually
pluck out their own ! St Paul sefers to tradition not_only by
word, but also by letter. 1f Presbytenans say, ‘Cherafore there
have beeu false raditians, and therefore all traditiuns aro o be
discarded; we retort, Therefure thers have been talse Scriptures
and therefore all Scapture is to be discarded. .

If the subject were not so serious, onc could not help being
amused with the zeal of Presbyterians agawnst the traditions of
men when their own Confession and Constitution show  us with
what admirable dorlity and tameness they submit to doetzines
and practices which have and can have no origin but in the
prido of innovaturs ; when wa are able to point out the very
year of the birth of the founder of Preshytenanism, fifteen hun-
dred years after our Saviour, the year in which he separated
himself from the Church, the exact date of the Calvinistic inocu-
lation of John Knox, the year and the month of the various en-
terpnises of Calvinism in the several parts of Europe, and, m
fact, of the ongwn of all their religious practices,  Here wo
have unquestionably an example of traditions of men held as
the pure word of God by Presbyterians themselves, alihough
the vear and day can be puinted out when they sprang from
the head of Calvin and Calvinistic leaders.  How,. then, oan
they have 1’ 8 hardihood, nay, how can they be s0 sutcidal as
to speak a janst traditions of ment What can be more su-
premely 1idiculuus than to discard as human tradition the cele~
bration of Ilaster, the solemn commemoration of the death of
Christ hy a seasun of penance and fasting, wher the death and
resurrectivn of Christ are both mentioned 1n the New Tegta-
ment, when the Old Testament abuunds with festivals divinely
instituted in commemoration of great events, and these two
yearly commemorations are found to have been ubserved i the
Chureb from the earliest ages,—and to admit as Seriptural a
mtode of ecclesiastial government by congregational, presbyterial
apil synodicai: assemblies, of which there was no example at
the tune of Calvin’s binth, and- of whicn there . .er had been
an example i» the world?  What more undeniably a human
tradution than the name, offics, functions, and woge of eleciion
anu ordination, of a Preshyteriun ruling elders 7 Surely, Pras-
byterians are the last people in the world to speak disrespectful-
Iy of iunan traditions, us we shall show, even mord conclusive-
Iy, when we iedch the varivos guestions which will come up
under their Constitulion and Plan of Government, Deprivo
them of Kuman traditions, and they would be in €. s1d plight
of the man of Mount Ephraim, who rau atter the Danites w.th
his piteous wail, and when asked why le cried, anstvered,
“Ye have taken awiy my gods whichl have made me, and the
griest, and all that I have, and do you say, What sileth thee ¥

adges’ xviii. 24. ’

Afier all} it is dhly iftheory anil by way of boasting, that
Prestyteriduy asseyt the suffieiancy of the Scriptures’ alone, as
the sole rule df faith and pfactice. 'They really hold the Biple
alofie (0 begulie inadeuatd ta the formation of 3 sy stem of re-
ligious doctriné, and are, in this temarkable among all moderp
secis ; or else why the volume before-ust If the Scriptures be
sufficient, if they are the sole rule of faith and prucwes, why
the Westminster Confasston o Fatth, e Laye: .1t .o



