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THE THO BROTHERS,

(By Orestes A. Brpwnson.}

Controversial Dialogne Between A
Presbyterian and “His Catholic
Brother, Leading Up to For-
mer's Conversion.

Continued From Last Week,

‘he brothers met again in the morn-
ing in the breakfast parlor. James
was exteriorly composed, and greeted
his brother {n the blandeat tone; but a
careful observer would have suspected
that he intended to play the part of the
civil and courteous host, rather than
that of . the warm and affectionate
brother. Brealkfast passed pretty much
in silence. John was digposed to wait
the motions of his brother, and James
was undecided whether to breach
Catholic questions or not. Buthe coutd
not converse freely with his brotheron
indifferent matters; he felt that sooner
or later he must discus® the question.
and perhaps the sooner the better. Re-
volving the matter for some time in
his mind, he at lepgth, throwing aside
the morming paper he had been pre-
tending to read, broke the silence by
remarking to his brother:

*“So it seems the result has been that
you have turned Papist?

**l am a Catholic,” replied John,
with a slight emphasis on the last
word, intended as a quiet rebuke to
his brother for employing a nickname.

“It Is strange! What in the world
could have Induced the son of & Pres-
byterian father, piously brought up,
well instructed in the Protestant re-
ligion, and not wanting in natural
ability, to take a step so foolish, not tu
say 80 wicked?

*Let me rather ask my brother wny
he is a Protestant?”

“Why am I a Protestant?’

“Yes; 1 am mueh mistaken or that
is the harder guestion of the two to
answer.”

“I am a Protestant because the Ro-/
mish church is corrupt, the Mystery uf
Iniquity, the Man of Sin, Antichrist,
the Whore of Babylon, drunk, with the
blood of the maints, a cage of unclean
birds, cruel, cppressive, tyrannical. su-
perstiticus ,ldolatrous—""

“But vou are slmply telling me why
you are not & Catholic; my question
is Why are you a Protestant?”’

“Protestantism 18 a solemn protest
against Rome and my reasons for not
being a Cathalic are my reasons fon
being a Protestant.””

“Jews, Pagans, Mahometans, Defsts,
Atheists, protest as earnestly as you
do against Rome; are they, therefore
Protestants?'"

“Protestantizm 18, Indeed, a protest
against Rome; but {t is a.lso(*b. positive
religion.”

“Unaffected by supposing the Catn-
ollc church to have never been or to
have ceased to be?”

“Yes; Protestantism is
of Romanism."

“A Protestant Is one who embraces
Protestantism in  this independent.
positive senge?"

“Yes. if we speak properly.

“Before telling me why you ars n
Protestant, it will be necessarv to iell
what, !n this sense. Protesis tism {s.”

“It 18 the religlon of the Blh (—.he
Bible is the religion of the Protest-
ants.”

“And the religion of the Bihle 1g8 —*"*

‘““The truths revealéd in the Bidle”

“And these are—?”

*The great evangelical doctrines ag-
serted by the Reformers against the
false and corrupt doctrines of Rome,
and which we commonly call the doe-
trines of grace.”

“These doctrines are Protestant-
ism? .

“They are”

“So Protestantism Is the religlon oz
the Bible ,and the religion of the Bi-
ble is Protestantism?”

“There s nothing absurd or ridicu-
Joust in that. Protestantism, sir, 18
the religion of the Bible of the whole
Bible, the Bible alone-that precious
gift of God to man—the word of God,
the charter of the : liberties, the
source of redemption, the ground of
the Christian’s hope, carrylng light
and Mfe, the blessings of truth, free-
dom and eivilization, wherever 1t
goes, and which you Paplst ,with
characteristlc cunning, lock up from
the people , because you know full well
that, were they once to read it for
themselves, they vwould make short
work with the Pope and his minions,
break their covenant with death and
bell, and put an end to their blag-~
phemdies, idolatries and oppfessions.

“1 suspect, brother, you- have ave
ecmmodated that from the speech you
made at the last anniversary of the
Amerlcan Bible society. 1t may do
very well to address such to tha mob
that collects on ‘anniversary week;”
but can you mot give me a clear, dis-
tinct, and precise statement of whag
Protestantism really is?”

“Protestantism is the great truth as- '

independent

' serted by the Reforraers against Rome,

that the Seriptures of the Old and
New Testaments contain all things |

_ necessary to-salvation, and that they

are the Bole find suificient rule-of taith
and practice”

“F? 1 believe the Secriptures are sui’- I

ficlent, and are the sole guide of faith
and practice, do I believe the whole of
Protestantisn 7™

“No; you must algo belteve the worsi

4 " of God das contsaitied in the Scriptures.”

“And this word counsists of certain-

‘ctedenda or propbaitions to be be-
Meved?”
"It does: una thm may be all sum-

Bqliew on the.

Lord Juns Christ, dnd thou anait De
saved,’”

“To bhelieve on tho hord Jeg
Christ ia to heleve——¥

“The truths he has revealed, }heth-
er of himself, or other things.”

“These truths areé—-1"

“The great evangelical doctrln%:

enunciated by the Reformers.”
“That is, they &re Protestantism.

antism! But can you not be a little !
more particular, and tell me what
these truths or doctrines a.re?"

“Yon wiii find an excellent aum-
mary of them in the Westmlns!cr Con-

fession of Faith, and the Larger and,
Bhorter Catechisms.”

*“That is, thsy are Presbyteﬁunism"
Protestantism, then, is Preshytoriam
fsm.”

“What else, from my professlon as 8
Presbyterian minister, should you in-
fer to he my belief?”

*] am rather slow to infer a Presby-
terian minister’s belief from his pro-
tession. But. if Protestantism be Pres
byterianism, none but ° Presbyterians
can he Protestants. Is this vour be-
lef?”

*Not exactly; for there are Protest-
ants who are not Presbyterians,”

“Thesde, of course differ more or less
from Presbyterians or elge they would
be Presbyterians. Consequently Pro-

{from Presbyterianism?”

“In non-essentials, but not in euen-
tiais. All who embrace the essentials
are Protestants.”

*Do Catholics embrace the ¢ssen-
tials?*

*According to the opinion of Prot-
estants, they do.”

“Then, according to fthe- genera!
opinion of Protestants, Catholics are
Protestants?”

“But I think differently, and our
General Assembly will soon, 1 hope,
solemnly declare that Rome does not
retain even the essentials of the
Christian faith.”

“That will be a sad blow for Rome,
no doubt; but what, i yaur judgment,
are the essentialz?"”

““They are the great evangelical doc-
trines of the Reformation, embraced
by all orthodox Protestants.”

“And orthodox Protestants are—?’

“All who sgree In accepting the snf-
ficiency of the Scriptures, and tha
great essential doctrines of revela-
fion.” )

““Which means that the essential
doctrines are the essential doctrines
and orthodox Protestants are orthodox
Protestants.”

*“The essential doctrines are substan-
tially what is held by Presbyterlans.”

**“Those orthodox Protestants who

Presbyterlans only in relation ta non-
essentlals?”

“That is all.”

“Presbyterianism, or what I8 tho
same thing, the orthodox faith, then 13
made up of two parts, one ulential
the other non-essentja}?”

*“All parts of the orthodox falth are
not alike essential. But there may be
differences which are not difference.
of falth. The Congregationalists, Evau-
gelical Episcopalians, Dutch Retormed,
the Calvinlstic Baptists, etc., differ
from us in matters of discipline and

grace substantially the same faith we
0."

“Is infant baptism a matter of
faith?

ENot striét

cause you heljeve Almighty God come
mands you to baptize them?”’
“We do; but the point is not 80 ex-

must needs err essentially.”

“One may, then, reject a positive
command of God, without essential er-
ror?”’

“We think our Baptist brethren ere

grievously; but, as they hold the great
cardinal doctrines of the Gospel, we
do not think their error is absolutely
essential. In the present state of the
religious word, it is the duty of God's
people to make the platform of Chris-
tian union as broad as possible, to dis- |
countenance theological wranglings,
to seek to heal sectarian divisions,
and to follow after the things which
make for peace.”
“But {f you had no fears of Popery,
and felt that your own sect had the
power to make converis, 1 suppose ¥«.u
would regard. the Baptists ag of the
number of those who bring in ‘damw
able heresies. *

urigoundness of my Baptist breshiren,
but I do not consider them -.s egsen~
tially wrofig. »

Christlan character, by denying that
your baptism is baptism—and when
they refuse to commune with you, on.
the ground fhat you are unbaptizad.
persons; that is, infidels, in the piog-
-er senie of the word?”

essentially so, because baptism itsell
i & non-egsential”™

“Then you do not agree in opinion |
 witk our lord, who says, “Unless a |
man be born agsin of water and of
the Holy Ghost, he shall not enter|
in the kingjom .of heaven ‘
“Chrigtian  doctrines are
gulshable into fundsmentals and non-

 tundamentals. The fundamentals ara

the essentials, the non-Fundamentals |
are the non-esseniials, All who be-
leve the former are substantially or-
thodox, though mey may differ about’
the latter.,”

“The non«tundamanws are ejthi

‘revealed truths, ov they are not.,

Therefore Protestaniism ln——Pmtesta ;

testantism must differ more or less,

are not Presbyterians differ Iirom .

church government, while they em- |

“Then you do not baptize infants pe..

sential, that thaose who differ from us |

| the secondary; for the.primary imply:

“You are ungenerous; I regrei the bqg

“Not even when they deny you the'

“There they.are wrong; but still not |
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; they are revepled truths, you. lmnly
%t’!ut a portion of the revealsd word is ]

without emsentia}
; Which do you say?" .- . ‘
i "Suppoes  we say thay aro 10 por-
tion of tho Tevealed woni?
{ “You cannot say that, hecause you
have declaxed them to he revesled
truthm, by Asserting that Christian

pass over this, I you say the nons |
tundamentals, that is, the non-essens
tials, are not revealed truths, you ime

unessential, and.may be disbelleved; or- | -
v Gmh :

foctrines are distinguisbable into fone |
damentals and non~tundamenulg But |
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ply, by making the fundsmentals .es~
sential totgo belleved, and therefors .
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rendmyour distinction. between fune
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“So it appears.”

“Then, again, you sxy men, thuuzh
liftering aboirt the non-essentials, that
is, ahout what I3 not revealsd, are sub-
stantially orthodox, if they helieve the
essentials, that is, what in  revealed
Now, they may differ about the non- |
essentials, by halieving, some, that
they mre, and some, that they are not,
revexled truths, .or portions of ithe.
word of God, as we soe In the case of

wr

fant baptism, you hellaving it.-to he |
‘revealed and commanded by God hims
tulf, they belleving it not revealed and
ioiplieitly forbidden. Now, if men may
believe the mnon-essentials to he re-
vealed, they may, according 0 you
without essential error, helieve that to
be the ward of God which Is the word -
of men or of devils, Do you admlt
this?” Ve

"0¢ course not, ‘Curaed 13 avery ono

The condemnation of Rome is not s
much that she, denies the wssentiat:
truths of the Christlan religion, a»
fhat she overlays theme by her corrupt |
additions and renders them-of no ef-

is as much an error tosdd to- th‘
word as to take from.t” - . ¢
\ “Then you ahandon this. luppoll

sentinls are revealed truths, portionl
of the ward of God?" -

“Be it s0, for the prenent.”

“That you must say, aince you tl»
low men to. helieve or reject them; |
without essential error, . Do you hold
that one man can he substantially-or~
thodox, and yet deny a portion. of |
God’'s. word?”

tween fundamentals and nomn-funda-
mentals, and teach that faith In the
fundamentals suffices sfor salvation.”
“This, even If trus, would not avail -
you; for our doctors sre no suthority -
for you, and you oanmnot urge them

is not true.

and thoss which are secondary. I xd-:
mit but they do not temch that faith in
the primary alone suffices for skiva-
tion, They teach that the wlhiolé must
‘be belisved, elther explicitly of im-.

pliddt fafth In the - secondary, Is

that Is necesmary (uscopnitiate meall
That is all T aski—He who belbeves ex:
plicitly. the primary belleves Implicitly,

the secondary. So, on the other hand;'

fmplicitly what he explicitly denies. |

amay Be explicitly denfed without ‘égs
sential error; ~ therefore, .you c¢annot
ssaume that they are implicmy bo*
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