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FOREWORD

DI.HHNG the migsion T mon-Cotholics, conducted recertly W

Clanard Church, Belfoat, | wo ashed to give a lochare on the

Hible. Some of rmy hearers were good enough to say that they fimand

the lecture vory helplul, ond in the hope thet |t may prowe haiphad

tn sthors, who were ot present, | hove been requested to put it .
e the

). COOGAN, CSSR
THE BIBLE
“ Search the Scriptures, think in them to have life
everlosting ; and | .mmﬁe%:hugm:maﬁmyn .
ﬁﬂwwﬂluﬂmmﬂeﬂﬂiymmﬂthm" John
v., 28-40).

1 need ‘nor remind you of the importanse of the INble. Thers in
no other bodk which bas exercised such u deep pnd well-slgh universal
influenice over the minds gnd bearis of men. [In century afler century

i men of every race and every croed have exprossed their
admiration of the trenscendent beauty of the Bible, and have justly
given it sy place smongst the lilerstures of the world

But we Christisns venerate (ke Bible nol mevely because of its
Hternry beauty, or the grandenr gnd eclevation of it fesching — we
venerate |t Ior rensoms of & higher and méfe ehcred onder. 'Whether
we cunsder the Bibls In s haman or divine charscter, @ has far us
ﬂuﬂ;ﬂmnmiﬂnﬂhﬂhﬁ:‘ﬂdﬁhmﬂmﬂhﬂkfmﬁlm
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Az a Human Bool,

1 eay, frst, in (t¢ human chorscter, For the Bible considersd &=
a mercly human Bok, a5 a merely historical Book, glves us the
suthentic history of the foundation af the Catholie Church, The Old
Testamen!l foretells |tz foundation, the New Testamenl soniunces |ts

Il & Cathelic 1y saked: Why are youo & Cathelie! Why do you
Belipve in the autharity of voor Church T He will answer : Bersuss |
Bnd in the pages of the New Testament the most comvincing proof of
divine origin of the Chorch, of her divingly acerodited mlsion 1o
h the Trouths of Chelel to all the nations of the earth.

The words of our Lord are clear: thers can be no mistele about

meaning. to His Aposties, He snys: “ Qoing, thersfore,

h ve all nations ; baplizing them In the Name of the Father. and
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Divine Book.

Buy the Bible is something more thon 2 mersly human Book : it
s a divine Book ! il is the isspired Word of God, or, as St Augustine
po besufifylly puts It =1 & Cod's leiter to us men™

This leafz me 40 another guestion which 1 am sorry | bave not
time 1o discuss fully, for it brings omi & very Imporiant
betworn Chtholies and non-Catholles. The question 1 mean is this:
Why do we call the Bible the Word of God? What autharity have
we for saying that the Bible i= inapimd T

If I ask o non-Catholle that question the only answer he can give

|

record of the redeeming Love of God

snd this record [ know o be true by the wilness of His Spirit in my
1 A

The only comment [ will make on that answer i3 the comment
made hy another Protestant scholar, Robert Horton, In his Essay on
“The Inspiration and the Bible.” Tréating of the critical grounds on
which non-Catholles rest their beliel in the Inspiration of the Bible.
he writes; “. ., all the ststements pul topether and harmonized
may stll lcave one in some astonizhmen; how 3 comviction = sure
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i 1 sz & Catholic the same question, be' will answer: “1 believe
iz the inspired Word of God besause the Choreh. by her

the
divine authority, tells me that it is the Woed of God” The Catholic

mot put his trust in his foéliegs or in the inner witness of the
Holy Spirit. He knows how decegfive such tests ¢an be He puls
list.ruﬂm wperring teaching of the Church, and no one cam =ay
that ihar is & sletder and wavering foundation. i

S Augestine, the grestest Doctor of the carly Church., declared

that e winld not believe the Gospel if the suthority of the Catholic

Crurch had not convineed him 1) do so,

it
Bible is mot the sole Rule of Faith,

But wkile the Catholic Chureh holds the Bible jn. the highest
vensration, it does not sdmii that the Bible alone I a sefclent guide
in matfers of religious fajth: snd here is anecther point on which
Catholics ‘and non-Catholics differ widelr. Non-Catholies claim that
the Bible alone i3 o sufficicny rule of falth. There & no need of snyone
10 teach them religion z¢ long 3¢ they can read the Bible for themselves.

Now, let me put Befire you the reasons why the Catiolle Church
holds that the Bible alone is not @ safe and suMcient guids in mattoers
of Teligious Faith, and ybu ean judgs for Fourzelves if these regsons

(1) First. it the Bible alone were o sulicient rule of faltth.
sbvicusly it should be within the resch of every seeker sfter Christisn
Truth. Bul, &5 a matter of fsct, the Bible is not s5d never was within
the rench of ewery seeker afler Christlan Truth
_ To begin with, it was sot within the resch of the first Christians
at all. for the =“miple reason that the Church was alroady in existence
befare the first Book of the New Testament was wyitlen, and the
Bock of the New Testament was not written till about sixts vears
sfier the foundation of the Churech.

And for the next two hundred vears the Gospels and Episties
were practically Unkmown ocotside the particular Churches fo which
they were addressed. and it was nof until the Council of Hipps in 303

And, coming {0 & later age, the art of printing was not Iovented
uniil the fifleenth cemtury. Hence between the fourth snd fifteenth
renturies the only Biblez avallabie were thode copied by hand And
I am sure you don't meed to be teld that i was [mpoedble o copy @
sufficient number to distribute one to every member of the Church.

Therefore, doring all those centuries, many sainily members of the

Christise Church lived and died without ever having a copy of the
Bible in their bands.
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And even to-day, when we have Bibis. Societie spreading the
Bible everywhers, there sre millices ol peopic who csnmot resd it
Ir the Bible i the only role of faith, we must conciude then that
these unforfenale people are Jefi without any  light and geidance in
mratters of religious foith.

Maowe, 1 e Fod, in view of this, fin 6y reasopable mmn belivve
that the Divine Founder of Christanity would have made His religion
dependest o0 3 Book which millions could never got, awd milligns of
others could not resd?

{2} There i= another réason why the Coibolic Chureh haids that
the Bible sione is neither = sufficient nor 5 safe guide - matiers of
religisus falth. The reason = iis; It would nod be enough 1o give every
inguirer after truth s copy of the Bible: he woald need also the gift
of infallibllity %o that be would make =o miistake in reading it on
2% all events. Cog :houid have made the Bible 3o perfectly ciesy snd
Intelligible that no ane, nol even the most ignorant, couwld misake s
mesning

There nre many non-Catholics, I know, who bslieve thal God has
actusily dene- s that He has made the Bibls clear and Istelligible
to all The pecple who beiieve that evidently heve mor spent much
time studying the Bible: If the Bible i cicar and intelligible fo ali.
why f& it that the abloet and most highly-trained Bikles]l scholars
find £5 many passages prd texts iw Seripture so SiHcuit o understand ?
Opein-any ' of the great commeniories on the Bible and see the endless
diccuesions an cerisin posssges in Seripture. snd you will reslize hoo
<hildish 5 the stalement thal the Bisle it cicar and inteliigible to all

St Pefer did not thiak I wax clear and intelligible o all. He
savy lhat in the Hpizties of St Paol there arve cerfsin things hard 1o
be  understood, which the' unlésrmed and onstsble wrest, as they do
alsy the other Scriptunes, fo their own destroction (2 Peter il 16).
And he zgia. alzs. that no prophecy of Beriptlure i5 made by privase
interpretation: The Apestles did not think ihe Bible wss clest and
mielligible 1o all, for. as 51 Luke telis we in Chapter xxiv.. 43, ihey
needed our Lord's special instructions to undtrstand the Scriptures,

Thsei gheuld be 3 suficieni spswer to 1he guestion sent n last
Sunday : * Why do we necd learned men to explain the Bible when the
Aposties, 'who were not leamed, understood (61" They did nol under-
stand #: they meéded our Lord'®s personal fistroctions.  And so-we
need Hiz instroctions, which He gives us through the Church.

* The man degeribed in the Aets of the Apostles s reading the
Propheey of Isalas; while riding on his ‘chagiot, did nof {hink the Bible
<lear and intelligible to all. Whea S5t Philip asked him if he under-
stooid whal be was resding, he answered: “How ecan I bnderstand
unless some man show me™ St. Augusiine, one of the greatest geniuses
of Christianity. did not find the Bible clear and Inteltigible to slL
On the contrary, be expressiy states that he found it 2 most obscure

It i= b mystery how any man can persusde himsel! that the Bille
can be inlerpreted by sverybody. It was Euther who siarted that silly



idea. Inthe Sost years of his revolt against the: authority of ihe Church,
he declsred that the Bible could be undersiocd by everyont, “even by
the humble miller's maid, nay by & child of minge™ But later on, when
he saw the religlous anarchy 1o which his principle af privale inberpre-
sation gave rise, he chanpged his mind, and called the Bible & = hovesy
Book,” mort obsoure and difficult to understand.

Lather saw {he folly of his principle of prvate interpreiation @
mm:mr&ritmﬂnﬁmh&mdﬂ-ﬁnﬁ,ﬁﬂ.m
intolligent man ought to see lts folly in the religious asarchy in the
wﬂquﬂemmhmhﬁbdw;ﬂmm
e Christiae, =od all professing to get their docirine directly from the
Hible, and yet all comtradicting one another on the most tundamental
driptrines of Christizaity, ;

A few months ago 146 delogates from 44 maticos, aod representing
she varlous Christisn Chirehes, exclusive of the Roman Catholic and
Russizs Orfhodox Churches, met in Amsterdam.  The American cor-
respondent who was present wrote: ¥ They mef. ihoy planned, they
wmmmy-mﬂdnmmumﬂmumn{m«m
* Chureh. "-~Time, September 13th, 1938

it is ihis hopeless confusion amongst the Christian Chisrches that
% cousing sech widespread ireliglon to-day. When -serious-minded
men look greund im seprch of Christianily and ste Feveral hundred
contredictory forma of i, Whey give up the aearch in despalie, shall i
eny im disgust, and abapdon religion altogether. It is hard o blame
the bomest searcher sfler truth for his occisiopal jibe and snear at
Christianity. when be sees the truth presented in Eo many mangled
forms by the Christisn Chburches themseives. On fhe other hand.
Christianity would be 4 mightly force i the world to-day if it were
not-split ‘up Into several hundred frapméents by the lilse prisciple of
privels interpretation.

NWow, o view of all that [ hawe said, Jet me ask you o few plain
ﬂm..méwmmmmmﬂurmﬂrmm
ity left the poor simple umedursted masses of humanily 10 Bnd oot
the truth for themselves, in & Book which the sblesi men hawve
candidly ‘declared ther found mest diffieult to understand? Can be
believe that the Divine Fosnder of Christisnity left His doctrine to
e interproted by everyone as he pleases ? Can we accuse the Divine
Master of such litle foresight 7 Surely He knew what men are rapable
of ? Sursly He knew the wild extravagzoces of the human mind when
Jaft to ity owa whims ond delusions

_ Is svery man allowed o interpret the Jaws of the land  socording
10 his own lighta ? Why, even the most expert lawyers cannol mome-
times sive a satisfactory declsion. The ceses have to be referred to
the Supreme Court, or the Court of Appeal Are we to suppose thes
that the Divine Teachor and Lawgiver left His doctrine and His laws
1 be interpreted by every man according to his fancy ? Mo There

=

must be & fAinal court of sppesl, and ihat final court of appeal is the
H

the Priscthond st ipend iwo years in close

infallible Church of Christ. That i why the Church condemas cerlain
they ha'd that the Bible is allsufficient and that It peeds no interpreier-

(3 There is one other reason why the Church dees ast admit
that the Bible alone is & sufficlent rule

that the Bible does not contain all -

St John ends his Gospel with the words: “ There are
thln#ilﬁthlulu&d.ﬂlﬂli:'eMthHlnﬂlh Bock.

man
Lo
And St Psul 12lls the Thessalonians that they musi hold
the teaching trsnsmitied, net only by writing, bat
{2 Thess fi, 145,

Clearly, then, there are certain Christian truths and - practices
handed down by usdiunnnudnﬂmgﬁndinl_hqm An example
u{ﬂwmmnticﬁhﬂmﬂndﬂ'mwﬁﬂ_h common to sl
Christian nmm-mnmmmmmmhu,

And. 1 may edd, our Lord mever wrote & line of Scriplure, and
pelther did He command His Apostles to write. He did mot-say to Hi
the Bible to

by hesting” says St Paul (Rom. x., 17).

IV.
What the Church has done for the Bible

Perhags you will conclude, from all this, that the Church hss
eo use for the Bible Luther spread that falsehood agalnst the Church.
He said {hst before his time * the Bible lay upder the bench Zozgotien
in’ the dusd™ .

Every sindent of history Enows thet clatement is a falsshood
ﬁqzmuWMMWMLmhwm
m'iumm'mmmmuqumm,dﬂaﬂhm
monies of Profestant histerizss, but you will find them given al con-
siderable length in & book. entitled * The Faith of Millions™ which
I sarnestly recommend you o resd, if vou wish {0 know something
about Catholic doctrine énd praciices.

Bat the best refutstion of Luther's calumny is the age iong practice
of the Church It may interest you to know that the Mas — the
greatest funetion of Catholle worship —is fzkea 3hmcsl entirelr [rom
the Bikie, aﬂ._&nnthtmﬂmm:hnmnd_ we
repd of the Sundsy Mass and explsined fo the people
Cilice, which every priest has to recite for more an
s tzken almost entirely from the Bible. Every wiodeot

study
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# The Faith of Millisss,” by Jsha A. OBeicn, FhD,
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