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Gladstone’s article simply calls atteution to certain
things already known, but not realized in all their
bearings by the public. It proves by the ez ra
statements by that line of men who, speaking thus,
can not err, that *‘ no one possibly can now become a
convert” of Rome ‘ without renouncing his moral
aud mental freedom, and placing his civil loyalty and
duty at the mercy of another,” that other beiug the
Po&)'e. The chief value of this volume—and it is one
which every person who takes an interest in great
{ssues will need for reference—depends on the fact
that it contains, along with Mr. Gladstone’s pamphlet,
the historical documents on which its propositions
are all based. ® * * We have also a clear and muwﬂg
history of the Vatican council, bl’ Dr. Schaff, in whic
he shows the crafty way in which the minority were
overpowered and sflenced, and in which the doctrine
of Infallibility is proved to be destitute of any sanc-
tion in either Scripture or the teachi of the early
Church. * * * We fake t for granted that every body
will wish to keep posted in regard to the controversy
now raised in England, and destined to spread to
nearly eve%hoouutry where Romanism has gained a
foothold. e of this vol will b

Mr. Gladstone’s gaper on the Vatican Decrees
arouses a storm ; and the Papal world, from Pope to

riest, 18 in a ferment of vexation. All the more go
n that Gladstone proves, by clear and full citations,
all his damaging accusations. He has cleared the
ntmospllemil and Popery is, at'least for the time,
weaker. Thanks are due the Harpers for putting this
second-named paper in large type and on an octavo
P‘ﬁe’ along with Dr. Schaff’s elaborate and learned
¢« History of the Vatican Council.” Ultramontaniam
is literally compelled to bear witness against {tself.—
Uanaiut, Boston,

The great contest, in which princes and statesmen,
and cardinals and bishops, are engaged, may be fully
understood by stud a the documents published in
this volume, and Mr. Gladstone's powerfal analysis
of the whole will shed light on every part.—Pres-
byterian, Phila.

n, . .
Most unprejudiced readers will be able to judge the
full merits of the question for themselves after a
?eruul of the Syllabus, which shows the exact ground
aken by the Roman Church nggn progress angrmod-
ern scientific research. Dr. Schaff's paper on the
1l is & calm and dignified document, fortified at

more and more valuable as that controversy increases;
history is the worst enemy Rome has to contend with.
—Churchman.

Every reader is enabled to examine the evidence on
which Mr. Glad as founded his indi
against the Papacy. Nothing can be fairer than this.
—Press, Phila.

Gladstone's bombshell explosion has shaken the
Christian world. It is not likely that any other
pamphlet has created a greater sensation since the
art of printing was invented. Dr. Schaff has lmsplly
added to it a history of the Vatican Council and the
Papal Syllabus and Vatican rees. Harper &
Brothers have published them together, and we coun-
sel evelay man who can read, to read, mark, and in-
wardly digest them if he can.—OQbserver.

Gladstone’s political firebrand.—Louisville Courier-

ournal.

It has been said that no work since the Reformation
has stirred the public mind throughout England like
the openln& paper in this book from the pen of Mr.
Gladstone. * * * It ouﬁht to be widely read. The work
as published by the Harpers is really in four
Besides Mr. Gladstone’s article, there is a valgable
History b{ Dr. Schaff, one of the first of historical
writers, of the so-called (Ecnmenical or Vatican Coun-
cil; and then, first, the Papal Syllabus of Errors, and
second, the Vatican Decrees; and, as a whole, is a
work which ought to _be scattered every where
thmp&hont our land, and thoughtfully read and con-

sidered by all the le. It has most pregnant sig-
nificancy —The Cheistian Instructor, P\ o

C
ever& step by his authorities.—Boston day Kven~

hatever differences of religious opinion there may
be among educated men, there can be no question
that the pamphlet of Mr. Gladstone was both tenta-
tive and symptomatic, and that the questions which it
iscusses are living issues, and must continue to be
so in European politics. It is necessary, therefore,
for every student of current history to learn, not from
the ez parte and overdrawn statements of religions
controversialists, but from the ipsissima verda of the
new (Lt;gmu themselves, exactly how much or how
little of doctrine that has any bearing on citizenship
the Roman Catholic of the present day is required to
believe. For an intelligent understanding of this
subject, the volume before us offers, in small com-
pass, every needed facility.—Brooklyn Eagle.

This volume appends a very complete history of the
Vatican Council, grepned Rev. Dr. Schaff; the
Papal Syllabus and Decrees themselves in Latin and
English. The reader is thus enabled to judge the
correctness of the arguments based upon these acts
by their own phraseology, and to form his own opin-
ions independently.—American and Gazette, Phila.

It contains Mr. Gladstone’s famous essay on the
Vatican Decrees, a History of the Vatican Council, by
the comgner. and the Latin and English text of the
Papal Syllabus and the Vatican Decrees. Dr. Schaff"s
historical sketch is taken from his forthcoming history
of the Creeds of Christendom. Itis a full and clear
statement, and helps the reader to understand what
goesbefgreand whatcomesafterit.—N. Y. Independen

<

Pusrisrep 3y HARPER & BROTHERS, NEw YoRk.
I Sent by mail, postage prepaid, to any part of the United States, on receipt of the price.
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22 VATICANISM.

the name or plea of special circumstances, t6 acknowledge them or not
as policy may recommend. This is but the old story. All problems
which menace the Roman Chair with difficulties it dare not face are to
be solved, not by the laying down of principles, good or bad, strict or
lax, in an intelligible manner, but by reserving all cases as matters of
discretion to the breast of the Curia, which will decide from time to
time, according to its pleasure, whether there has been a sacrament or
not, and whether we are married folks, or persons living in guilty com-
merce, and rearing our children under a false pretext of legitimacy.

This, then, is the statement I now make. It has been drawn from
me by the exuberant zeal and precipitate accusations of the school of
Loyola. .

No. 18.—Finally, it is contended that I misrepresent Rome in stat-
ing that it condemns the call to reconcile itself with progress, liberal-
ism, and modern civilization.

It is boldly stated that the Pope condemns not these, but only what
is bad in these.! And thus it is that, to avert public displeasure, words
are put in the Pope’s mouth which he has not used, and which are at
variance with the whole spirit of the document that he has sent forth
to alarm, as Dr. Newman too well sees, the educated mind of Europe.?
It appears to be claimed for Popes-that they shall be supreme over the
laws of language. But mankind protests against a system which pal-
ters in a double sense with its own solemn declarations; -imposing
them on the weak, glorying in them before those who are favorably
prepossessed, and then . contracting their sense ad libitum, even to the
point of nullity, by arbitrary interpolation, to appease the scandalized
understanding of Christian nations. Without doubt, progress, liberal-
ism, modern civilization, are terms more or less ambiguous; but they
are, under a sound general rule, determinable by the context. Now
the contexts of the Syllabus and Encyelica are perfectly unambiguous:
they perfectly explain what the Pope means by the words. He means
to corndemn all that we consider fair limitation of the claims of priest-
ly -power; to repudiate the title of man to general freedom of thought,
and of speech in all its varied forms of utterance; the title of a nation
to resist-those who treat the sovereignty over it as a property, and who

! Month, as sup. p. 496. Bishop Ullathorne, Ezpostulation Unraveled, p. 69.
3 Dr, Newman, p. 90. )
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would enforce on the people—for example, of the Papal States—a gov-
ernment independently of or against its will; in a word, the true and
only sure titles of freedom in all its branches, inward and outward,
mental, moral, and political, as they are ordinarily understood in the
judgment of this age and country.

I have gone, I believe, through every particular impeachment of my
account of the language of the Syllabus and the Encyclica. If each
and all of these have failed, I presume that I need not dwell upon the
general allegations of opponents in respect to those heads where they
have not been pleased to enter upon details.!

Now it is quite idle to escape the force of these charges by re-
proaches aimed at my unacquaintance with theology, and by recom-
mendations, sarcastic or sincere, that I should obtain some instruetion
in its elements. To such reproaches I shall peacefully and respect-
fully bow, so soon as I shall have been convicted of error. But I think
I have shown that the only variations from exact truth to which I ean
plead guilty are variations in the way of understatements of the case
which it was my duty to produce.

2. The Authority of the Syllabus.

I have next ta inquire what is the authority of the Syllabus?

Had I been inclined to push my case to extremes, I might very
well have contended that this document was delivered ex cathedrd.
Schulte, whose authority as a Canonist is allowed on all hands to be
great, founds his argument on that opinion.?: Dr. Ward, who has been
thanked® by His Holiness for his defense of the faith, wonders that
any one can doubt it.* The Pope himself, in his speeches, couples the
Syllabus with the Decrees of the Vatican Council, as being jointly the
great fundamental teachings of these latter days; and he even de-
scribes it as the only anchor of safety for the coming time.* Bishop
Fessler, whose work was published some time after the Council, to tone
down alarms, and has had a formal approval from the Pope,® holds

' The Month, as sup. p. 497.
* Power of the Roman Popes (transl. by Sommers. Adelaide, 1871).
3 Dublin Review, July, 1870, p. 224.
« ¢ Ibid., July, 1874, p. 9.
$ Discorsi di Pio IX., vol.i.p. 59.
¢ Fessler, True and False Infallibility (English translL), p. iii.
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that the Syllabus is not a document proceeding ex cathedrd. But it
touches faith and morals: its condemnations are, and are allowed to be,

assertions of their contradictories, into which assertions they have been |

formally converted by Schrader, a writer of authority, who was official-
ly employed in its compilation. Furthermore, though I was wrong (as
Dr. Newman has properly observed') in assuming that the Encyclica
directly covered all the propositions of the Syllabus, yet this document
is addressed by the Pope through Cardinal Antonelli to all the Bishops
of the Christian (Papal) world—therefore in his capacity as universal
Teacher.

The reasons advanced by Blshop Fessler in the oppos1te sense appear
to be very weak. When the Pope (by conversion of the 23d Proposi-
tion) declares that precedidg pontiffs have not exceeded the limits of
their power, and have not usurped the rights of princes, Bishop Fessler
replies that we are here dealing only with facts of history, not touch-
ing faith or morals, so that there is no subject-matter for a dogmatic
definition.? But the depositions of sovereigns were wont to be founded
on considerations of faith or morals; as when Gregory VIL, in A.D.
1079, charged upon Henry IV. many capital crimes,® and as when In-
nocent III. deposed Raymond of Toulouse for (among other reasons)
not proceeding satisfactorily with the ‘extirpation of the Albigenses.*
The Christian creed itself is chiefly composed of matters of fact set
forth as articles of belief. And he who asserts that the acts of Popes
did not go beyond their rights, distinctly expresses his belief in the
claims of right which those acts involved.

Fessler’s other objection is that the form of the Syllabus does not set
forth the intention of the Pope.® But he appears to have overlooked
the perfectly explicit covering letter of Antonelli, which in the Pope’s
name fransmits the Syllabus, in order that the whole body of Latin
Bishops might have before their eyes those errors and false doctrines
of the age which the Pope had proscribed. - Nor does Fessler venture
to assert that the Syllabus is without dogmatic authority. - He only
says many theologians have doubts upon the question whether it be

! Newman, p. 82.
2 Fessler, Vraie et fausse ]nfaalhb:ltté’ des Papes (French transl ), p.89. .
3 Greenwood, Cathedrd Petri, iv. 420,
¢ Ibid., v. 549, N ) s Fesslel,p. 132.

!
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ex cathedrd : theological science will hereafter have to examine and
decide the matter:' in the mean time every Roman Catholio is bound
to submit to and obey it. Such is the low or moderate doctrine con-
cerning the Syllabus.> Thus its dogmatic authority is probable: its

title to universal obedience is absolute, while among its assertions is

that the Church has the right to employ force, and that the Popes
have not esceeded their powers or invaded the rights of princes.

Now, when I turn to the seductive pages of Dr. Newman, I find
myself to be breathing another air,and discussing, it would seem, some
other Syllabus. If the Pope were the author of it, he would accept

3" But he is not,* and no one knows who is. Therefore it has no
dogmatic force.® It'is an index to a set of dogmatic Bulls and-Allo-
cutions, but it is no more dogmatic itself than any other index or
table of contents.® Its value lies in its references, and fnom them

“alone can we learn its meaning.

If we had Dr. Newman for Pope, we should be tolerably safe, so

merciful and genial would be his rule. But when Dr. Newman, not

being Pope, contradicts and nullifies. what the Pope declares, whatever

we may wish, we can not renounce the use of our eyes. Fessler, who
writes, as Dr. Newman truly says, to curb exaggerations,” and who is
approved by the Pope, declares® that every subject of the Pope, and
thus that Dr. Newman, is bound to obey the Syllabus, because it is
from the Pope and of the Pope. ¢Before the'Council of the Vatican,
every Catholic was bound to submit to and obey the Syllabus; the
Council of the Vatican has made no difference in that obligation of
conscience.” He questions its title, indeed, to be held as ex cathedrd,
and this is his main contention against Von Schulte; but he nowhere
denies its infallibility, and he dlstmctly includes it in the range of
Christian obedience. . .

Next, Dr. Newman lays it down that the words of the Syllabus are
of no force in themselves, except as far as they correspond with the
terms of the briefs to which references are given, and which he ad-
mits'to be binding. - But here Dr. Newman is in flat contradiction to

" 1 Fessler, pp. 8, 132, 184. - 8 Ibid., p. 81.

.. *Ibid., p. 8. ¢ Ibid., p. 8.
? Newman, p. 20, . . 7 Ibid., p. 81.

¢ Ibid., p. 79. o ® Fessler, p. 8 (French transl.).
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solemn and formal manner asserted his possession of it. We were also
told in Ireland that Papal infallibility was no part of the Roman Catho-
lic faith, and never could be made a part of it; and-that the impossi-
bility of incorporating it in their religion was notorious to the Roman
Catholic Church at large, and was become part of their religion, and
this not only in Ireland, but throughout the world. These are the
declarations, which reach in effect from 1661 to 1810; and‘it is in the
light of these declarations that the evidence of Dr. Doyle in 1825, and
the declarations of the English and Irish prelates of the Papal com-
munion shortly afterward, are to be read. Here, then, is an extraordi-
nary fullness and clearness of evidence, reaching over nearly two centn-
ries ; given by and on behalf of millions of men; given in documents
patent to all the world ; perfectly well known to the See and Court of
Rome, as we know expressly with respect to merely the most important
of all these assurances, namely, the actual and direct repudiation of in-
fallibility in 1788-9. So that either that See and Court had at the
last-named date, and at the date of the Synod of 1810, abandoned the
dream of enforcing infallibility on the Church, or else by willful silence
they were guilty of practicing upon the British Crown one of the black-
est frauds recorded in history.

The difficulties now before us were fully foreseen during the sittings
of the Council of 1870. In the Address prepared by Archbishop Ken-
rick, of St. Louis, but not delivered, because a stop was put to the debate,
I find these words:

¢ Quomodo fides sic gubernio Anglicano data conciliari possit cum definitione papalis in-

fallibilitatis . . . . ipsi viderint qui ex Episcopis Hiberniensibus, sicut ego ipse, illud jura-
mentum preestiterint.’?

‘In what way the pledge thus given to the English Government can
be reconciled with the definition of Papal infallibility, let those of the
Irish Bishops consider who, like myself, have taken the oath in question.’

The oath was, I' presume, that of 1793. However, in Friedberg’s
Sammlung der Actenstiicke zum Concil, p.151 (Tiibingen,1872), I find
it stated, I hope untruly, that the Civiltd Cattolica, the prime favorite of
Vaticanism, in Series viii. vol. i. p. 730, announced among those' who had
‘submitted to the Definition the name of Archbishop Kenrick.

! Fnednch; Doc ad Tllust. Conc. Vat. vol. i. p- 219,




THE VATICAN COUNCIL AND INFALLIBILITY. . 87

. Let it not, however, be for a moment supposed that I mean to charge
upon those who gave the assurances of 1661, of 1757, of 1783, of 1798,
of 1810, of 1825-6,.the guilt. of falsehood. I have not.a doubt that
what they said they one and all believed. It is for Archbishop Man-
ning and his confederates, not for me, toexplain how these things have
come about; or it is for Archbishop MacHale, who joined as.a Bishop
in the assurances of 1826, and who then stood in the shadow and recent
recollection of the Synod of 1810, but who now is understood.to have
become a party, by promulgation, to the Decree of the. Pope’s infalli-
bility. There are but two alternatives to choose between: on the one
side, that which I reject, the hypothesis of sheer perjury and falsehood ;
on the other, that policy of ¢violence and change in faith’ which I
.charged, and stirred so much wrath by charging,in my former tract. I
believed, and I still believe it to be the true, as well ‘as the milder ex-
planation. It is for those who reject it-to explaln their preference for
the other solution of this most curious problem of history.!

And now what shall we say to that coloring power of 1magmatlon ’
with which Dr. Newman? tints the wide landscape of these most intract-
able facts, when he says it is a pity the Bishops could not have antici- -
‘pated the likelihood that in 1870 the Council of the Vatican would at-
tach to the Christian creed the Article of the Pope’s infallibility. A
pity it may be; but it surely is not a wonder: because they told us, as
& fact notorious to themselves, and to the whole Roman Catholic world,
that the passing of such a decree was impossible.® Let us reserve our
faculty of wonder for the letter of an Anglo-Roman, or, if he prefers it,
Romano-Anglican Bishop, who in a published circular presumes to term
¢scandalous’ the letter of an English gentleman, because in that letter
he had declared he still held the belief which in 1788-9 the whole body
of the Roman Catholics of England assured Mr. Pitt that they held ;*
and let us learn which of the resources of theological skill will avail to
bring together these innovations, and the semper eadem of which I am, '
I fear, but writing the lamentable epitaph.

‘Non bene conveniunt, nec in und sede morantur.’s

} See Appendices D and E. 2 Dr. Newman, p. 17. 3 See Appendix D.
¢ Letter of Mr. Petre to the London Times of Nov. 15,1874 ; of Bishop Vaughan, Jan. 2, 1875.
3 Ov. Metamorph.
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fallibility, but that she was rather bound by consistency with her own
principles, as recorded in history, to repel and repudiate that tenet. I
refer to the events of the great epoch marked by the Council of Con-
stance. And the proof of the state of facts with regard to that epoch
will also be proof of my more general allegation that the Church of
Rome does not keep good faith with history, as it is handed down to
her, and marked out for her, by her own annals. I avoided this dis
cussion in the former tract, because it is necessarily tinctured with the-
ology; but the denial is a challenge, which I can not refuse to take up.

It is alleged that certain of my assertions may be left to confute
one another. I will show that they are perfectly consistent with one
another.

The first of them charged on Vaticanism that it had disinterred®

and brought into action the extravagant claims of Papal authority,
which were advanced by Popes at the' climax of their power, but which
never entered into the faith even of the Latin Church.
. The second, that it had added two if not three new articles to the
Christian Creed : the two articles of the Immaculate Conception and
of Papal Infallibility; with what is at least a new law of Christian
obligation-—the absolute duty of all Christians and all Councils to obey
the Pope in his decrees and commands, even where fallible, over the
whole domain of faith, morals, and the government and discipline of
the Church. This law is now for the first time, I believe, laid down
by the joint and infallible authority of Pope and Council. Dr. New-
man' wonders that I should call the law absolute. I call it absolute
because it is without exception and without limitation.

To revive obsolete claims to authority, and to innovate in matter of
'belief, are things perfectly compatible : we have seen them disastrous-
ly combined. In such innovation is involved, as I will now show, a
daring breach with history.

While one portion of the Roman theologlans have held the infalli-
bility of the Pope, many others have taught that an (Ecumenical Coun-
cil, together with a Pope, constitutes per se an infallible authority in
faith and morals. I believe it to be also true that it was, down to that
disastrous date, compatible with Roman orthodoxy to hold that not

1 Dr. Newman, pp. 45, 58.
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pated his sentence by resignation. Benedict XIII. was deposed, s
was John XXIIL, for divers crimes and offenses, but not for heresy.
Having thus made void the Papal Chair, the Council elected thereto
Pope Martin V.

It is not my object to attempt a general appreciation of the Counci
of Constance. There is much against it to be said from many points
of view, if there be more for it. But I point out that, for the matter
now in hand, the questions of fact are clear, and that its decrees are
in flat and diametrical contradiction to those of the Vatican. )

This of itself would not constitute any difficulty for Roman theolo-
gy, and would give no proof of its breach with history. It is admitted
on all or nearly all hands that a Council, however great its authority
may be, is not of itself infallible. What really involves a fatal breach
with history is, when a body, which professes to appeal to it, having
proclaimed a certain organ to be infallible, then proceeds to ascribe to
it to-day an utterance contradictory to its utterance of yesterday ; and,
thus depriving it not only of all certainty, but of all confidence, lays
its honor prostrate in the dust. . This can only be brought home to
the Roman Church, if two of her Councils, contradicting one another
in the subject-matter of faith or morals, have each respectively been
confirmed by the Pope, and have thus obtained, in Roman eyes, the
stamp of infallibility. Now this is what I charge in the present in-
stance.

It is not disputed, but loudly asseverated, by Vaticanists that the
Council of the Vatican has been approved and confirmed by-the Pope.

- But an allegation has been set up that the Council of Constance did
not receive that confirmation in respect to the Decree of the Fifth Ses-
sion which asserted its power, given by Christ, over the Pope. Blsh0p
Ullathorne says :

‘Although the mode of proceeding in that Council was really informal, inasmuch as its
members voted by nations, a portion of its doctrinal decrees obtained force through the dog-
matic Constitution of Mm‘tm \'Ak

Here it is plainly implied that the Decree of the Fifth Session was
not confirmed. And I have read in some Ultramontane production
of the last three months an exulting observation that the Decrees of

! Ezpostulation Unraveled, p. 42.
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were not Cardinals, and could not elect validly his successor, Eugen «=
IV.; so that the Papal succession has failed since an early date in th @«
fifteenth century, or more than four hundred and fifty years ago.

Therefore the Decree of the Fifth Council must upon Roman princik —
ples have been included in the materie fide: determined by the Coum —
cil,and was confirmed by Pope Martin V.

But again. It has been held by some Roman writers that Popa
Martin V. only confirmed the Decrees touching Faith ; that the Decree=
of the Fifth Session did not touch Faith, but only Church-government,

- and that accordingly it remained unconfirmed.

Now in the Apostles’ Creed, and in the Nicene Creed, we all express-
belief in the Holy Catholic Church. Its institution and existence are
therefore strictly matter of faith. How can it be reasonably: contend-
ed that the organized body is an article of faith, but that the seat of its
vital, sovereign power, by and from which it becomes operative for be-
lief and conduct, belongs to the inferior region of the ever mutable
discipline of the Church % . R

But this is argument only; and we have a more sure cnterlon at
command, which will convict Vaticanism for the present purpose out
of its own mouth. Vaticanism has effectually settled this question as
against itself; for it has declared that the Papal Infallibility is a
dogma of Faith (divinitus revelatum dogma, ¢ Const. ch. iv.). . But
if by this definition, the infallibility of the Pope in definitions of faith
belongs to the province of materie fidei and of ea gue pertinent ad
Jidem, the negative of the proposition thus affirmed, being in the same
subject-matter, belongs to the same province. It therefore seems to
follow, by a demonstration perfectly rigorous—

1. That Pope Martin V. confirmed (or adopted) a Decree whlch de-
clares the judgments and proceedings of the Pope, in matters of faith,
without exception, to be refarmable, and therefore fallible.

2. That Pope Pius IX. confirmed (and proposed) a Decree which
declares certain judgments of the Pope, in matters of faith and morals,
to be infallible; and these, with his other judgments in faith, morals,
and the discipline and government of the Church, to be irreformable.

3. That the new oracle contradicts the old, and again the Roman
Church has broken with history in contradicting itself.

4. That no oracle which contradicts itself is an infallible oracle.
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- 5. That a so-called (Ecumenical Council of the Roman Church, con-
firrmed or non-confirmed by the Pope, has, upon its own showing, no
valid claim to infallible authority. 7

“The gigantic forgeries of the false Decretals, the general contempt
of “Vaticanism for history, are subjects far too wide for me to touch.
Bua ¢ for the present I leave my assertion in this matter to stand upon—

. The case of the Roman Catholics of the United Kingdom before
18 =29.

<2. The Decrees of the Council of Constance, compared with the
Decrees of the Council of the Vatican. )

“WWVhen these assertions are disposed of, it will be time enough to
pl =x.ce others in the rank. "I.will now say a word on the cognate sub-
je=t of Gallicanism, which has also béen brought upon the carpet.

Xt would be unreasonable to expect from Archbishop Manning
greater accuracy in his account of a foreign Church than he has ex-
hitoited with regard to the history of the communion over which he
ena ergetically presides. . :

-As the most famous and distinct of its manifestations was that ex-
hi bited in the Four Articles of 1682, it has pleased the Archbishop to
inagine, and imagining to state, that in that year Gallicanism took its
rise. Even:with the help of this airy suppositioh, he has to admit

that in the Church where all is unity, certairty, and authority, a doc-
trime contrary to divine faith, yet proclaimed by the Church of France,
was, for want of a General Council, tolerated for one hundred and
eigrhty-eight years. . Indeed, he alleges® the errors of the Council of
Constance, four hundred and sixty years ago, as a reason for the Coun-
cil of the Vatican. " '

- “Nor were Catholics free to deny his infallibility before 1870. The
d?llial of his infallibility had-indeed never been condemned by a defi-
Dition, because since the rise of Gallicanism in 1682 no (Ecumenical
Council had ever been convoked.’?

I will not stop to inquire why, if the Pope has all this time been in-
fanible, a Council was necessary for the issuing of a definition; since
We are now on matters of history, and the real difficulty would be to
Enow where to dip into the prior history of France without finding

! Petri Privilegium, ii. 40. E ]
? Letter to Macmillan's Magazine, Oct. 22, 1874,
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matter in utter contradiction to the Archbishop’s allegation. An Ar=-
glo-Roman writer has told us that in the year 1612 [query 16141] tm @
assembly of the Gallican Church declared that the power of the Pope>s
related to spiritual matters and eternal life, not to civil concerns and
temporal possessions.! In the year 1591, at Mantes and Chartres, the
prelates of France in their assembly refused the order of the Pope t
quit the king, and on the 21st of September repudiated his Bulls, ass
being null in substance and in form.? It has always been understoocd
that the French Church played a great part in the Council of Con—
stance : is this also to be read backward, or effaced from the records €
Or, to go a little farther back, the Council of Paris in 1393 withdreve
its obedience altogether from Benedict XIII., without tranéferring it
to his rival at Rome; restored it tipon conditions in 1403 ; again with—
drew it, because the conditions had not been fulfilled, in 1406 ; and so»
remained until the Council of Constance and the election of Martin V.=*
And what are we to say to Fleury, who writes:

¢Le concile de Constance établit la maxime de tout temps enseignée en France, que ton€®
Pape est soumis au jugement de tout concile universel en ce qui concerne la foi.’ ¢

One of the four articles of 1682 simply reaffirms the decree of Con-
stance; and as Archbishop Manning has been the first, so he will prob-
ably be the last person to assert that Gallicanism took its rise in 1682.

This is not the place to show how largely, if less distinctly, the spirit
of what are called the Gallican liberties entered into the ideas and in-
stitutions of England, Germany, and even Spain. Neither will I dwell
on the manner in which the decrees of Constance ruled for a time not
only the minds of a school or party, but the policy of the Western
Church st large, and proved their efficacy and sway by the remarkable
submission of Eugenius IV. to the Council of Basle. But I will cite
the single sentence in which Mr. Hallam, writing, alas, nearly sixty
years back, has summed up the case of the decrees of .Constance :

¢ These decrees are the great pillars of that moderate theory with respect to the Papel au-
thority which distinguished the Gallican Church, and is embraced, I presume, by almost all
laymen, and the major part of ecclesiastics, on this side the Alps.”

! Cited in Slater’s Letters, p. 28, from Hook's Principia, iii. 577.

* Continuator of Fleury, Hist. Eccl., xxxvi., 337 (Book 169, ch. 84).

3 Du Chastenet, Nouvelle Histoire du Canc. de Constance (Preface) ; snd Preuves, pp. T9;
84 8qq., 95, 479 (Paris, 1718).

¢ Fleury, Nouv. Opusc. p. 44, clted in Demaistre, Du Pape, p. 82. See also Fleury, Hist.
Eecl. (Book 102, ch. 188).

 Hist. of tlac Middle Ages, ch. vii. part 2
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"The reference made by Archbishop Manning is, as he has had the
goodness to inform me, to the Second Canon.' The material words
sre these:

“ IRegarding the most blessed Pope Nicolas as an organ of the Holy Spirit, and likewise
his mmost holy successor Adrian, we accordingly define and enact that all which they have set
out. and promulgated synodically from time to time, as well for the defense and well-being
of tlhe Church of Constantinople, and of its Chief Priest and most holy Patriarch Ignatius,
as Xikewise for the expulsion and condemnation of Photius, neophyte and intruder, he always
observed and kept alike entire and untouched, under (or according to) the heads set forth
(cea 773 expositis capitulis).?

“There is not in the Canon any,thing relating- to the Popes generally,
bt only to two particular Popes; nor any reference to what they did
pexsonally, but only to what they did synodically; nor to what they
diA synodically in all matters, but only in the controversy with Pho-
tias and the Eastern Bishops adhering to him. There is not one word
relating to the Canon of 863, or to the Council which passed it: which
was a Council having nothing to do with the Photian controversy, but
called for the purpose of supporting Pope Nicholas I in what is com-
monly deemed his righteous policy with respect to the important case
of the Divorce of Lothair? :

So that the demonstration of the Archbishop falls wholly to the
ground ; and down to this time my statement remains entire and un-

“hmxt The matter contained in it will remain very important until
the Council or the Pope shall amend its decree so as to bring it into
conformity with the views of Dr. Newman, and provide a relief to the
Private conscience by opening in the great gate of Obedience a little
Wicket-door of exceptions for those who are minded to disobey.

Had the Decrees of 1870 been in force in the sixteenth and seven-
teenth centuries, Roman Catholic peers could not have done what, un-
1 the reign of Charles IL, they did; could not have made their way
to the House of Lords by taking the oath of allegiance, despite the
Pope’s command. But that is not all. The Pope ex cathedrd had
bidden the Roman Catholics of England in the eighteenth century,
and in the sixteenth, and from the fourteenth, to believe in the De-

* Ibid, p. 1127 Lat., p. 1367 Gr. ; where the reader should be on his guard against the
Latin version, and look to the Greek original.
* See the original in Appendix G.
* Labbe, vol. x. pp. 766 sqq.
D
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and all beaunty. But what does this amount to? It is simply to say
that when we look at the object'in the free air and full light of day
which God has given us, its structure is repulsive and its arrangement
chaotic ; but if we will part with a great portion of that light by pass-
ing within the walls of a building made by the hand of man, then, in-
deed, it will be better able to bear our scrutiny. It is an ill recom-
mendation of a commodity to point out that it looks the best where
. the light is scantiest.

VII. WARRANT OF ALLEGIANCE ACCORDING TO THE VATICAN.
1. Its Alleged Superiority.
2. Iis Real Flaws.
8. Alleged Non-interference of the Popes for Two Hundred Years.

Not satisfied with claiming to give guarantees for allegiance equal to
those of their fellow-citizens, the champions of the Vatican have boldly
taken a position in advance. They hold that they are in a condition
to offer better warranty than ours, and this because they are guided by
an infallible Pope, instead of an erratic private judgment; and because
the Pope himself is exceedingly emphatic, even in the Syllabus, on the
duties of subjects toward their rulers. Finally, all this is backed and
riveted by an appeal to conduct. ‘The life and conduct of the Church
for eighteen centuries are an ample guarantee for her love of peace and
justice’? I would rather not discuss this ‘ample guarantee.’ Perhaps
the Bishop’s appeal might shake one who believed: I am certain it
would not quiet one who doubted.

The inculcation of civil obedience under the sanction of religian is,
8o far as I am aware, the principle and practice of all Christian com-
munitiea 'We must therefore look a little farther into the matter in
order to detect the distinctive character, in this respect, of the Vatican.

Unquestionably the Pope, and all Popes, are full and emphatic on
the duties of subjects to rulers; but of what subjects to what rulers?
It is the Church of England which has ever been the extravagantly
loyal Church; I mean which has, in other days, exaggerated the doc-
trine of civil obedience, and made it an instrument of much political

! Bishop Vaughan, p. 28.
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amine whether they govern well, first themselves, then the people under them. For if one be

evil to himself, how shall he be good to others? Examine whether they conduct themselves -

rightly as Princes; for otherwise they are rather to be deemed tyrants, than taken for Kings,
and we should resist.them, and mount up agaiust them, rather than be under them. Other-
wise, if we submit to such, and do not put ourselves over them, we must of necessity encour-
age them in their vices. Therefore be subject ‘“to the King, as in authority, in his virtues,
that is to say, not his faults; as the Apostle says, for the sake of God, not against God.”'*

- I cite the passage, not to pass a censure in the case, but for its
straightforward exposition of the doctrine, now openly and widely pre-
ferred, thougly not so lucidly expounded, by the teaching body of the
Romish Church. Plainly enough, in point of right, the title of the
temporal Sovereign is valid or null according to’the view which may
be taken by the Pope of the nature of his conduct. *‘No just Prince,
says Archbishop Manning, can be deposed by any power on earth; but
whether a Prince is just or not, is a matter for the Pope to judge of.?
- We are told, indeed, that it is not now the custom for the Pope to
depose princes: not even Victor Emmanuel.® True: he does no more
than exhort the crowds who wait upon him in the Vatican to seek for
the restoration of those Italian sovereigns whom the people have driven
out. But no man is entitled to take credit for not doing that which he
has no power to do.” And one of the many irregularities in the mode
of argument pursued by Vaticanism is, that such credit is constantly
taken for not attempting the impossible. It is as if Louis XVI., when
a prisoner in the Temple, had vaunted his own clemency in not put-
ting the head of Robespierre under the guillotine.

But there are other kinds of interference and aggression, just as in-
tolerable in principle as the exercise, or pretended exercise, of the de-
posing power. Have they been given up? We shall presently see.*

9. Its Real Flaws.

- Cooks and controversialists seem to have this in common, that they
nicely appreciate the standard of knowledge in those whose appetites
they supply. The cook is tempted to send up ill-dressed dishes to
masters who have slight skill in or care for cookery; and the contro-
versialist occasionally shows his contempt for the intelligence of his
readers by the quality of the arguments or statements which he pre-
sents for their acceptance. But this, if it is to be done with safety,

! Baronius, A.D. 863, c. Ixx. * Bishop Vaughan, Pastdral, p. 84.
? Archbishop Manning, p. 46. ¢ Infra,
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the civilizéd world. But the essential condition of this ability, on which
all depends, is that the forces which the State is to govern shall be forces
having their seat within its own territorial limits. The power of the
State is essentially a local power. |

Buat the Triregno of the Pope, figured by the Tiara, touches heaven,
earth, and the place of the departed. 'We now deal only with the earth-
ly province.. As against the local sway of the State, the power of the
Pope is ubiquitous; and the whole of it can be applied at any point
within the dominions of any State, although the far larger part of it
does not arise within its borders, but constitutes, in the strictest sense, a
foreign force. The very first condition of State rule is thus vitally com-
promised.

The power with which the State has thus to deal is one dwelling
beyond its limits, and yet beyond the reach of its arm. All the sub-
jects of the State are responsible to the State: they must obey, or they

" must take the consequences. But for the Pope there are no conse-
quences: he is not responsible.
* But it may be said, and it is true, that the State will not be much the
better for the power it possesses of sending all its subjects to prison for
disobedience. And here we come upon the next disagreeable distinction
in the case of the Roman Church. She alone arrogates to herself the
right to speak to the State, not as a subject, but as a superior; not as
pleading the right of a conscience staggered by the fear of sin, but as a
vast Incorporation, setting up a rival law against the State in the State’s
own domain, and claiming for it, with@e higher sanction, the title to
similar coercive means of enforcement. .

No doubt, mere submission to consequences is, for the State, an in-
adequate cdmpensation for the mischief of disobedience. The State
has duties which are essential to its existence, and which require active
instruments. Passive resistance, widely enough extended, would be-
come general anarchy. With the varying and uncombined influences

* of individual judgment and conscience the State can safely take its
chance. But here is a Power that claims authority to order the mill-
ions; and to rule the rulers of the millions, whenever, in its judgment,
those rulers may do wrong.

The first distinction then is, that the Pope is himself foreign and not
responsible to the law; the second, that the larger part of his power is
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" - Am I not right in saying that,after all this, to teach the identity of
the.claims of Vaticanism with those of other forms of Christianity in
the great and grave case of conscience against the civil power, is simply
to manifest a too thinly veiled contempt for the understanding of the
British community, for whose palate and digestion such diet has been
offered? -

The éxact state of the case, as I believe, is this: The right to over-
ride all the States of the world and to cancel their acts, within limits as-
signable from time to time to, but not by those States, and the title to
do battle with them, as soon as it may be practicable and expedient, with
their own proper weapon and last sanction of exterior force, has been
sedulously brought more and more into view of late years. The centre
of the operation has lain in the Society of Jesuits; I am loath to call
them by the sacred name, which ought never to be placed in the pain-
ful associations of controversy. In 1870, the fullness of time was come.
The matter of the things to be believed and obeyed hud been sufficiently
developed. But inasmuch as great masses of the Roman Catholic body
before that time refused either to believe or to obey, in that year the
bold stroke was struck, and it was decided to bring mischievous ab-
stractions if possible into the order of still more mischievous realities.

* The infallible, that is virtually the divine title to command, and the
absolute, that is the unconditional duty to obey, were promulgated to
an astonished world.

3. Alleged Mm-.z'nwrfercnce of the Popes for Two Hundred Years.

It has been alleged on this occasion by a British Peer, who I have no
doiibt has been cruelly misinformed, that the Popes have not invaded
the province of the civil power during the last two hundred years.

I will not travel over so long a period, but am content even with the
last twenty.

1. In his Allocution of the 22d of January, 1855, Pfhs IX. declared

" to be absolutely null and void all acts of the Government of Piedmont
which he held to be in prejudice of the rights of Religion, she Church,
and the Roman See, and particularly a law proposed for the suppres-
‘'sion of the monastic orders as moral entities, that is to say as civil cor-
porations.

2. On the 26th of July in the same year, Pius IX. sent forth another
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Allocution, in which he recited various acts of the Government.of
Spain, including the establishment of toleration for non-Roman wof~ .
ship, and the secularization of ecclesiastical property; and, by his ow#>
Apostolical authority, he declared all the laws hereto relating to be abro
gated, totally null, and of no effect.

8. On the 22d of June, 1862, in another Allocution, Pius IX. recitedlE
the provisions of an Austrian law of the previous December, which es- —
tablished freedom of opinion, of the press, of belief, of conscience, of sci- -
ence, of education, and of religious profession, and which regulated mat-
rimonial jurisdiction and other matters. The whole of these ¢ abomi-
nable’ laws ‘have been and shall be totally void, and without all force
whatsoever.’ ) -

In all these cases reference is made, in general terms, to Concordats,
of which the Pope alleges the violation; but he never bases his ghnul-
ment of the laws upon this allegation. And Schrader, in his work on
the Syllabus, founds the cancellation of the Spanish law, in the matter
of toleration, not on the Concordat, but on the original inherent right
of the Pope to enforce the 77th Agticle of the Syllabus, respecting the
exclusive establishment of the Roman religion.!

To provide, however, against all attempts to take refugein this spe-
cialty, I will now give instances where no question of Concordat enters

at all into the case.

" 1. In an Allocution of July 27, 1855, when the law for the suppres-
sion of monastic orders and appropriation of their properties had been
passed in the kingdom of Sardinia, on the simple ground of his Apos-
tolic authority, the Pope annuls this law, and all other laws injurious to
the Church, and excommunicates all who bad a hand in them. -

2. In an Allocution of December 15,1856, the Pope recites the in-
terruption of negotiations for a Concordat with Mexico, and the various
acts of that Government against religion, such as the abolition of the ec-
clesiastical for#n, the secularization of Church property, and the civil
permission to members of monastic establishments to withdraw from
them. All of these laws are declared absolutely null and void. :

3. On the 17th of September, 1863, in an Encyclical Letter the Pope
enumerates like preceedings on the part of the Government of New

1 Schrader, p. 80.
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Granada. Among the.wro.ngs committed, we find the establishment of
freedom of worship (cujusque catholici cultés lbertas sancita). These
and all other acts against the Church, utterly unjust and impious, the
Pope, by his Apostolic authority, declares to be wholly null and void
in the future and in the past.!

No more, I hope, will be heard of the allegation that for two hundred
years the Popes have not attempted to interfere with the Civil Powers
of the world. '

But if it be requisite to carry proof a step farther, this may readily
be done. In his Petr Privilegium, vol. iii. p. 19, n., Archbishop Man-
ning quotes the Bull /n Ceend Domini as if it were still ip force. Bishop
Clifford, in his Pastoral Letter (p. 9), 1aid it down that though all hu-
man actions were moral actions, there were many of them which be-
longed to the temporal power, and with which the Pope could not in-

terfere. Among these he mentioned the assessment and payment of
taxes. Butis it not the fact that this Bull excommunicates ‘all who
impose new taxes, not already provided for by law, without the Pope's
leave?’ and all who impose, without the said leave, special and express,
any taxes, new or old, upon clergymen, churches, or monasterids ?2

I may be told that Archbishop Manning is not a safe authority in
these matters, that the Bull /n Ceend Domint was withdrawn after the
assembling of the Council, and the constitution Apostolice Sedis® substi-
tated for it, in which this reference to taxes is omitted. But if this be
80, i8 it not an astonishing fact, with reference to the spirit of Curialism,
that down to the year 1870 these preposterous claims of aggression
should have been upheld and from time to time proclaimed? Indeed
the new Constitution itself, dated October, 1869, the latest specimen of
reform and concession, without making any reservation whatever on
behalf of the laws of the several countries, excommumcates (among

others)—

3 All these citations, down to 1865, will be found in Recueil des Allocutions Consistoriales,
etc. (Paris, 1865, Adrien Leclerc et C') ; see also Europdische Geschichtskalender, 1868, p.
249; Von Schulte, Powers of the Roman Popes, vol. iv. p. 43 ; Schrader, as above, Heft ii,
p- 80; Vering, Katholisches Kirchenrecht (Mainz, 1868), Band xx. pp. 170-1, N. F.;
Band xiv.

2 O'Keeffe, Ultramontanism, pp. 215, 219. The reference is to sections v., xviii.

% See Quirinus, p. 105; and see Constit. Apostolicee Sedis in Fnedbergs Acta et Decreta
Conc. Vat. p. 77 (Freiburg, 1871).
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of 1872, that the promulgation of the new Dagmm, which had occurred
since his last meeting with his clergy, was ‘an event far more important
than the great change in the balance of power which we have witness-
ed during the same interval’! The effect of it, described with literal
rigor, was in the last resort to place the entire Christian religion in the
breast of the Pope, and to suspend it on his will. This is a startling
statement; but as it invites, so will it bear, examination. I put it forth
not as rhetonc, sarcasm, or invective; but as fact, made good by
history.

It is obvious to reply that, if the Christian rellmon is in the heart of
the Pope, so the law of England is in the heart of the Legislature. The
case of the Pope and the case of the Legislature are the same in this:
that neither of them are subject to any limitation whatever, except such
as they shall themselves respectively allow. Here the resemblance be-
gins and ends. The nation is ruled by a Legislature, of which by far
the most powerful branch is freely chosen, from time to time, by the
community itself, by the greater part of the heads of families in the
country; and all the proceedings of its Parliament are not only carried
on in the face of day, but made known from day to day, almost from
hour to hour, in every town and viljage, and almost in every household
of the land. They are governed by rules framed to secure both ample
time for consideration and the utmost freedom, or, it may be, even li-
cense of debate; and all that is said and done is subjected to an imme-
diate, sharp, and incessant criticism; with the assurance on the part of
the critics. that they will have not only favor from their friends, but
impunity from their enemies. Erase every one of these propositions,
and replaoe it-by its contradictory : you will then have a perfect de-

v scnptlon of the. present Government of the Roman Church. The an-
cient principles of popular election and control, for which room was
found in the Apostolic Church under its inspired teachers, and which
still subsist in the Christian East, have, by the constant aggressions of
Cnrla.hsm, been in the main effaced, or, where not effaced, reduced to

. the Mst stage of practical inanition. We see before us the Pope, the
) the priesthood, and the people. The priests are absolute over
* @ Bishops over both; the Pope over all. Each inferior

\erge of the Bishop of St. Darid's, 1872, p. 2.
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‘ . ’ - Hath missed her footing, fallen into the mire, .
And there herself, and burden, much defiled.’—Cary.

Without doubt there is an answer to all this. Publicity, responsibil-
ity, restraint, and all the forms of warranty and safeguard, are wanted
for a human institution, but are inapplicable to a ‘divine teacher,’ to
! an inspired Pontiff, to a ‘living Christ’ The promises of God are
sure, and fail not. His promise has been given, and Peter in his. Suc-
cessor shall never fail, never go astray. He needs neither check nor
| aid, as he will find them for himself. He is an exception to all the
rules which detggmine human action; and his action in this matter is
not really human, but divine. Having, then, the divine gift of-iner-
rancy, why may he not be invested with the title, and assume the di-
vine attribute, of omnipotence ?

No one can deny that the answer is sufficient, if dnly it be true.
But the weight of such a superstructure requires a firm, broad, well-as-
certained foundation. If it can be shown to exist, so far so good. In
! the due use of the gift of reason with which our nature is endowed, we
. may *look for a blessing from God; but the abandonment of reason is
credulity, and the habit of creduhty is presumption. -

Is there, then, such a foundation_ disclosed to: us by Dr. Newman’
when he says ‘the long history of the contest for and against the
Pope’s infallibility has been but a growing insight through ¢enturies
into the meaning of ‘three texts.’ First, ‘Feed my sheep’(John xxi.
16-17) ;- of ‘which Archbishop Kenrick tells us that the very words are
disputed, and the meaning forced.? Next, ¢ Strengthen thy brethren ;’
which has no reference whatever to doctrine, but only, if its force
extend beyond the immediate occasion, to government; and, finally,
‘Thou art Peter; and on this rock 1 will build my church;’ when it is
notoriousy that the large majority of the early expositors declare the
rock to be not the person but the previous confession of Saint Peter;
and where it is plain that, if his person be really meant, there is no dis-
tinction of ex cathedrd and not ex cathedrd, but the entire proceedmgs of
his mlmstry are included without distinction.

-

? Dr. Newman, p. 110. . : .

2 ¢ Concio habendu at non habitu,’ i. ii. ; Friedrich, Documenta ad illustrandum, Conc. Vat.
Abth. vol. i. pp.191,199. I leave it to those better entitled and better quahﬁed to criticise
the purely arbitrary construction attached to the words.
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athema, what yesterday you were allowed or encouraged to deny, my
answer 1is_that in and by me alone you have any means of knowing
what it is you affirm, or what it is you deny.” This is the strain which
is consistently held by the bold trumpeters of Vaticanism, and which
has been effectual to intimidate the feeble-minded and faint-hearted, who
seemed to have formed, at the Council of the Vatican, so large a propor-
tion of its opponents; nay, which has convinced them, or has performed
inthem the inscrutable process, be it what it may, which is the Roman
substitute for conviction, that what in the Council itself they denounced
as breach of faith, after the Council they are permitted, nay bound, to
embrace, nay to enforce.

Let me now refer to another of these fantasuc replies.

We are told it would be an entire mistake to corifound this Infalli:
bility of the Pope, in the province assigned to it, with absolutism: -

¢The Pope is bound by the moral and divine law, by the commandments of God, by the
rules of the Gospel, and by every definition in faith and morals that the Church has ever

made. No man is more bound by law than the Pope; a fact plainly known to himself, and
to every bishop and priest in Christendom.’? -

Every definition in faith and morals! These are written definitions.
What are they but another Scripture? What right of interpreting this
other Scripture is granted to the Church at large, more than of the real
and greater Scripture? Here is surely in its perfection the petition for
bread answered by the glft of a stone.

Bishop Vaughan does not venture to assert that the Pope is bound
by the canon law, the written law of the Church of Rome. The aboli-
tion of the French Sees under the Concordat with Napoleon, and the
depositipn of their legitimate Bishops, even if it were the only instance,
has settled that question forever. Over the yritten law of his Church
the pleasure of the Pope is supreme. And this justifies, for every prac-
tical purpose, the a.ssertion that law no longer exists in that Church; in
the same very real sense as we should say there was no law in England
in the reign of James the Second, while it was subject to a dispensing
power. There exists no law wherever a living ruler, an executive
head, claims and exercises, and is allowed to possess, a powar of annul-
ling or a power of dispensing with the law. If Bishop Vaughan does

! Bishop Vaughan, Pastoral Letter, p. 30.
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speaking in the manner supposed—that that other Pope was fot speak-
ing ex cathedrd. Or he may tell you that there is no contrariety. If
you have read, if you have studied, if you have seen, if you have hum-
bly used everye*means of getting to the truth, and you return to your
point that contrariety there is, again his answer is ready: That assertion
of yours is simply your private judgment ; and your private judgment
is just what my infallibility is meant and appointed to put down. ‘My
word is the tradition of the Church. It is the nod of Zeus; it is the
judgment of the Eternal. There is no escaping it, and no disguising
it: the whole Christian religion, according to the modern Church of
Rome, is in the breast of one man. The will and arbitrament of one
man will for the future decide, through half the Christian world, what,
religion is to be. It is unnecessary to remind me that. this power is
limited to faith and morals. We know it is; it does not extend to
geometry, or to numbers. Equally is it beside the point to observe that
the infallibility alleged has not received a new definition: I have no-
where said it had, It is the old gift: it is newly lodged. Whatever
was formerly ascribed either to the Pope, or to the Council, or to the
entire governing body of the Church, or to the Church general and dif-
fused, the final sense of the great Christian community, aided by
authority, tested by discussion, mellowed and ripened by time—all—no

_ more- than all, and no less than all—of what God gave, for guidance,

through the power of truth, by the Christian revelation, to the whole
redéemed family, the baptized flock of the Saviour in the world; all
this is now locked in the ‘breast of one man, opened and distributed at
his will, and liable to assume whatever form—whether under the name
of identity or other name it matters not—he may think fit to give it.
Idle, then, it is to tell us, finally, that the Pope is bound ‘by the
moral and divine law, by the commandments of God, by the rules. of
the Gospel;’ and if more verbiage and repetition could be piled up, as
Ossa was set upon Olympus, and Pelion upon Ossa, to cover the pov-
erty and irrelevancy of the idea, it would not mend the matter. For
of these, one and all, the Pope himself, by himself, is the judge with-
out appeal. If he consults, it is by his will; if he does not consult, no -
man can call him to account. No man,or assemblage of men, is one
whit the less bound to hear and to obey. Ha is the judge of the moral
and divine law, of the Gospel, and of the commandments; the supreme
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‘who cried ‘magnificent’ on the last occasion will cry it again on the
next... Dr. Newman and the minimfizing divines would, perhaps, reply,
‘No: it is impossible.’ . ‘But this was the very assurance which, not a
single and half-recognized divine, but the whole synod of Irish prelates
gave to the British Government in 1810, and which the Council of the®
Vatican has authoritatively falsified.

Now, leteus look a little more closely at this astonishing gift of In-
fallibility, and its almost equally astonishing, because arbitrary, limita-
tions. “The Pope.is only infallible when he speaks ex cathedrd. . The
gift, we are told, has subsisted for 1800 years. When was the discrim-
inating phrase invented? Was it after Christendom had done without
it for ‘one. thousand six hundred years that this limiting formula of
such vital moment was discovered? Do we owe its currency and prom-
inence—with so much else of ill omen—to the Jesuits? Before this, if
we had not the name, had we the thing? -

Dr. Newman, indeed, finds for it a very ancient extractipn. He says
the Jewish doctors taught ex cathedrd, and our Saviour enjoined that
they should be obeyed. Surely there could not be a more calamitous
illustration. . Observe the terms of the incoherent proposition.

The Scribes and Pharisees sit in the cathedra of Moses : ‘all therefore
whatsoever they bid you ob¥erve, that observe and do.”* The Pope sits
in the cathedra of Peter: not all therefore, but only a very limited part
of what he enjoins, you are to accept and follow. Only what he says
under four well-defined conditions.*- Only, writes Dr. Newman, when
he speaks ‘in matters speculative,’”® and ‘bears upon the domain of
thought, not directly of action.”* Let us look again to our four condi-
tions: one of them is that he must address the entire Church. It is
singular, to say no more, that St. Peter, in his first Epistle, which has al-
ways been unquestioned Scripture, does not address the entire Church;
but in his second, which was for a time much questioned, he does. It
is much more singular that the early ages are believed to afford no ex-
ample whatever of a Papal judgment addressed to the entire Church.
So that it is easy to say that Honorius did not speak ex cathedrd: for
no Pope spoke ex cathedrd. It is even held by some that there was no -
Bull or other declaration of a Pope corresponding with this condition

1 St Matt. xxifi. 2. * Newman, p. 115. 3 Ibid., p. 127. ¢ Ibid., p. 127.
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and ambiguous teaching. Even so it was that, when Holy Scripture
was appointed to be of final and supreme authority, provision was also
made by the wisdom of Providence for the early collection of the New
Testament into a single series of books, so that even we lay persons are
allowed to know so far what is Scripture and what is not, without hav-
ing to resort to the aid of the ‘scrutinizing vigilance, acuteness, and
subtlety of the Schola Theologorum.”* But let not the Papal Christian
imagine that he is to have a like advantage in easily understanding
"what are the Papal Decrees, which for him form*part of the unerring
revelation of God. It would even be presumptuous in him to have an
opinion on the point. The divine word of Scripture was invested with
a power to feed and to refresh. ‘He shall feed me in a green pasture;
and lead me forth beside the waters of comfort.”? And, by the blessing
and mercy of God, straight and open is the access to them. In no part
of the Church of Christ, except.the Roman, is it jealously obstructed by
ecclesiastical authority ; and even there the line of the sacred precinct is -
at least perfectly defined. But now we are introduced to a new code,
dealing with the same high subject-matter, and possessed of the same
transcendent prerogative of certain and unchanging truth ; but what are
-the chapters of that code nobody knows except the Schola Theologorum.
Is, for example, the private Christian less humbly desirous to know
whether he is or is not to rely absolutely on the declarations of the Syl-
labus as to the many and great matters which it touches? No one can
tell him. Bishop Fessler (approved by the Pope) says so. He admits -
that he for one does not know. It seems doubtful whether he thought
that the Pope himself knew. - For instead of asking the Pope, he prom-
ises that it shall be made the subject of long inquiry by the Sckola Theo-
logorum.  Ce sera tout d'abord a la science théologique que s'vmposera le de-
-wour de rechercher les diverses raisons qui malitent en faveur des diverses opin-
1ons sur cette question.® But when the inquiry has ended, and the result
has been declared, is he much better off? I doubtit. For the decla-
ration need not then be a final one. ‘Instances,’ says Dr. Newman, ¢ fre-
quently occur when it is successfully maintained by some new writer

.

! Dr. Newman, p. 121. ? Psalm xxiii, 2.

3 ‘Vraie et fausse Infaillibilit¢ des Papes,’ p. 8. Angl.: ‘It will at once become the duty
of theological science to examine into the various reasons which go to support each of the va-
rious opinions on that question.’ :
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so powerfully upon the England of the nineteenth century as a crowd
of these secessions—especially if from Oxford—in stimulating, strength-
ening, and extending the negative or destruttive spirit in religion. My
friend replied to me, that at any rate there would, if the case occurred,
be some compensation in the powerful effect which any great English
infusion could not fail to have in softening the spirit and modifying
the general attitude of the Church of Rome itself. The secessions con-
tinued, and multiplied. Some years later, the author.of this remark
himself plunged into the flood of them. How strangely and how sadly
has his estimate of their effects been falsified? They are now seen, and
felt as well as seen, to have contributed every where to the progress and
to the. highest exaggerations of Vaticanism, and to have altered in that
sense both profoundly and extensively, and by a process which gives no
sign of having even now reached its last stage, the complexion of the
Anglo-Roman communion.

It is hard to recognize the traditions of such a body in the character
and action of the Ultramontane policy, or in its influénce either upon
moderation, or upon learmng, or upon loyalty, or upon the general
peace. :

I have above hazarded an opinion that in this country it may cause
inconvenience ; and I have had materials ready to hand which would,
I think, have enabled me amply to prove this assertion. But to enter
into these details might inflame the dispute, and I do not see that it
is absolutely necessary. My object has been to produce, if possible, a
temper of greater watchfulness; to promote the early and provident
fear which, says Mr. Burke, is the mother of necessity; to distrust that
lazy way of thought. which acknowledges no danger until it thunders
at the doors; to warn my countrymen against ‘the velvet paw, and
smooth and soft exterior of a system which is dangerous to the founda-
tions of civil order, and which any one of us may at any time encount-
er in his daily path. If I am challenged, I must not refuse to say it
is not less dangerous, in its ultimate operation on the human mind, to
the foundations of that Christian belief, which it loads with false ex-
crescences, and strains even to the bursting. :

In some of the works to which I am now offering my rejoinder a
protest is raised against this discussion in the name of peace.! I will

« 1 Dr. Capel, p. 48; Arcbishop Manning, p. 127.
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signed to Liberty in the counsels of Providence, and which, upon the
pretext of the abuse that like every other good she suffers, expels her
from its system. Among the many noble thoughts of Homer, there is
not one more noble or more penetrating than his judgment upon slav-
ery. ‘On the day,’ he says, ‘that makes a bondman of the free,’

¢ Wide-seeing Zeus takes half the man away.’ .

He thus judges, not because the slavery of his time was cruel, for evi-
dently it was not, but because it was slavery. -What he said against
servitude in the social order we may plead against Vaticanism in the
spiritual sphere; and no cloud of incense, which zeal, or flattery, or
even love, can raise, should hide the disastrous truth from the vision of
mankind.




































