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14 The Supreme Authority of the Pope.

Jerome in the fifth century, and his doctrine is a perfect
«echo of that of the two preceding ages. St. Optatus, of
Milevis, in his well-known work on the schism of the
Donatists, proclaimed the same principle, which had
been transmitted to him from the age of St. Cyprian.
“In the city of Rome,” he says, “the Episcopal chair
was first conferred on Peter, wherein the head of the
Apostolic College was to sit, whence, too, he is called
Ceplas, to the end that in this chair unity might be main-
‘tained by all.”® He further adds, that, “ To secure unity,
blessed Peter . . . both merited to be preferred before
all the Apostles, and alone received the keys of the
kingdom of heaven, in order that he should communicate
them to the rest.”®* In the same age, St. Pacian, a con-
temporary of St. Optatus, speaks to the same purpose.
His words are as follows: “ According to the relation of
St. Matthew himself, the Lord spoke first to Peter alone:
He spoke to one, in order that He might lay the
‘foundation of unity from one.”3

IV. But it is needless to accumulate quotations from
the Fathers in a matter which has been acknowledged
even by enemies of Catholic unity. The very leaders of
‘Gallicanism, to whom so bold an appeal is made, unani-
mously held the doctrine of all the Fathers on this sub-
Jject. Bossuet, in his Exposition de la Doctrine Catholique,
says: “Le Fils de Dieu ayant voulu que son Eglise fiit
aune, et solidement bitie sur 'unité, a établi et institué

33 “Igitur negare non potes in urbe Roma Petro primo cathe-
dram episcopalem fuisse collatam in qua sederit omnium Aposto-
lorum caput Petrus; unde et Cephas appellatus est: in qua una
-cathedra, unitas ab omnibus servatur.”—Optatus Milevit, De Schis-
mate Donatistarum, l. ii., c. ii. Edit. Migne, p. 947.

3 Jbid., 1. vil, c. iii, p. 1087. ‘“Bono unitatis beatus Petrus
zs . et preeferri Apostolis omnibus meruit et claves regni ccelorum
communicandas cateris, solus accepit.” And p. 1088, “Peccator
-(Petrus) accipit claves ut unitatis negotium formaretur.”

% S. Pacianus : £pist. iii., n. xi (penes Galland,, t. vii., p. 263).
































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































174 The Supreme Authority of the Pope.

.a formal schism grew so strong that in the seventeenth
century it would have ended in a real separation had
the King been favourable to such a course. The reign
-of Louis XIV,, and especially the dispute between that
monarch and Innocent XI. on the subject of the regalia,
afford plain proofs of what is here advanced. The Council
of Lyons, in 1274, had conceded to the King of France
the right of the re¢galia for those sees only which had
.already been subject to his crown; but it severely
forbade the further extension of this right*? Now
Touis XIV. resolved to extend it to all the Churches
of France, and to impose upon the clergy the burden
of a new servitude® TInnocent XI. firmly resisted
the pretensions of the King ;®®* but the Parliament
proclaimed that right to be inherent in the Crown,
assigning the ridiculous reason that the Crown of
France was round.®® And the French bishops, who
in former times would have protested against such a
usurpation, now, with the exception of those of Pamiers
and Alet, so far bowed to the will of the King and
of the Parliament, as to address to the Pope a letter
-advising him to consent to the decree of the Parlia-
ment.5%  But in vain—Innocent XI. was inflexible in

Apostolicam Sedem est quoddam totius Christianitatis speculum et
immotum fidei fundamentum, utpote quee in fervore fidei Christianae
ac devotione Apostolice Sedis non sequatur alias sed antecedat”
(in Opere cit., Soardi, pt. i, p. 199. Extr. from the Preface of
Langlet to the Commentary of Dupuy on the work of Pithou).

52 Conc. Lugdun. ii., can. xii. (Labbe, t. xiv., p. 528).

52 Tven the French bishops acknowledged that the Regalia
were a new servitude for the Church of France.—See Sfondrati:
Gallia Vindicala, diss. i., sec. iv., p. 79. Edit. 1702.

52¢ See Sfondrati: Op. cit., L c., p. 78, seq.

5% Fleury : Nowveaux Opuscules. Anecdoles sur I Assemblée
de 1682, p. 136, seq.

5% Epistola Cleri Gallicani ad Innocentium XI. (in Op. cit.,
Sfondrati, docum. lviii,, p. 335, seq., et docum. lix., p. 345, seq.).
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