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wlul^ the convictlcn of its rc-ality d.-prn.Is onlv'cm' moral
certainty, or ratlu-r u stroni^ prcsumi)tion or lno:h doLrrco of
Tn-ol>a!nhty, wlurh may l,o easily (uuntrrl.alancc.d 1>v in-
ternal ovulence arisin:^ iVo.n tlu" i^raclical n>u.v^nnnvs of
the adnnssion of this pnucMj,lo. \\V are tol.l, ind,,-,! f],r
^t IS imposs,hle to secure p.rJl-ct unitv of doctrine anuM..
Umstians witliout submitting their oj^inions to an inlidlihl.^
.lud.nrc. -]}ut if (Jod has not a.,pointed a.nv such Jud-v, it
must bo highly dangerous ro adopt his decisions as the
rule of our faith

; and further, as wo arc convincv.l that
Ins decisions are, in many imi^ortant points, contrary to
ll>e A\ ord of (iod, we fed ])ound to reject his guidance
as being only calculated to lead us into error.
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AVc are
told that if all men mouU su])mit to his decision., there
would be an end of all disputes. True, there might be an
appearance of perfect unify, cold as death, sih-nt as the
grave; but it would he tl,e unity of duikncss, in whi-h all
c'olors agiT,-, tlu> unity of , rror and not of truth, an.l mv
tjiink it infinitely belter to diiK r on some n.inor lu.infs
than to agive in the ])rofes^:ou ai' d.uigerous errors ^Vc
are reminded, still, of rlie analogy of temporal Courts, and of
tlio a])surdity of private^ men interpreting the Law in oppo-
Mtion to the Judge. We admit that thv p;iral!el Mould be
complete, if the I'ope could ]n-ove Ids connnission from
( hnst a:, clc-arly as everv Judge can prove his commission
ii'om Ins Sovereign. In every case of appeal, the Judge's
;nithonty to hear and decide the cause must be perfectly
clear; but we deny that fhc ]>ope has any divine authority
-
'V(n him for this purpose, as the ]u'oof of it n sts upon a

I
-""iple uhich is itsJt' ta.> very sul^-.t of dispute, and


