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writer dwells entirely on the Apostolical origin, Ec-

clesiastical Supremacy, and continued succession of

Bishops of the Church of Rome, as the subject of his dis-

course. And surely the very idea of every Church being

obliged to resort to this Church, as a spiritual body,

cannot be understood merely oi their asscmhllng at Rome,,

to consult the records of that Church, but must include

the p'-inciple of their suhmission to her spiritual autho-

rity. But, to evade the force of this statement, Pro-

testant writers have generally endeavored to apply this

language to the dignity of the Imperial City of Rome

though this is a mere hypothesis, and contrary to the

whole train of reasoning employed by St. Irentis^us. This

riew appears to have been first proposed by Chamier*,

in the early part of the 17th Century; and it was also

maintained by Archbishop Laudf, though he seems ra-

ther inclined to apply it to the Patriarchal jurisdiction

of the Church of Rome, and to admit the necessity of

agreement in faith, within those limits. However, the politi-

cal sense was afterwards defended by Bp. Stillingfleet|,and

by Barrow||,and subsequently by Grabe§, who explained

it as referring to a supposed Assembly of Delegates of

the various Churches, sent to Rome to plead the cause

of Christianity before the Emperors, and the same view

has since been adopted by NeanderIF in our own times.

Again, the Catholic interpretation is confirmed by the

necessity of resorting to the Roman Church, as stated by

S. IrencBus. Wiiat is the nature of this necessity ? Surely

it cannot be a physical^ but a moral one. It cannot be su{>
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