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political atredhlaving anty influence uplon
the mloveient, the writer maintains that
such a cluîse fails to accouint for the

radcalchage iii religious dhouglit and
feeling, doctrine and discipline, which, was
sîmiu itaneouisly broughit about. That it
was the direct and principle causewe donai
hold, but thai. it had anl influence in the
creation of that miovemient we stili conteiîd.
If not, liow does the writer accounit for
the fact that the line b)etween Catholic
and Protestant peoples coincided %vith that
which, divided theni in polities ; how
accounit for the fact that Protestantisni
nowhiere flourishied excel)t w'here' encour-
aged. and enforced 1b, the state ; lîow
accouint for the fact that in E ngland at
the end of Henry's reign of prostitution
the Nvhole nation returned ta the Church
under Catholic Sovereignity ? We do flot
attribute to Luther, Calvin, Zwingli, or
Melanchthon political motives-their
motives were even worse. For thein it
wvas first of ait rebellion against the
Church of Romie. But the princes who
emibraced itl had other motives. These
were unwilling to ac'knowl edge the primacy
of the Sec of Rorne and any reasons were
soUghît as a l)rete\t for i sclîisni. A
religious system wh'1iclî could flot be
establishied but by civil support, or; as
Hallaiin says, by unlawful nicans, whose
dogiza wvas flot in itsclf sufficient reason
for acceptance, is not the Christianity of
the Catîacombs, and is not Ilhe outcomc of
î)urely religious thought and feeling. The
critic quotes from Fishier, Il lolitical
agencies were rather an efficient ..uxilliary
than a direct and principle cause." The
efficiency wvas such. however, that that
niovcn-ient neyer would have spread wvith-
ont theni; wvithout politîcal agencies it
'vonld not have become the widcspread
establishnment that Protestantismi is ' but
wonld, have bcen nunîbered already with
Arianism, Nestorianisrn, Gnosticisni-an
isin of thle l)ast.

WTith this ends the criticisni of tic
second point of our article. 0f the first
viev concerning this point lie admits
practically as innch, as wc. Wc hav1e

~eady sbowvn wvith whiat sniccess hce lias
refuted tie second and third view. Now
the reader %vilI recollcct that the third
object of aur article w.Is ta prove the
Rcforniation a sedition and incapable of

refoi ing the Chnrch ; and the first argu-
nment in support of, it wvas that, of conse-
q ueîîce fromi prem ises aI ready l)1oved-
that tic Reforniation wvas based on vicions
principles. WVitli the greatest coniplacency
our critie declares that as our jîremises have
already been praved false, his conclusion
is necessarily false ailso. 1lfai las lie
disFproved our îîrenîises ? He lias dis-
cussed tie three causes contained in the
tht-ce views, and attenîpted to prove the
inadequacy of eacli atone, but lie lis fot
touched oui- vie"' yct. We dîd not adopt
any of these views as ont- own. Thli third,
nwst ;zear/y covered the ground, but in
addition to tîose causes we gave others,
tlîrec of whlicli we treated at lengoth,
nanîely, the disregard for Uic authority of
tic Holy Sec, cngcndered by the scandai
of Plîilip the Fair ; the Wycliffe hieresy in
Engl and, a foreruinner of tlîe Reforniation;
and the liavoc wvorked in tic faitti of the
niasses hy the great Wclsterti'Scliisni. Tlo
Uhc iesultant of tîese causes w~e attrrîted
the Reforniation, and in tieni placed tic
vicious prîncipies. 'Plie mirter lias flot
confuted ourpremises tillhe lias coîîsidered
aIl tlîesc in conjuniction ; tîis lic did not
do; lic dealt with tlîree of tiese scparatcly
and passed over tie reniaiîiderwvitlioutconi-
nient. Therefore, we hold that o.nr
preinises are stl valid and our conclusion
as wvelI. Anotiier argument lu support of
our third point 'vas "Ttîiat it was a return
ta tic primitive Church and tlîat the
Catlîolic Church lîad departed froni the
1iath of tic Truc Clîurclî is illogical since
it supposes tic imp1 ossible case of a tinie
whlen the Truc Churchi did not exist on
earth. Il Now"» he replies, Il tlîis supposed
iltogicalness arises froni a mistaken idea-
from tic idei tlîat wve niaintaini tlîat the
Roniisli Clintcii lad w/zo//y departed frorn
tlîe doctrine and discipline of tic primii-
tive Chut-ch." He contends tlîat tliere
wcre st sonie witiin lier pale w~ho lîad
n-." I howved the knec ta B3aal "; and in
addi, ion to ibis tîerc wcrc Il comînînities
varyini. iii size wlîich lield the trutlî of tic
gospel an greater pnrity tîan the Church
a of ie as for instance, thc Culdees ltin
tie ]3ritisli Isles, and the Albigenses in
Southicrn France. T'hese wvere ilie oncs
wlio formied tic Tlruc Chu-ch of Christ
iii tîese troublesonie timies." It is plain
froni tlîis tlîat the %vriter confounids the


