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PLAIN REASONS A AINST JOINING T}
cCHURCH OF ROME,

Marriaor DISPENSATIONS.

LIL. There is another scandal, akin to that of
the old Indulgences, still prevalent in the Roman
Church, namely, that of dispensations for marriages
within the prohibited degrces, which are very much
more numecrous than in the Chureh of l'fi)gl:md,
including not only first, sccond, and third cousins,
but also *“spiritual aflinitics”™ created by sponsor-
ship at baptisms. Nevertheless, dispensations are
to be had for marriaze with a brother's widow,
with a wife’s sister, or between an unele and niece :
though in Leviticus xviii. 12 —14, the marriace of
a nephew and aunt is declared incestuous, and
there is no difference in principle between the two
cases. (Audre, ¢ Droit Canon.” s. v. ** Lmpeche-
ments.”)  Practically, some of these dispensations
mean simply the payment of certain fees by per-
sons rich and influential ecnough to get the matter
expedited for them. Now here is a very grave
scandal. Either marriages of these kinds are per-
missible by God’s law, or they are not.  That is a
fairly arguable matter.  Dut if they be permissible
and expedient, the Rowan (hurch has no right to
set up toll-bars and block the way acainst those
who desire to contract them. unless they undertake
an expensive process meant to bring gain into the
coffers of the Datary. Contrariwise, if such unions
be forbidden or inexpedient, then to relax a moral
and religious prohibition is an indefensible abuse,
a playing fast-and-loose with holy things which
cannot be too severely condemmned.  And, acoor-
dingly, Scipio de’ Ricel, Bishop of Pistoin and
Prato, denounced the whole system in 1780 as wnu
infame bottega, a shaneful traffic.”!

* Fven this union 1s sometimes permtted,  and
there is a case of a marriage of a nephew and aunt
in the Portuguese Royal family in 1777.

I The practical use of keeping up this system in
the modern Roman Church is this: Bisliops in their
dioceses are the ordimary ministers through whom
such dispcnsations as are gratis are issued.  Their
facultices for doing this last only five vears, and have
to be periodically renewed. By depriving any bishop
of this power, all the laity of his diocese are roused
against him, because they are prevented from con-
tracting marriages, and all the clergy too, because
they lose the bridal fees, and accordingly his submis-
sion to Rome in any emergency can be secured by a
turn 'of this screw, ns Bishop Hefele of Rottenburg
learnt not long ago to his cost.

RoMaN UNTRUSTWORTHINESS.

LILI. The next valid reason (and especially for
the unlearned) against joining the modern Church
of Rome, is the entire disrezard for truth exhibited
in its polemnes, in its claims, its cults, relies, le-
gends, and even its very office-books.  This is, in
fact, that peculiarity of its practical system which
brings it most dcfinitely into collision with the
Word of God. Not only can the Christian religion
have no claim whatever on our acceptance unless
it be true, but the moral tone of the Bible i1s through-
out ono, indivisible, and clear, ¢n the hatefulness
of all falschood in God’s sight.  The law given on
Sinai, “Thou shalt not hear false witness,” is
echoed again and agaiu through the sacred writings
down to the last book in the canon.  So Job re-
bukes his friends: “ Will ye speak wickedly for
God, and talk deceitfully for Him 2" ¢Job xin. 7).
So the Wise Man speaks: *“The Lord doth hate
. . . . . afalse witness that speaketh lies™ (Prov.
vi. 16—19); and again, « Lying lips are an abomi-
nation to the Lord™ (Prov. xii. 21).  So the Joord
Himself spake by His prophet: “And of these
shall be taken up a curse . . . . becouse they have
spoken lying words in My Name, which 1 have
not commanded them' (Jer. xxix. 22, 23).  So the
Apostle counsels his flock, * Whercfore, putting
away lying, speak every man truth with his neigh-
bour™ (Eph. iv. 25); so the beloved disciple in the
Apocalypse warns us that **all liars shall have their
part in the lake which burneth with fire and brim-
stone, which is the second death” (Rev. xxi. 8);

DOMINION CHURCHMAN.

left outside the gato - of the heavenly city, along
with sorcerers, mi @ rers, idoluters, and the like.
(Hev. xxh, 15, ‘

Nevertheless, the Roman Chureh whichi * pro-
fesses to worship Him Who has said, 1 awn the
Trath,” 15 honev-combed throngh and throush
with accumulated falsehood : and things have come
to this pass, that no statement whatevor. however
precise and cireamstantial ;. no referene. to autho-
ritics, however seemingly frank and clear, to be
found in a Roman controversial book, or to he
heard from the lips of a living controversialist,
can be taken on trust; nor accepted. indecd, with-
out rigorous scarch and verificatico. The thing
nay be true, but there is not so much as a presup-
tion m favour of its proving so when tested.  The
degree -of guilt varies, no doubt, from deliberate
and conscious falsehood with frandulent intent,
down through reekless disrecrard as to whether the
thing be true or false, to mere overpowering bias
causing misrepresentation: but truth, pure and
simple, 1s almost never to be found. and the il
truth, in no case whatever.

Proors or 1tir CHakor.

LIV, Aud now to offer a few prootin vort
of so heavy an accusation.  The process began
carly :—

a. In ao. 419, o Counctl of the whole African
Church was held at Carthage, and Faustinus, Bi-
shop of Potenza, who was legate of the Pope
there, tendered in proof of the Pope's right to hear
appeals from foreirn Churches certain canons of
the loeal Synod of Sardica, held in 317, and not
received either in Iostern or Southern Christendom,
as if they were canons of the General Conneil of
Nicva in 325, and universally bmding.  The
Council had a scarch made in the archives of
Alexandria, Antioch, and Constantinople, of conrse
vainly, save that authentic copies of the Nicenc
Canons were sent to it whereupon it rejeeted the
Sardican Canons, had the Nicene Canons read
aund affirtned, and wrote to the Pope, compluining
of the attempted fraud, and told him that nothing
should make them tolerate such msolent conducet
on his part. This letter was signed, aincengst
others, by the illustrious St. Augnstine.  Never:
theless, the same use was made of them by Pope
Lco the Great only thirty years later, when the
record of the matter was stil fresh; and yet «
third time by Felix 1., to coerce Acacius of Con-
stantinople.

h. The Roman legates at the Council of Chalee-
don in 451, produced a forged copy of the Nicene
Canons, containing, in the Sixth Canon, the
words, “The Roman Sce has always had the Pri-
macey,” which were promptly repudinted by the
Council.

e It 18 matter of lustory, recorded by St. Je-
rome, that the Kinperor Constantine the Great was
baptized on his death-bed in Nicomedia, an Asiatic
city, by Eusebius, its bishop.  Nevertheless, a
fable was invented in the fifth century that this
cmperor was a leper, and was healed of his disease
at Rome by mreans of baptism administered to him
there by Pope Sylvester, in gratitude for which he
made over to the Popes all right of sovereignty
over Rome itself, and much adjacent ternitory (the
famous so called Donation of Constantine); and
this falschood, invented for a political purpose,
which it effectually served, holds its place still i
the Roman Dreviary, and is read by every priest
on December 31st each year.

d. In the year 764 Pope Stephen III. forged a
letter in the name of the Apostle St. Peter, and
sent it to Pippin, King of France, calling on him
to come to the defence of the Pope and the city of
Rome against the Lombards ; which he accordingly
did, and bestowed on the Pontiff a great terntory,
containing more than twenty cities, the first begin-
ning of the temporal power. Fleury, in recording
this event, describes it as ‘“an artifice without
parallel before or since in Church history.” (‘‘Hist.
Ecel.” ix. 354.) That is how the Pope first became
a king, and a very creditable story it is.

. In the middle of the ninth century came the

and that ¢ whosoever loveth and maketh a lie” 1s

greatest of all the forgeries, the famous ¢ Falsc|been in times past.
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formal official letters dnd deerces of a number of
carly. Popes and Couneils, on points of doctrine
and discipline, all intended to augment the Papal
authority : which were fabricated in Western Gaul
about 815, and were eagerly seized on by Pope
Nicolas [, an ambitious and perfeetly unserapulous
pontitt (838~ 867, to wd 1 revolutionizing  the
Church, as heo m fact, laveely sueeceded in doing.
Here are a few specimens of the sort of thing with
which thev teem. )

* Not even amoengst the Apostles was there equa-
lity, but one was set over all.”

“The Head of the Chureh is the Roman
Chureh.”

“The Climeeh of Romes by o unique privilege,
has the right of openimg and shutting the gates of
Heaven for whom she will.”

It is usually alleged by Roman controversialists
that the Popes had nothing to do with inventing
these forgeries, and that the worst with which they
are chargeabfe was having, hke everybody  clse,
accepted them as genwine moan uneritical ace,
especially as they did but codity and register what
was actually believed mueh earhier. These pleas
are untenable o for the very simple reason that the
Popes hiave always hiad what no one else had, full
means of ascertaiming the facts by referring to the
Roman archives. But Pope Nicolas |, solemnly
and publicly lied ou this head to sonie of the Fran-
kish bishops, assuring them that the Roman Church
had long preserved all these documents with
honour i her archives, and that every writing of
a Pope is binding on the whole Church, knowing,
as he did, that not one of the forgeries was or cver
had been laid up i those archives. (Mansi. *“Con-
cil.” xv. 695.) Not only so, but though the forgeries
have been now known s such for more than three
centuries, and are admitted by Cordinals Baronius

Jev A, aan. 8GH, sect. 8) and Dellarmine (¢¢ De

Pontif. Rom.” . 1), the two areatest of Ultra-
montain writers, nay, by Pope Pius VI himself,
who in 1789 said they ought to be burned (¢ Letter
to Four German Metropolitans,” quoted by F.
Gratry); yet they are still wronght mto the whole
texture of the Romwnn canon law, which is very
largely made up of them; they are quoted as gen-
uine 1 Liguorts ¢ Moral Thoology,” 1. 114, the
chief text-hbook on its subject in the Roman Churel,
to prove Papal infallibity ; and they have been in-
serted as genuine several times in the Breviary
itself at the lust revision, by those two very car-
dinals just named, who knew the truth; as on
January 16, where Pope Marcellus 1. is represented
as havine written to the Bishop of the provinee of
Antioch to the effect that Rome in the Head of
Church, and that no council can lawfully be held
without leave of the Roman Pontifl,

/. Baronious has also falsified the Roman Mar-
tyrology, by inventing statements  that various
early bishops, whose mere numes stand in- the old
oditions, were conseernted and given missions to
different Churches by  8St. Peter from Rome, so
us to make Romeappear the Mother Chureh of these
places.  And he has altered the date of St. Denis of
Paris by two hundred years with this same view.

cHURCH PRINCIPLES.
The Imperarive Dury or e CLERGY TO
InstRUCT THEIR FLOCKS.

1rom the I}i.\;hu,; of A\'in!/uru'x ('/uu'!/w,

AVING dwelt forcibly on the Apostolic

origin of the English Church, his Lordship
preceeded :—1 feel, my clerical brethren, that the
arguments 1 have brought forward regarding the
foundation, growth, prescrvation and reformation
of our Church, ought to be known to all our people
young and old. And how are they to learn them,
unless they are taught them? And who are to
teach them but ourselves? Verily, I believe that
we are guilty in regard to this matter.

Other bodies of Christians around us are not so

much afraid of teaching their principles as we have
A clerical friend sent me

Decretals,” that is, a collection of about a hundred|some weeks ago clippings containing ‘“‘an appeal




