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Our Attitude Toward Romanism.
As Addown Dulivered Bor the Rapit Usioo of Bagiand
at Plymouth,
BY REV. O, HAWKKR.

The temper of our people toward Romanism has grown
wilder of late years. 1f we are as good Protestants as
our futhers we are not so fierce. They, for the most
part, had no doubt about the mesning of the Scarlet

Woman and the Man of Sin sud the Mystery of Iniquity;
snd when the hour struck for Catholic emancipation

Bt. Peter’s infullible successors to Leo himsell, who is
 thereby rendered infallible, _ Hisex cathedra utterances
- have the yalidity of immediate revelation. What he pro-
pronounces true s of the faith, wiat be disallows is

heresy and accursed. The chiureh of which he is the
visible head, being Vicar of the invisible Christ, is the
body of Christ, the one true church, to depart from which
is to depart from salvation. Surely after this any other
clalm that mortal man can fabricate is but a paltry detail.
And what basis does the Pope disclose for this astound-
hgﬁ:nnphld personal infallibility MMainly the text;
art Peter, and upon this rock '’ < interpreted as

wmany of them would have preferred that R int:
should bave removed their own disabilities by removing
themselves to lands where British rule did not obtain,
In so far as our milder temper implies a larger and more
enlightened Christian charity it is good. But in so far as
it is due to laxity sbout truth, and an illusory iles that
our controversy with Rome has been settled long ago, it

is opes to gravest criticism. I'should be unworthy the
name of Baptist if I suggested for one moment any going

back upon our principles of religious toleration and civil

frendom. 'We not only concede, but we claim, that-the .

Roman Catholic shall be at liberty to worship according
10 the dictates of his conscience, and that his heresy shall

not be made & ground for witholding from him the fullest .

rights of citisenship — with one abatement. 1 trust we
are sonnd to 8 wan in our determination at all hazards to
the Protestant Buccesslon. Of course & R

ing upon thee—‘do I build my church,’ &e.
mhpcuwwmmﬁpo.dwd unique
and supreme magisierium ls a hopeless failure, whether
hhunplhh!wiu-nor!othhtm Aspur friend
Dr. Dawson Burns and others have sufficiently shown,
But even If Peter's magisterium could be proved, despite

hhoul.mnudlt.dqin Paul's ignorance of it,
and despite the 1 of it of the early church

'—Hm.hmﬁhwmdlmddbdn

merely asserted that he was in Rome, that he was Bishop
of Rome, and that he itted his magisterium to his
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fest, we cry with Thomas : ** My Lord and my God," the
w of the Pope strikes us a8 ineffable impertinence,
In the: Encyclical to “which 1 have referred, Pope
Lgo XIIT, makes this notewotthy statement : ** They who

‘pretend that the church has any wish to ifiterfere in

civil matters or tg infringe upon the rights of the State
know it not or wickedly caluininate it,” Ofle would
certainly require to have many pages expunged from
Eunglish history before this could be accepted as other
than a specious lure on the purt of a man whose infal-

- 1ibility does not hinder him from forgeiting the decisions

and the deeds of his infallible predecessors. Dr. Dawson
Burns, in his critique upon this encyclical, pertinently
asks whetler there is any cal y in the stat t that
no Pope—not Leo XIII, himself—has repudiated the
Bull of Pope Boniface VIIL. in 1302 affirming the right

to dispose sovereigns ?“and that no Pope down to the ,

t hay ever declared that the per jon and slay-

of Protestants is unchristian and to be condemned ?
Dr, Burns argues further, acutely and justly, that the
Pope's disavowal of any wish to interpose in civil matters
v utterly valueless when he clalms the right ' 10 decide
what things are religions and what are civil, and to be

sucoessor. | say, if all-these things could be proved, it
passes comprehiension to realize how this precious deposit
could be conveyed (nfact across some of the bogs and

that we a8 we make our way down
the line of Popes. A dignitary of the Church- of Rotie

uphold
ot will twit um‘lm.zud want of logic. He
will woge that if » Catholic iado have full rights of
citizenship he must have the right to rule should the
crown fall in his way. | onn't help it, sir. There is &
logic of events as well ‘s a logie of schools. Providence
sometimes construets an argument in history that no
weaver of syllogismss can confute ; and we reckon that
Proyidence has proved that it is for ever unlawful for o
Roman Catholic to sway the Bceptre of the British Empire,
We should be bad Baptists if we begrudged Roman
Catholics freedom, and we should be bad Christians if
we failed to appreciate Christlike character when we find
it within the Romish pale. We revile the system; but we
revere the saints -~ not the nominal saints, but the real
ones ; whether we meet them in Middle Ages or in the
pext street, Our controversy is not -with individual
Romauists, many of whom are Christians first and Rom-
aniste after ; many of whom have been carefully guarded
from acquaintance with evangelical statements of truth,
and bave been taught to béeve that we do not worship
Christ, that we make Him a liar, and that we must be all
lost. Such are the mild assertions of one of their popular
eatechisms, 1 profoundly believe that a multitude whom
we canpot number, incide the Romish Church, are
Chirist's little ones, who love Him as a Kempis did, as
Bernard did, and would die for Him happy-hearted,
How they endure the poison of sacerdotalism and idolatry
we may bé unable to explain. But love isa grest anti-
dote, snd we have read of those who ‘‘shall take up
serpents, and if they drink any deadly thing it shall not
burt them."
WE GLORY IN THE CHRIST LIFR WHERRVER WK
FIND IT;
to do otherwise were to sin against the Holy Ghost. Up
to date we know no reason why Romanists should enjoy
special privileges, why the laws of the realm should be
strained in their favour: ner do we see why public
monies should be put to private uses in their educational
instititions, Freedom, but not privilege ! And on our
part as Baptists no easy going indifference toward the
spread in this realm of a system which we believe corrupts
the truth of the Gospel, makes the Word of God of none
effect by the traditions of men; a system, moreover,
which is the sworn enemy of the liberty it enjoys and
sbuses. Everybody knows that in past ages certain of
the popes claimed and contrived to exercise emormous
power, They made and ummade princes, counted
emperors their vassals, and awed turbulent nations into
meskest docility by the threat.of their ghostly ban. But
nowadays there ix a vague feeling abroad that all this has
changed beyond the possibility of reversion, The
Papacy, it is assumed, has mellowed with the times,
The pope is the chief minister of a venerable Christian
devomination. His office is spirifual, his character is
astimable ; he is a kind of permanent president of a
Inrger Baptist Union, who takes a great interest in soclal
questions and sometimes sends kind messages to the
Quesn, There has been change surely ; but
THE NOTION THAT PAPAL PRETENSIONS ARK LESS TMAN
FORMERLY I8 WIDE OF THR TRUTH,
We have no excuse for ignorance upon this matter,
Pope Leo X111, bas lately issued an Eyeyclical in which
exponnds his authority and urges his own claime.” The
mb.ﬂd temparate, courteous ; but tbn claims

He is God's vﬁeg-v The*author-
b.ﬁlwmﬁb rist upon Bt. Peter,
has been handed down securely through the long line of

once d me, in jon, that the dalyabout
certain Popes were heretical ictions. They were all good
men but one, and {n his case the infallibility was unim.
paired, because it resided in him as Pope, and not as
man. [ wonder if this gentleman had ever read the pass-
age from Baronius, which I had not hy me at the time,
but which I will read to you here and now. Baronius
was a Catholic, and apparently he was a godly man,
whose heart was wrung by the things he wrote, and
whose candor was not stained by !
THE CUMBROUS DOGMA OF PAPAL INEALLIBILITY.

Listen: ' What was then the face of the Holy Roman
Church? How most foul, when harlots at once most
powerful and most base ruled at Rome, at whose will
Sees were changed, bishops were pr d, and—what is
horrible to hear and “unutterabl lo-bishops, their
paramours, were intruded into the See of St. Peter, who
are enrolled in the catalogue of Roman Pontiffs only for
the sake of marking the times.” Elsewhere the same
writer exclaims thus : ' O shame ! O grief! How many
monsters, horrible to be seen, were intruded by secular
princes into that seat which is to be reverenced by
angels,” We want to know how this precious jewel of
the magisterium was carried over these miry places un-

harmed and undefiled. The Romish doctrine of intention
makes the prublem more perplexing. I suppose Roman-
ists will say that it was by miracle, And onecan only
answer with scorn: Inthat case our Lord has discarded
the principle of His own injunction, ‘‘Cast not your
pearls before swine,”’ But it is maintained by many that
AN INFALLIBLE CHURCH WITH AN INFALLIELE HEAD

IS SUCH A BOON

that it were worth while to make a gallant attempt to
believe in it. From the point of view of the rank and
file of believers I cannot see the gain, Infallibjlity isa
boon to the church politician, doubtless, but how does it
help the peasant and his wife? ** Oh," says the Roman-
ist, '* the church cau tell them just what to believe, and
80 they can never be doubtinl or confused ; whereas the
humble Protestaut wiio gropes through the mazy wilder.
ness of the Bible, with only the glimmering taper of his
own private judgment to guide him, can never be sure of
anything." But avoiding generalities, let us ask how
does it work out? Does the humble Romanist grasp with

‘the sup: Judge in all questions of morals,” 1 sup-
pose if  we dragged the Pope throujgh those chapters of
our own snnals which tell of excommunications, abetted
invasions, and inspired persecutions, he would maintain

that there was no civil interference ; that the sinners -

were, for the time being, misled or revolling membwrs of
the true church ; that the Papal intervention was dis:
ciplinary for the spiritual health of the King and Com-
mons, 8o let it be ; and if it be so0, let every Protestant
among us confirm himself in the comviction that he
would rather see this dear lttle Island of ours swept bare
by blue Atlantic waves than ruled by a sovereign upon
whose neck the Pope of Rome might claim the right to
place his heel.” In our time the pretensions of the
Papacy are accentuated, and the errors of the Roman
church are confirmed. How can it be otherwise.
HOW CAN ROME REFORM?

How can she abandon any of her false positions? The
retrospective force of her dogina of infallibility binds her
forever to the corpse of her dead past. She may add to
her errors, but she cannét diminish them. Now, what is
the chief error of Rome after the fiction of infallibility,
which coversall? I#it not her crass sacerdotalism? her
blasphemous’ elevation of the priest to something like
equality with God? Vet her shame is her glory. Ina
recent address Cardinal Vaughan explained that the two
peculiar characteristics of the Church of Rome which
marked her out ag the true church were these : (1) Her
priests have power to convert the bread and wine into the
body and blood of Christ ; (2) her priests have the power
to forgive sins. What monstrous claims! The priest
takes the bread and makes it God, and when he has made
it God he bids the people worship the God that he has
made. Divine powers! The powers of the priest goa
point beyond the Divine. God made mau out of the dust ;
but the priest makes God out of the bread and wine, A
friend of mine puts it this way: ‘' Themystery of godli-
ness is God manifest in the flesh, but the mystery of
iniquity is God manifest iu a wafer.” Vou may dmpute
the exegesis, but you will sympathize with the indiguation,
Listen to the following words from thie Catechism of the
Council of Trent : ' Seeing the bishops and priests are,
a8 it were, the interpreters and ambassadors of God, who
in.God's name teach men the Divine law and the rules of
life, and persondte God Himself on the earth, it is evident,
therefore, that their function is such that a greater
cannot be conceived. They hold the power and
the name of the Immiortal God among us.” And as
regards the foqiveuu of sins, Who doubts that auricu-
provoking sin while

exact knowledge the pl of the Catholi

faith? ** Nay, but it is not necessary,”” ia the answer,.
i hie believes explicitly in three or four great cardinal
truths, such as the Trinity, the Atonement, and future

" rewards and punishinents, and further believes implicitly

in the church, and wills to believe what she teaches;
even though he shouid have some faulty opinion on some
minor matter, his trust in the church will cover him, and
his implicit error will be forgiven on account of his
jmplicit faith.” Precisely! And we maintain that a
wayfaring man, though a fool, may find the Cross in the
Bible and Him who hung upon it ; and finding Christ,

may easily attaln unto three or four cardinal truths
sbout God and man and destiny.  And if he trusts Chrlst
absolutely as Saviour, and wills to know His truth an |
obay his commandments, even though he err on this or
that matter of doctrine, his faith in Christ will cover
him, and his fault will be forgiven. In recent gvertures
the Pope appesls 10 our private judgment and asks us,
on such poor evidence s he can muster, to accept him
as our spiritual Lord., From the pages of the gospel
Christ appeals to our private judgment, and asks us to
acoept Him as Lord. And when, bowing at His wounded

ibly its foqlveneu -History declares

uutlnmbmno " Common sense declares that it must

be s0. The priest is instructed to ask his questions

, and there is no priest in England who dares

u public what these questions are. I have never

‘read the instructions to the priest anent confession which
onhh doctors ptoﬂc But the late Arch

d read them, and to his mind they constituted

infernal catechlsm of iniquity. 'n’;e Irish are

«ridden, but they .are not dull, nnd they have this

wurb ‘‘As foul as & 's ear,” 1 have nio time to

Nef to other errors which reformers ulﬂmniud as

8

of ;
thhuyo,' \vhlch Rnulou dm, et hlm read the

 Glories

his writh ,coumnd nothing
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