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ON TIHE INFALLIBILITY OF THE CHURCH.

So much cxcess, so many crimes, which were
dJaily committed in the reform, at last opened the
eyes of the leadersupon the principles which they
had at first put forward, and made them understand
that they must change both their method anu their
language. Blinded creatures! notto have known
sooner, that to destroy, there i3 nothing more re-
quired than that enthusiasm & intoxicationto swhich
the multitude is so prone; whereas when they wish
fo rebuild, know they <ot in what manner tobring
back fo order and subordination the minds that have
been once infatuated with heir religious independ-
erce! However that may be, the refurmers em-
ployed for this purpose -all the resources of their
mind, the credit they enjoyed with princes, and the
Jittle controul they still retained over the people,
See with what ardour poor Melancthon set himself
aboutit: < Would to God, wouldto God, said he,
that I might be able, not indeed to confirm the do-
mination of the bishops, but to re-cstablish their ad-
ministration! for I sec what kind of a Church we
are going to have, if we overlurn the ecclesiastical
government. I seo that tyranny willbe more in-
supportable than ever.——What will be the condi-
tion of the Church (continues he) if we change all
theanciqat customs and there be no longer any fix-
cd prelates, and conductors?*?

¢» Qur brethren blame me,because I give juris-
diction to the bishops. The people accustomed to
Tiberty, after baving once shaken off the yoke, are
unwilling toreceive itany more; and it is the towns
of the empire that hate this dominion the most.
‘They do not trouble the es about doctrine and
religion, but only.about power and liberty.”

Somgtiu.xe after this, it appears that the ministers
and the principal persons of the parly siruck in
with his opinion: forinstead of sayiag, our brethren
blame.me, he says now: * Qurbrethren are agreed
that the ecclesiastical mode of government by
shich bishopsare recogoised as the syperiors of|
wany Churclics, and tho bishop of Rome superior
over all the bishops. ispermitted, It hasalso -been
permitted to kings.to give revenues to the churches:
sothereis.no dispute about the superiority of the
popo and tho aulkority-of the bishops; and the"pope
as well ag the-bishopsmnay easily preserva this.au-
thosity. . For the Church stands in need ofcunduct-
ars 10 maintain order, (o have an eye aver those
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who are called: to the ecclesiastical ministry, and
ouer tho doctrine taught by the priests, and
to  ecxercise ccclesiastical judgments ; so

that, if there were no bishops, we must nceds make
them. The monarchy of the Pope would also tend
very muchto preserve agreement in doclrine a-
mong many nations, ‘Thus we should easily agree
upon the superiority of the pope, if we were agreed
upon ali the rest, and kings might themselves easi-
1y check the incroachments of the pope upon the
temporalities of their kingdom,”® Whatreflections
docs this passage, and many others which 1 could
produce, occasion an the irresistible furce of ex-
perience and truth, which oblige men to recognise
the principles which {bey themselves bad overturn-
ed. Melanchton is not the only one who entertain-
ed these opinions in these fimes. You will bave
remarked this declaration;
agreed.” In the cenfession of Augsburgh, they

had already proclaimed tolerably lvidly the autbor-ji
ity of the Church, the agreement ofthe ancient
Church, of the Catholic Church, and even the doc-
trino of the church of Rome. I have given you
Asfor the Calvinists, without

the passages above.
retraciog here the multitude of professions of faith,

and of synods, the object of which cvidently was to

instruct and to hold people’s minds in subjection,

by tho voice of authority, ¥shall notice some sen-
have
atholic

tencesoﬂhesynod of Delpht, because the
moro closcly imitated the language ofthe
church, and almostadopted the same doctrine.

The remonstrants bad advanced that the synod
with which they were threatened would not be in-
fallible like the aposiles. It wasnot easy for thella) council is the
Calvinists openly to deny this; the synod of Delpht,
however, answered them in these words: ¢ Jesus

O A

who approved of it afterwards. We see here the

whaleof Calvinism brought backin its turn to the

principle of authority, as was Lutheranism before it,

in the confession of Augsburgh.

The particular teachers who have sisce ‘appear-

ed, and who have shewn more learning and mode-

’mﬁon, in both parties, bave adopted the samo prin-
‘ciples and held nearly the same Janguage. 1 dv
not even entirely except M. Juriew, whom I could
cite to you, were it not of more consequence to
make you acquainted with a more grave and morc
solidly instructed personage, M. Molanus, the Ab-
be de Lokkum, the friend and fellow-labourer ot
Leibnite, in the projectof conciliation carvied on
for some time, between them and Bossuct, but
which unfortunately failed. M. Molanug assigns

«“ Qur brethren areft

as the third rule of faith ¢ the inferpretation of the

iseripture adopted by common consent or authoris-
ed by the practice of the ancient and modern
s church,~or which should be approved by a gener

al council held legitimately and freely. AR chris-
tians are agreed (says he) upon the following
poiuts* 1st, such or such councils are not 2lways
necessary of themselves, but only on account of

cerfain circumstances, as when the troybles of the
Church cannot otherwise be appeased. 2dly, It
is agreed that the interpretation of scriplure given
by the councilshould be preferred, at least exte-
riourly, to that of any individual: on this account
1the confession of Augsburgh declares that a gener-
ultimate means emplayed by .anti-
quity to procure the peace of the church, and ought

Christ who promised to hisapostles the Spirit of tobe resorted to. ‘The synod of Dordrecht, all the
trath, whose lights should conduct them in oll truth }{ councils held by the two partics,and even that of
also promised to his churchtobe with her to thej|the apostics confirm the same thing. In fine wo
end of ages, and where two o1 thrce are assembled fl g g1ill another decided confirmation in the acts

{ogethe. in hisname, there to be in the midst o e bt .
them:* iremwhich they conclude, alittle later, ofthe synod of Charenlon, whereit is siid, that, it

¢ th:at when pastors fromseveral countries should [[3t V&€ permitted to all and to-cach ope to adbere
be assembled, to decide according to the word of|}{e private interpretations, there wonld be as many
God, what must be taugbt in the churches, weinusts || religions as parishes.  88ly. Again,itvs egreed,

witha firm confidence, be persuaded that- Jesus|lypat the'ecumenical councils have very oflen erreds

Christ would bowith them according to his pro-
mise >> Now the declaratior. . "z provincial sy-
nod (ard this shonld be observed) was afterwards
vead aud approved at the national syned of Dor-
drecht, called by all the party (bo almost  cecume-
nical synod, because, in fact, init wero found de-
puties from ¥ngland, Scolland, the Palatinate,
Hesse; Switzeilind, Geneva, Brenen, Emden, in
a word, from the whole body of tho reformation,
not joined to (he Lutherans, with the exception of|
the Freuch. whom reasons of state keptaway, but

and that when we attribute to themtheassistance ot
the Holy Spirit, or ibat infailibility to which ajl
christians cee an imward submission, we bave neves
pretended that -such infallibility belongs fo them,
precisely because they afe councils, but becavso
of the subscquent cphicntof the greatest part oﬂﬁ}c .
Chureh, to which the assistance of .g!x_é;;
Holy Spirit, is promised.” And -in the.
new explasation of his method he says: FIf o



