
D 1 V 1iNIE of the
OxodScliool, niis-

led by erroricous
traditions, gave out

-~ * " for thie information
of tlue Britisli pub-

- lie, thât flie dis-
tinguislicd Po<pe
H-onorius in thie

seventh century, ivas condenined as a
lieretic by the seCntence of an (Ecunienical
Couincil. 'l'lie assertion of tiue lcarnied
divine is opl>osLd by such an array (if
learnt ng, acute criticisni, hiistorical investi -
taztiol» flic testimony of witnesses (-on-
tenîporary %vitlh die accused Pope, tliat
l>opu's own letters %vhiicli, it is alleged,
containi die supposed hieresy, thie judg-
nient of unninenit tlieologians and eveni
P~apal auflliority, thiat it would liave vell
heconie even an Oxford schiolar to heusitatu
aînd inivestigate before giviri"r utterance to
su sertous an accusation. WVlîat was real ly
dic case ? Wlien tiiere %vis question in
tuie Eastern Cliurch of an opinion iif
regaîrd to tieî person of Christ, wluicli,
iwhcn fully developed and understood,
jîroved to be lieretical, and was condenin-
ecd as such), Ser.gius, Patriarch of Constan-
titnole, consultcd Pope Honorius con-
cerning this opinion. Th7le excellent P>ope
teplied in tw-o letters whicli have couic
doîvn to our tinie, and, foritunately, for
thicy enable us to use our judgnîent as to
%wlat they express, and exempt us ironi
thce pei-lexing task of exanîining tiie wliole
criticisins and otiier writings of b)y-gonie
titues. H-aving read tiiese letters attenl-
tively, andI they are the only documients
on which flie chiarge of lieresy pretcnds to
lie founded, wce cannot cojîcur in the
viewv expresscd by the Oxford divine,
thait in theni Pope Honorius declared liis
entire concurrence iili Serg,,ius' opinion.

Tu''le simple question is," adds the learned
D ixwtor, 1' wvhetlier tie licretical docu-
inctts procecded fronu iinî as a-n infallible

-1u1hority, or as a pirivâte Bilip. W
do0 iot iluink thlat any sucli question oiagit,

Iy lte re.)y Jev. AIl><D< o J tD< 1>tDf(1 ov< L14.. , elc

to be asked ; but we (Io tliink that our
author ought, before denounicing tie
documents ini question as heèretical,
to have asked hiiislftdie question wvhethcer
diey, express any hiercsy. Let anyone
read the letters, and ii %vill be seen thiat
they are written %vithî nîuch pains and
great -inxiety. '1hyfind fault, it is true,
with the terni <.yera/wns as aI)IliCd to
Chirist, a terni whichi ias at tie tinie nie%,,
and which, even at the present day,sounds
soiînewhlat barbarous. '17lic Pope advised
tliat tliis terni sliould flot be used as it wîas
interpreted, or rather mnisinterpretcd, to
express tivo contrary volitions in tuie nîind
of Christ, causing constant ivarfare, as in
eachi man the wvill inîpclled by conicupis-
cence, %vars airainst die iili which aspires
to virtue. TLius in mian, flîllen froni
prinieval innocence, tlicre are flot two
wvills, but tlue saîie wilI at variance %withi
itself liaving tvo contrary operaliaus, the
one towards good, the oilher towards evii.
l'here could be no suchi operations in our
Blcssed Lord, wvlio, Pope Honorius dis-
tinctiy says, is perfect God and perfect
mian, hiaving ait the attributes of the
Divine nature and all the faculties of the
hunian, but in 11o degree subjeet to cor-
ruption or concupiscence, the fruit of
original sin, the stain of %whichi lie had
flot, could not '.-ave contractcd. Lt îvould
scarcely be possible to affirnii more iulainly
the sound doctrine concernin- th)e person
ot our Lord, to vhich the Monotiielite
hiercsy, afterwards cor.dencnd, ivas op-
posed. Holding such sound doctrine, thic
Pope could well afivrd, to discoura0e the
use of' ternis which were apt to lic hbused
and which were abused. MNorc tlian this,
lie dreaded and lid reason to dread thiat
if discussions ivere continued at the tinie,
tiiere îvould ensue a separation of thec
Eastern front the Western Chiurcli. In
the latterpîrevailed oriliodox doctrines inre-

gadto the tilatter so violently agitated in
die East. WVas it %wonclerfuil theni tlîat lPope
H-onorius judg;cd tuie tiinie inopportune for
further discussions, the assenîbling of
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