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. Continued.
LETTER V.
ON THLE DOCTRINE TAUGIIT BY THE CIJURCH.

I canuot refeain from giving you in conclusion
the satisfaction of reading your difficulty and the
yeply drz wo out with 2 master-hand.  “Protestants
reproach us with investing the Church with an
infallibility, for which we can find no subjects,
since some place inthe pope alone, others in the
general council, and others in the whole body of]
the Church spread throughout the world, They
are unwilling tosce that these sentimeuts, which
thay suppose to be contrary fo cach other, accord
perle~tly together. since those who acknowledge
wnfallitilisy in the pope cven alone, achnowledge
it with greater reasonwhenall the Churchis agreed
with bim:and those, who place it in the council,
'ace itwith much more reason Jn the Church
which the council represented. Thisthen is the
cathaiic doctrine, perfectly agreeing in all its parts;
Infallibility resides originally in the body of
tie Church.  Whenee it follows that it resides
also in the council, that representsit, & whichvir-
taally conmins it thatis, in acouncil, Zwhich,
publicly acting as ccumenical, remairs in com-
munion with the rest of the Church and ofwhich
aiso the decisions are for this reason remarded,
as decisions of the whole body. ‘Thusthe author-
1y of the council is established upon the authonty
and the consent of the whole Church, or rather it
15 nothing else but this authority and this same
<onsent.”

““As fur the pope, who is bound togive the com-
mon senfiment of the whole Church, when it can-
10t assémble or when it does not judge it necessary
10 duso, it is very certain with us, that when he
delivers, as he ishound to do, the common senti-
ment of the Ciwurch, and whea all the Church con-
sents to his judgement, it isin effect the judgment
of all the Church, and of course an infallible judg-
ment. Whitever is s2id more tha:  this on he
subject of the pope is neither af faith,unrisit nec-
essary, beeause it s sufficient that ahe Church has
2 means unanimously recognised, fur deciding con-
troversies, that might produce disunion among the
people.*® ) :
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*Euvres posthumes de Bossuet,t. Lp 017. Edit.
o 4tn}the Reformers attacked tho exor i!antpow‘er
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<vhich jn their time, was more generally attributed

LETTER VI
ON THE CUCHARIST.

Wz have seen that revelation, confided immmed-
iately to the apostles, kad been transmitted by
them by word of mouth and writing: that by them
the twolold deposit of scripture and  tradition had
been committed to their disciples, to pass from
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!hand to hand, and from age to age to their successor
lwhosc oftice it would be {o seek in them exclusiv
Icly and no where else, the articles of the  christian

Idectrine, and whose privilege, to deduce them from
“these sources, without ever being in danger, col-
]lcctivcly of going astiuy. We havescen that tlie
’duly and obligation of the faithful were to submit

bothof heaven aud of earth,
If they had confined themselves to proving that
those Erctcxmions wercnovel, that they ill-accorded
with the spint of the gospel, with the” doctrine of
the fathersand wi th that ofthe most holy and illus-
{rious sovereign pontiffs, we should then have onl

had to praise their zeal in the support of true princi-
ples. But, far from shewing this spirit of moderation

fo the pope inthe dlin%ls
1

and wisdom, they railed against fhe successor of

St. Peter with the mostldisgraceful coarseness: they
put forth against the Holy Sce, insults so low and
disgusting, that onc would blush {o transcribe them
indeed they would be revolting to creditable persons
of all countries. NMen of God would never have
spokenas they did.  But a man who is not anapos-
tle to possess it, does adopt the time of one, he
mustbe anaposile. Werethere nootherreproachto
be made against the Reformers, who would not
judge, by their passionate and furious expressivns,
that God could never raise up for the reformation
of his Church a sct of brutish and furious characters
uttering the language of demons !

1f wo may be allowed to judze of the seniiments
of the Grecks by one of their able and moderzte
writers, hereig what Helins Meniates bishop
Zcrniza said towards theclose of the seventeenth
century ““Iconsider the dispute upon the supreme
power of the pope 1o be the principal cause of our
division : itis the wall of separation between the
two Churches, . ... Ifit were possible to under-
stand one another upon this single poinf, it would

be difficult to adjust the others, and to arrive at all

erfect re-union.”” Placing himself afterwards
etween the Protestants and the ultramontanists,
this learned man shews to the former that the pope,
far from being antichist, is the legitimate succes-
sor of the apostles, and that he is at the head of the
hierarchy of the universal Church. Against the
latter, ke maintaing that the pope isnot an all-pow-
erful monarch in the Church, that the bishops derive
not their authority from him, but from Jesus Christ
he willingly allows that Le isthe first among his
brethren, and that he occupies in the midst of thew,
the first place of honout ; he maintains morcove
thathe is neithersole judge norsole inferprefer
of revelation : that ho is not above the council, nor
ivested with the privilegeof infallibility ; but *that
these prerogatives belong to the universal Church :
that it is above the pope, with tho right of judging
his conduct be ‘maintains mortover, that Jesus
Christ bas not conferred upon him any power in
temporal things, far irom havicg put sceptres and
crowns at the fect and the disposal of his vicar,
whom he made a bishop in his‘Churchand not an
empetor of the.world. - L
& say to oy mistaken brelhrenofthe pratestant
Churches : Join usin throwing a veil over theabuse
with which the sce of Saint Pefer has been cover-
cd, Enterjnto tho sentiments-of the jnformed and
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‘to the uniform instructions they should receive from

modernte oncs among you. You have alrcady
"heard Melancktes : ““There is no dispute abont
Ithe superiority of the pope and the authority of e
{bishops. . . . the monarchy of the pope would als:
'tcnd very much o preserve agreement doclrine am
ong many nations 12 And forget not the saying ot
* Grotivs * Let the bishops, says he, preside overihe
pricsts, the metropolitan over the bishops, and.
|above all, the bishop of Rome, Thisorder ought
always to remain in the Church, because a cause
for it always remains—the danger of schism.””
We say to our separated brethren, the Christiars
of the Greek Church :How can you prolong «
schism, the most direful of all cvile, and the mest
unpardonable ofall crimes, fur opiniors, which you
are permijtted not to adapt? They seem to you inad
missible? ‘They seem so tous also.  Faith nevet
Icommanded them : do not therefore take frigh
at them, but become united withus. ‘The conccs-
sisons already made by the learned of your bodyare
almost sufficient forus. Without doubt they would
not have refused the litlle that remained for them to
do, after the example of their ancestors in the coun-
cilsof Lyons and ¥lorence. Let us unite: we were
united for nine successive cenfuries; and our
Churches then were both ofthem more boly ond
flourishing. ;
‘We say in fine, with all the respect that we pro-
fess for our superiors and brethren of the Ultramaon
tenist Charehies, we say to them ; You, would stilt
:be imbued with the exaggerated, principles which
in modern times have taken birth amopg you, re-
{lect on all the evils they have brought upon the
Church, and that, instead of giving to the holy sce
a power which it did not possess, they have depri-
ved it of that which it really had : veflect upon the
calumnies they have occasioned, upon tho inquictu -
des that cven{riendly powers have often conceived
from; them reflect upon the jealousiesimd aversions
they havo fostered inprotesiant states, on the pre-
texts they siill furnish to the Greek Churches, to
continue and justify their schism. Do not motivesso
tnanifold avd powerful imperatively command the
sacrifice, or at {eastthe silence of “some arbitraryv
maxims ? Maintain with us the authorily of the
bead of the Church.  Let us rmajntein it all cnfire
To retrench fromit would be to woundfaith ; but
let-usnotforget that <n its plentilude cventheocean
itself has dts bounds, - L
‘Will you say that, regaiding the question as net
yet decided, it is lawfulfor you, asIn every unde-
cided question, to support the opinion that Fou pre-
for-2. The.principle'is 1y very~ catbolic 3 ¥
object-onlyfo:its ngplicaﬁoz’),c which ¥ shovld~find
%"zgis‘a‘sc to be<blind, andt‘hcren ‘repréhensible
cneyer from any opinion thers result consequen
ces-fatal tothe Chgrgg: andto the salvation of souls
charity and justice requireit to be wacrificeds . It
is cerfain thatby pressing the ultramcntane privci-




