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lhoritles', the. liberality of mainy noble and wealtsy
couverts bail enriched tise Roman ciaurcis, ils inis-
ters, atsd particulariy ils hishops, lu an exîtînt wiîica
Indicates tise zeal, raliser titan the prudence of tise
donurs, andI ext iled as bas beco eaid, (54,J the cupîdi.
ty oit the healisen emperors.

Even previous lu, the events of the fourth century,
athe àplendour andI opulence of the elaurcis over wlsich
.lie presided, and te importance naturaily attacheui t
the capital, badl, il catinul bc denicd, givcn to the Ru-
mina bishop a weight an u iîllority, supertur tu llîwe
,possessed by any allier larelalu.

Tise arrangemnts of Constant ine, whose polie), it
'was to introduce a periuctecoi, lorinity Isciwvciiet curcli
and state, confiraned what prqjudse had begu.n.

69. Thceabience of patiri.srclis untid tie scslcrii
claurches unde the l'ope, as ileir Iîvad. ta aii cut-
tests in Mwilici tliey were ciig;lged 'viilate edstcrii
Christians, liicy rcgarded lais îrsuirpli as ilicir own
andiiever reliecîcd, thit the itoîser iviicit îhiey bo tc.-
diy conceded ta tise potti, iiigit be ciiîsl> cd fuir
lhiser own degradatson.

70. The supcriurity aof tlîe Papal sec, wlîich stipe-
riority baad, dlurîsg uàanîy ages,be*ii accuitied fibr anad
jiastilied, liy "the imporîaîicc oi'ilîc 1it>*" e d crecs
of' coiucils, and "Itlie imsper l resc i 1111q,' w.as, by thlc
itsg.'asauus ambition of surcev'ding pouit1fls. tousidel
.lspun lthe auîharity of our Lord aisl lias ApozsUeb;
wle donations of tcrriîory wvlih nu %optii.ltry couid
uieduce from rtse words of thse New Testamnent, were
supportedl b> thse evidence of furg-cd documsents.

Thse aggrandizement of titeir sec hecame in time
thse sîspreme object of auxiety to lise Roman bishops;
in comparison of tisis, ai! otiter considerattous and ail
.other wlteresls were unsparingly sacrificed.

Tlsese are a few of the topics whicis wiil demand
ur attention during tise remainder of these papers.

The discussions connected with the pretended es-
4tblishment of Peler, as bishop of Rome, opon which
.30 mach stressbas been laid by tise supporters of the

lerares>, vii bmore natura l> introduced aller.
wards; at present we wouid adveri to the authoriîy

osesd bythe bishops of Rauie, duriug- and subse-
.tient t0 the Aostolie age.

71. 0f all thse writings ascribed te Clement, the
friend and asociate of tise A pusties, the oniy one of
,tudoubtd gersuinetiess is his Il first Epistie to lthe Co-
zintisians "Tihis persoas had thse bebi pussiUle oppor-
tunilies of oblaining correct information, concerîsîng
4he nature and extent of tlbar auîlsorsîv, ta wicli, by
bis situation as bisisop of Rtome, lie was enislîld. If,
as is affirmed, bo Peter iva <onsînîtt:l ais ab-olur'
-dominion over the failli assd practice ot ci.rssss.sns,
andI if Cicmentsucceeded boils tu ia siaitn assd lbo%%-
-erof that cuinîent Aposîle, he snubut have tcc:s lully
aware of thiese circuinstaiices; and tlîs oisCu-
ness ofhbis supcriarily IUt halie dîssitictl>' appeared
in bis writinusb.luts pslsoeer 'icaa-
4îasinn isas bien tnade, nuL onty isssîrc a total abseuce
,sfany claim 10 infallibititq, but iîs lvliole stiyle and
aaanner denionstrate, ilIat tIse %% ier conceîved flt.i
self possessed oI'no autlzurity w'âatceer, aî'tr tie per-
sons to wisom lie wrose. Tise occasion, il na)y be ad-
ded, which produced tise lester in questious-being a
scisism-afforded a proper opportoutty fur tie dispiay
of thse absolute powver prctended to have been be-
queathed b>' Peter ta his successors. Instcad of com-
*manding thse Corinthians, Clement is contcent wiîh ex-
huortation ansd entreaty; instead of urgîng the autho-
tîty of' the Roman see, lie pleads tisat of oui' Lord and
bis Aposîles;- instead, finally of dictatisg a, a despos,
lue persuades as abrother antian equal. Ofîhis cou-
duct, indeed, aua exanaple bail been -et him by tisat

ver>' Aposile whose lordshlp in thse chuu'ch bas beeti
so voletlymaitaind. lTse* eIders,» says lie, 411

72. That the preragativc aflt.rward claimed b>' thse
Pupese, of lldecîdiug upon doctrine," or, ot'"deciaring
wiiat is heresy," was unknown long aller lise age of
Cleanent, msîy bie evinced, as from innumerable oliser
exfltiples, so paricularly f'roni Uie fact, that tovard

Uie conclusion ot'lise scondl century, tise syrsods of
Asia exatsined antI condeus'ned lihe tencis of Monta.
nus, witlbutat, suh ulab nscquaaitaniig tise Roittan issis
ops;; tsar, wliicl intglatlu be rcniarked, Jîid theur con.
Jîîcî cx"ite aisy obse.,'itîii, cuter ais the part of the
.îposiuiit stc, or of theearlý' îsrîcrqb vviom il is mna
iiuiitd. lince, %ce in>'1,11 initèr, thaS thse coudeai-
iaison ci' leu'iis by provintial sy'iiuds, without tise
cuiscurreîcc or fccle pneu ly ot he popec, wval, at
tise 1criod 1il qii!ie.on, deetrid îscitler exiraordinary
Isor uîîsîaomlcr; iiisd tliat lise lUsalclai of"Jdeciding
't11sn lies , casitltci at4utioId6ed nor known.
1 liese cira lusionas are 'uppoiîrd isy stici a host of
ot.'er evidenîc, tisai no pcrson, il is couc~eit'ed, who

br to' tolle ilivestgatuu tie iast caudourcan fora
ais oppsSite opinion.

73. Thes pipal iisfallibility, it need %carcel>' be ad-
ded, ivas lite discoveryoi luiurt'aiid Jarkcrages;nor
lbave tise proleeil advocates of tise do'ctrine preteid-
ed to show tisat il ivas hlîedby au>' oftise earîy Chis-
hians. Instcad of provitsg lise existence 0f suds an
opiuion, it is tise artlol pradlice of Baronius and Bel-
laristine, lise niait strenuuus and learned mainlainers
ufîlie papal infallitilit>', to adduce arguments, how-
lever iucoulubive, insended lo establisis tise truts of
tise doctrine. Tise difi]uîties, isdeed, attending thse
latter of isese attempîs, mnay weil excuse their anlies7
to frep thenaseives froan the incumbrance of tise form-
er. Tise assertion now made, receives abonudant cu.
fitmation from tse defence oftheir farourite dogma,
ur-ed by the wrîterst mentionedl above, in tise czçe,
of'?victor, wbo was clinsen tIo tise sec of' Rome, X D.
192. ThlQpreîaieowned aud pproved tiseproplsetic
spirit of Montanus and isis proplisetesses,aIi oI'whom,
precedingpontiffs had condemnned as leretics. The
error of Victoris adititteid b> Baron ios and Beliar-
lillae, whlio, thougis tisey concede "tise passicular fact,11
maintain at tisesatue tie, his general inerirabîlityl
Suppose this contradiction reconciled,inti her yards,
suppos bath tisepoiritivc and the negcstive ofîhe samne

Iproption la be trot, il wîll ssnt fhow as acoasze-
qîsence, tia any sucis do.ctrine as sisat supposed, iras
coller kuowvn lu tise cisurcis in tise days of Victor, or
was reecived by ic.

71. Ontt the ignorance of'îthe early Cisrislianq, con-
ccrnin- tise ssapretnacy aîsd infaliibiiy ofthe Roman
bt"liops, appears conclusie azittt tise existence of
tîicse btîiiu.scd attribseecs, urlîsci, hit tlit>' beesi laugisi
by thse AposUles, cnssid not hsave been unkuovn to tise
car>' laitiers; and being lsisown, mut have been ci-
tIser mntisoîscd or ahluded to b3' tîese men in their
%vrsttiZ%. Thsis negatire evticîsce agaist tise papal
inUsilsibilit>' and supreinacy is corroisoraîcd b>' tise
practice ot tise early Clsnî.sans, isics ias totally
sncotissît't %iiis ctec supposition of ticr entertaining
aîîy s-ucl doctrine.
175. Duriug tise pontificale (we ure îisrse ternas b>'

anticipation) of tise saine Victor, an incident occur-
red, iîsicis clearly intlîcaîes the degree ofauthorit>'
possesd, a: the eutI of tise second cetitury, by tise Ro.
mri bisops. Tise following statemnent of the case,
contains tise substance of tisai given by Esssebius,; who

le Pet. V 1.
t Haro . Assnal. 173, et Beltarm. de ssItu Pusattft 1 .
t o.etca. Rist,. Lv. caps. U3, et foltowîint chapte&.


