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Jronounce to have baen revealed by Tessus Christ, !
that is, te be contained in S:ripture, or in tradition,
or in bath at the same time, Learned and ignorant,
the decision is for alk: not that it is forlidden to'
*hose who feel so disposed, to seck for the truth of
Yie doama, vithe in seriptureor in the monuwment,
of tradition: far from that, thisstudy would merit .
wraise and commendation: being previously dircct—i
1 and putin the way by the judgment of the
Chureh, they will more casily trace in it her  doc-
rrinese But nothing obliges usin general to under-
ke thiz {aborious and fitizuing examination;’
otr masters, our tathers in faith have done it for
They have afterwards decided that such a|
Agrma isfin scripture,that such anather comes fram
at apostalic tradition: they are of one accord in!
fraching it: we know i, it isa fact, it isknown by |
‘e most simple: this is sufficient firall. All are
. pially bound toreceive with the most  unshaken
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thatis, by the gencral consent, or the acceptationt

of the episcopal body united to its head. I will
explain myself on the two parts of this proposi-
tion.

The bislieps, the successors of the apostles, like
them the guacdians of the faith, by the ngh  dig-
nity with which they are mvested in the  Church,
possess cxclusively the rizht ofinterpreting scrip-
ture and tradiuon, aud of pronvuncing after the
one or the other upon points of fauh. * A pernici-
ous doctrine threatens 10 trouble ar infect a dio-
cese; the bishup has the power aud the right "o
assemble his clergy, and, after lL.ving maturely
deliberated with it, to pronounce a doctrinal sen-
tence, when hebecomes ofopinion  that this isa
suitable and efficient means of stifling the crror in
its infancy.  Arius began to spread the venom of|
kis Jdoctrine in Alexandria, and had already gained
partisans by the subtilty of his reasoning. The

+ onfidenee a decision which in itself is the most
. . . f
senartial and the most imposing that can be found

+nmearth, and which, moreover, Licaven hus cn

. . R 1
raged to raise to infallibility.*

We learnalso from the history of the Church
that the ishops of a procince or an  empire, fre-
quently united together in private councils, and
that there, to ward off the blows aimed against
faith, they have proscribed erroncous opinmons, and
taught the true doctrine of revelatton in thew dog-
matical decrees,

Here then arc doctrinal w.erees given in three
different manaers, or coming trom three diflerent
tribunals, Each of these deciaon has an authority
j proper to itsell, and proportioned to the tribun:
from which it cmanates: yet none of them are de-
cisive, although they may become so Ly accep-
tation. Forif' the decree of a private council, or of
the sovereign pontiff; or even that of a private bis-
hop is found tobereceived and generallyjapproved
of by the bishops dispersed throughout cathalicity,
and by the pope atthe head of all, thev then be-
come the decrees of the universal Church; their be-

holy patriarch “wishing to reclsim him by sweet-
ness rather than compel him by authority, selected
some priests from the two partics, who defended
their arguments otf both sides in a regular disput-

- As this dactrine hias been hitherto quite a stran-,
<3 v yon, and as it properly coustitutes the dis-y
-activerharacteristic between the Cetholic cl.urch;
and all protestant societies, allow me to lay it open i!
fayon in a new light, iu order t> mahe you more
-~nsible ofit. Fu the fist place, always heep in)
.nind that, according to all vur proufs, the pronnse |
o, infallibility made in the apostles to their success-
« 15, does not regard any of these personally and
1 articular, because Jusus Clirst dugs not  vemain
or cvor With any one, noncufthem being immortal,
tat that it isaddressed to ai) their successors col-!
etively and in a budy.  Likewiseit fullows that. .
. separately and individually they are susccp:ub!c;
of error, they cannot, by virtue of the promise
e so, when united together; that whatever defer-
ence their personal opinions require from us, we
severtheless do nut owe the sacrifice of our opiion
or our interior submission except (o their unanim-
ous decision; that truth being always to be  found
“uthe general agreement, 1t is this agrecement twe
are bound to know and foiiow, since by following it
we cannot goastray. and by aot following it, on
thie contrary, we do goastray, for then wego out
of the way and the e that Jesus Chirist hasdrawn
for us, and we leave the guides whom he has ex-
yressly appointed to conduct us.  Let us therefore
Lie cautious how we ever close our cars to their
vaices, or ever depart from their uniform instrue-
uons. In whatever circumstances their consent is
o2nifested, swhen once it is known, when once it
becomes manifest to us, it 1s sufficient: our duty is
i0 submit, and our salvation toremain firmnly  at-
tached w it.

ation, while he, surrounded with the principal of
Ins clergy, presuled as yjudge 1 this conference, to
decide the diflerence by a solemn decision.—Ie
terminated thedispute by presvuncing sentence
in favour of those who had supported the divinity
and eternity of the Sun of God, and forbade Arnus
to teach or to hold an oprivion that  destroyed the
toundations of the Christian religion.”

With how much more reason does  this same
right pre-emunently belong to him, who presides
over the entire cpiscopacy, and whe, from the
centre of utty where he holds his sece, extends
his superintendance and jusisdiction over all the

ing generally received attachesto them the scal of
infallibility and ranks them thenceforward amosg

the articles of faath,
‘There occur, in fine, less frequentbut graver and

more solemn occasions, on which the €hurch ex-
plains und proclaims its doctrin. in the must splen-
did manner. For example, a pernicious doctrine,
after having infested the country where it sprung
up, reaches the neizhbouring nations, is propagat~
g through more distant countries, and threatens
to extend its ravages sulf Suyther: a geperal plague
requires a co-exfensive remedy: ffom all parts of
the world, at the request or with the consent of the
sovereigns, the bishops are convoked by the head
of the church: they anathematize the innovators
and their opinions, both to fix in theaith thoese who
have hitherto professcd it, and to bring back those

churches of the worls: Accordingly we find, even||Whohave strayed Irom it they proghim to the

from this principal sce, from whichbeams the ray
of government, according to an expression as cor-
rectas it is bnilant. If youconsider on the one
hand the ever active vigilance cxercised by the
vicur of Jesus Christ over all the Churches; on the
other, these intimations which, in great causes,
everybishop thinks himself bound to Jorward to
him; vou will easily conceive that nothing essential
in religion could escape his knowledge, nothing  of
impostance occurs at the most distant extremities,
without heisg immediately echoed to the centre,
and then, without giving time to the error to in-
lcrease, without waiting for the bishops o assemble
in council, the chiet pastor goes before the evil,
drags to light the rising heresy, solemnly condemns
it, and against it, producesto the eyes of the world
the ever pure and indefectible tradition af the
holy see.

And here Tbeg you toobserve that a dogmatical
decision may be given in many ways, but that it
only be¢omes decisive and peremptory in one way,

*«Nothing should be more venerable upon earth
1hat the decision of 2 truly cecumenical council.”

*«Episcopum opartet judicare, interpretari, con-
secrarc.”  Pontif Roman fol. p. 50.—The bishop

isthe only ordinary and naturarjudge of whatever
regards religion, and it is for him to  decide upon
questions of faithand morality, byl interpreting the
sacred seripture and by faithfully relatitig the tra-
ditions of the fathers. # Henry, Institut, au droil

‘~Leibnitz, lettct to the Dutchess_of Brunswich.
July 24, 1694. --
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from the most remote periods, that the greater|{Worldwhat Jesus Christ has resealed. Ido not
part of the dogmatical decisions have originated [jenter with youinto the questions that arc discussed

among divines, on the couditions requiste 1o con-
stitute these councils, cailed generalin spite of the
weak minority of the bishops who composs them
compared with those who do not assist at them.
What isincontestable and acknowledged is, that
the acceptation of the published deciges gives to
thesc councils the splendid proof of their being
acumenical, and thus puts out of doubtand in full
evidence the infallibility of their doctrine.

1 could justify the principles ¥ have just laid
down, by the testimony. of a multitude of writers ;
of these ¥ shall cite but one, who was the light of
his own age, and will be the light of ages to come.
¢ The last mark we can have that a couacil or as-
sembly truly represents the Caibolic eburch, is
when the whole body of the episcopacy, and the
whole society that makes profession of receiving
insteuction from it, approves and receivesit: this
is the last scal to the authotity of this council, and
of the infallibility of its decrees.”” ¢ Fhe council
of Orange, of which meation ismade in the Reply,
was nothing Jess thangeneral. Itcontained chap-
tcrs whom the popehad sent.  There hardly were
twelve orthirteen bishops in thia council. Butbe-
cause it was received without opposition, its deci-
sions aze no more rejected than those of the coun-



