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ir t!i(lr Cluireh (liviiic iuilillihlr, then if is i

t' in )post' tii;'t slic ro'iM li

nij)()ssil)|

no ever vrv.'il ;i tiTirlllUL

true I'.iith v)f CJiri^t, bccaiis- she i< ahv;i',s '-iiiilvd hy the
Holy Spl.'It ol'(io(l, and thcrflbre tli;:( all tlu- alici^cd

])n)oi", ol" her errors are nuTcIy ioiuulod w] on the j.rivute

ophiioiis ol" fallil.le men, in op|,().itioii ;,> the diviuo
auihorily of the Church. IVote-taut.-, on the other
hand, eoiuparc the doctrines of the Church of Ronie
with the doctrines of the Ihble, which i> admitted on hoth
sides to he di\ inely uis|,ired—aud from an induction of {ar-
ticular m^tances they assert th:it ,,ome of the.e doctrmes
arc iinl cuiitahird in the Bible at all, while (,tlicr, are
evidently amtrari/ to the teachinir of the IJible. Thev
Ihus arrive at a result whicii is fo inded on the compaiison
of two ini|.ortant facts, and from tins tliey conclude that the
Church of liomc has manifestly er;cd in iiiatters of faith,

and conse(iuently that her claim to infalliljiilty is an un-
wariantable i>rcsumption and an unfounded tradition.

This is simply the state of the questicn on tiiis moment-
ou.i subject, mid it nuiy be reduced to Uiis brief impuiiy
AN'hether is there stronge evidence to prove that the
Church of Ivome canuot err, or to pr)ve that she /i(t,s

act mill,J crrnl? This alternative inchides thc^ wiiole coii-

troversy, when we take into consideration the solemn con-
se(|uences mvolved in it, in the reccptio-i or rejection of
all the doctrines and practices which are founded by the
Church of liome on the principle of divin(> InfallibiHty.

But wluit is meant by the Infallibilit}- of the Church .''

It nmst be observed tliat " the Church " is lere used by
Ronuui Catholic Divines in a peculiar tcchiiicd sense, not
a> includino- the whole body of the faithful, ei.her visible

or mysHcal, but onlv the n pnsni/afhr Clnrch, the
..u: 1 ; .1 •
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