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four views, wve dismissed the first One as
%%roig1 and indicated the -rounds on whicbi
Wec disproved it. A\s to our- own view, hiere
are oui, words :"' Of the three views field
by Catiholies, the last niost nocarly covers
the groutici, as it comprcbiends the othier
tw'o and adds a third caùuse whichi must
have plaý-yed an important part in produc-
ing, the condlitions favorable for the incep-
tion Of suchi z1ioveneit." ' romi this it
would be difhcuit to discern thaï: ive did
not adopt the first or thec secondl. 'l'le
third woe said inosti uaîr/y cov'ored the
garouind, but even it wce did nor entirely,
support. :Xftor considering the causes
proposed ilnder this third, vielw, wVc gave
additional causes whicli %vO thouglit
e\erciscd a deep influence, and wvhichi with
thloso prcvîouisly admitted constîtuted Our
ostiniate of that. revoluition. To disprove
our- premises it wvould not suffice ro takoe
cach of the causes onuinieratud and show
irs inadequacy by iîself, but to take the
sun) of ibiese causes andi prove the resuit
insuffhcîent. This, it %vil bo found, our*
critic does niot (10 ;hle takes up cadli of
thr-ce causes,, and acting on tlle presuimp-
lion thiat wve niado jr a direct and sole
cause, attcnripts 10 prove thecir inadequacy
or inter înoefficîency. We shaîl examlinle
the nicthods ho enmploys in su doing.
liefore beginniln, hiowever, hoe cnters a
coniplaint against us for not considering
the Protestant view. Our objecr, hoe
says, ', is to prove thar the s0 callcd
Rofornnation Wvas Ilhe effect of vicious
princil)les, and as the Protestant al*firi-
nion is virtuais)y the direct denial of sucil a
charge, his firsr dutv is to disprovc this
accouint." No'v ivo know not under whiat
obligation or d uty 'vo stand to disprovo or
even state the Protestalit vew. Lt is not
nocessary for inii 101o %Voit]( prov'e a
tlhcory rc> disprove ail othors. liy estab-
lishing bis own lie v'irîualv disproves ail
contrarios. Tlo oîr miincI tis view offéed
no fensiblo explanation and %vo r:i.jected it.
\Ve, hiowover, did stite Ilhe Protestant
view incl inclicated, iibout gring into a
fornimil dciînoisrarèçon, Ille grounids on
wvhicli wvc disproved ir, iiamoîey, that it
gave rise ro licc nse, not liberty. Now
hesides titis, w~hiIe wve staîed wvhat wc
l)OlievCd ro bc the view înost conînonly
hield by Protestants, wve by no mieans
thoughrt that ir was nccssary 10 denm-

onstrate its 1'.llacy thIs lato in the
century. 'l'le foreniost thiinkers artmong
Protestants have lon-g sinice discredited
i t. We mna, go bick as far as tht'
historian H-afla n and find this con-
clennation of sucb an idea. "l'lie
adlioronts of the Chiurcb of Rome have
nover faileci to cast rwo reproaches on
tbose who left thcmn ; one, that the reformi
%vas )rotlght abfout by intemporate and
caluninious abuse, îw' outrages of an
cxcired populace, or by, the tyranny of
princes ; the othor, thiat aftr stinîulating
tho iiiost ignorant [o rejocr the authority
of the Churchi, it instantly %vitlhdrew that
liberty of judgment, and devotcd ait who
presumcd to swcro front the line drawn
by la'v, to virulent obloquy or sonietimos
to bonds and dearh. I'boso repruziches, ir
miay be a. shame for us to oivn, can bo
uttered and cannot bo iroftted.** As to
how the Xeformation could have Itiven
irise ro license thie ivriter offers this con-
jecture regardinmt our inanin 'lf Te
reli-lous movemoent of the sixteentb
contury gave risc to license in that it wzis

astîccesstui struggloI against an cstablishied,
athor-ity." H-e drawvs from hlistory to
prove that sucbi does nôt conistite
liconse unless the athority disob)cyed hoc
a legitimaite or necessarv one. Now bince
woe have suflicient recasons for considerini,
this view, %vu sliait take up Ille resuirt of bis
conjectuîre and explamni the rocasons why
wve lioîd the Chutrcli to be a legitimate and
nocce! sary allrhorhvy and thiar thorofore
dissent froim be-r is -licens-e. WVhen Christ
csîablished the ne'iv faitl on1 oartb, hoe
foiuncd oino Chutrch as the depository,
gu1ardian, anid ieachier of the Divine Word.
At its hiend hoe lIaced P>eter, and )roniîsed
Ilhat becad 1-is perpetuialzassistance. Tlhere
%vas but1 on -e Church, 'vhichi %vas theroforo
ai le.pt imlate anIli sa uhoiy ThIe
succossors of Peter fornmod a continuous
and un brokecn succession, the forni vh ich
Christ gamvo the Churchl the dognia and
faith I)racticcd by the Apostios 'vero pro-
servod ini the Roman Carholic Chnîirchi and
ini 1-er only, which mwust thiereforo have
been Ille Oue Truc Cbutrchi, a legitiimato
and nocossary authoriry. Dissenit Iromi
snict anthnriry must lio thoen, as hie adroits,
a nicastire, tnt of liberty but of license.
mieh rulers; w~ho recognized the Refori
weore cager to shakoe off the supreînacy of
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