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MANITOBA SCHOOLS.
ENCYCLICAL OF HIS HOLINESS
POPE LEO XII

(Quebee, Jan. Y. — The encyclical
from Rome on the Manitoba schools
was read from the pulpit of the Basilica
to day. 1t was prefaced by a p istoral
from Archbishop Begin. The follow
iug is an authentic traunslation, and is
cfticial :

To our Venoiable Brothers, the
Archbishops, Bishops and other Ordin-
aries of the Dominion of Canada,
having peace and communion with the
Apostolic See, Leo. PP., XIIIL

Venerable Brothers, health
Apostolic benediction :

In addressing you, as we most will-
ingly and lovingly do, there naturally
occurs to our miud the continualin-
terchange of proofs of mutual kindli-
ness and good offices that has ever ex-
isted between the Apostolic See and the
people of Canada. The charity of the

and

Catholic Church watched by your very |

cradle, and she has never ceased since
she has received you into her maternal
bosom to hold youin a close embrace
and bestow benefits on you with a
prodigal hand. If that man of immort-
al memory, Francis Delaval Mont-
morency, first Bishop of Quebec, was

able to happily accomplish for the i know, venerable brothers, that all
public good such deeds of re-|schools of this kind have been con-
nown as your forefathers wit- i demned by the Church, because there
nessed, it was because he was|can be nothing more pernicious or
supported by the authority and : more fitted to injure the integrity of
favor of the Roman Pontiffs, nor was | faith and to turn away the teuder
it from any other source that the works ‘ minds of youth from the truth.

of succeeding Bishops, men of great| There isanother pointon which even
merit, had their origin and drew their | those who differ from us in all else will
guarantee of success. In the same | agree with us, namely, that it is not by
way, to go back to earlier days, it was { means of a purely scientific instruetion

through the inspiration and initiative
of the Apostolic See (hat generous
hands of missionaries undertook the
journey to your country, bearing, to-
gether with the light of the Goepel, a
higher culture and the first germs of
civilization. It was these germs, ren-
dered fruitful by their devout labors,
that have placed the people of Canada,
although of recent origin, on an equal
footing of culture and glory with the
most polished nations of the world.

It is most pleasing to recall those be-
loved facts, all the more so because we
can still contemplate their abundant
fruits. Assuredly the greatest of these
is that amongst the Catholic people
there is an ardent love and zeal for
our holy religion, for that religion
which your ancestors, coming, provi-
dentially, first and chiefly from France
then from Ireland, and afterwards
from elsewhere,
and transmitted as an invaluable ce-
posit to their children.

But if their children have faithfully
preserved this precious inheritance, it
is easy for us to understand how much
of praise is due to your vigilance and
your zeal, venerable brothers. How
much also is due to the zeal of your
clergy, for all of you have labored with
unanimity and assiduity for the pre-
servation and advancement of the
Catholic faith, and we must pay this
homage to the truth, without meeting
with disfavor or opposition from the
laws of the British Empire. Thus it was
that, when moved by the consideration
of your common merits we raised a few

years ago the Archbishop of Quebec to

the Cardinalate dignity, we had in
view not only to recognize his person-

al merits, but also to repay a tribute of
homage to the piety ot all your Catholic

people.

As regards the education of youth,
upon which rest the best hopes of relig-
ious and civil society, the Apostolic
See has never ceased, in cobjunction
with you and your predecessors, to
Hence were founded in

occupy itself.
great numbers in your country institu
tions destined for the moral and scien

tific instruction of youth, institutions
which are so flourishing under the
guardianship and protection of the

Church. Amongst these the Univer

sity of Quebec, adorned with all the
titles and enjoying all the rights which
Apostolic authority is accustomed to
confer, occupies a place of honor, and
sufficiently proves that the Holy See

has no greater preoccupation nor de
sire than the formation of youthful citi
zens, distinguished by intellectual cul
ture and commendable by reason 0
their virtue.

Therefore it was with extreme solici-

tude, as you can readily understand

that we turned our mind to the un-
happy events which in these latter
years have marked the history of Cath-

olic education in Manitoba. It is ou
wish, and this wish
to strive to obtain, and to

ively obtain, by all the mean

and all the efforts in our power, that
no hurt shall come to religion among

80 many thousands of souls whose sal
vation has been specially committed t
us, especially in the country whic
owes to the Church its

faithfully practised |

ig a duty for us,
eflect-

initiation in
Christian doctrine and the first rudi-

ments of civilization. And tince
many expected that we should make a
pronouncement on the question, and s
asked that we should trace a line of s
conduct and a way to be fol
lowed, we did not wish to decide any-
thing on this subject before our Apos- t
tolic Delegate had been on the spot, !
charged to proceed to a serious exam- | 1

ination of the situation, and to give cess of

an account to us of the state of affairs. |y
He has faithfully and diligently ful- |t

filled the command which we had given | failed to unite as they should in

The difficulties created by the law ol

which we gpeak by their very uature

howed that an alleviation wes to he
ought for in a united effort. For o

worthy was the Catholic cause that all
good and upright citizens without dis

inction of party, should have banded
hemszelves together in a close union to
whold it.  Unfortunately for the suc
this cause the contrary took
What is more deplorable still is
Catholic Canadiang the

lace.
hat wselves

fend-

him. {ing those interests which are o such |

The question agitated is one of great | importance to all—the importance and
and exceptional importance. We | gravity of which ghould have ¢ illed
gpeak of the decision taken seven years | the voice of party politics, which are

ago by the Parliament of Manitoba on , (
the subject of education.
Confederation had secured to Catholic |t
children the right of education in Pub-
liec schools, in keeping with their con-
scientious convictions Tha Parlia-
ment of Manitoba abolished this right
by contrary law.

By this latter law a grave injury
was inflicted, for it was not lawful for
our children to seek the benefits of
education in schoels in which the
Catholic religion is ignored or actively
combatted, in schools where its doc
trine is despiced and its fundamental
principles repudiated. If the Church
bhas anywhere permitted this it was
only with great reluctance and in self-
defence, and after having taken many
precautious, which, however, have too
often been found unequal to parrying
the danger. Inlike manner one must at
all cost avoid, as most pernicious,those
gchools wherein every form of belief is
indifferently edmitted and placed on
.an equal footing—as if in what re-

s

no importance whether one believed
rightly or wrongly, whether one fol
lowed truth or falsehood. You well

nor by vague and superficial notions
of virtue that Catholic children will
¢ school such as their country de-
gires and expects. They must be more
| deeply and fully instructed in their re-
ligion if they are to become good Chris-
tiang, honest and upright citizene.
The formation of their character mast
be the result of principles which,
deeply engraven on their coneciences,
will impose themselves on their lives
as the natural consequences of
their faith and religion, for with-
out religion there is no moral edu-
cation worthy of the name, none truly
efficacious, seeing that the nature and
force of all duties are derived chiefly
from those special duties which bind
man to God, Who commands, Who
forbids and Who has appended a salva
tion to good or evil. Wherefore, to
hope to have souls imbued with good
morals, and at the same time to leave
them deprived of religion, is as sense-
less as to invite to virtue after having
overthrown its very foundation.
For the Catholic there is but one true
religion, the Catholic religion ; hence
in all that concerns doctrine or moral
ity or religion he cannot accept or re:
cognize anything which is not drawn
from the very sources of Catholic teach
ing. Justice and reason demand,then,
that our children have in their schools
not only scientific instruction but also
moral teachings in harmony, as we
have already said, with the principles
of their religion, teachings without
which all education will be not only
fruitless but absolutely pernicious.
Hence the necessity of having Cath
olic teachers, reading-books and text-
books approved of by the Bishops, and
liberty to organize the schools, that
the teaching therein shall be in full
accord with Catholic faith as well as
with all the duties that flow therefrom.
For the rest to decide in what institu-
tions their children shall be instructed,
who shall be their tes.chers of morality,
is a right inherent to parental author-
ity. When, then, Catholics demand,
.| and it is their duty to demand, and to
.| strive to obtain, that the teaching of
the masters shall be in conformity with
the religion of their children, they are
only making use of their right, and
.| there can be nothing more unjust than
to force on them the alternative of al-
lowing their children to grow up in ig-
norance, or to expose them to manifest
danger in what concerns the supreme
interests of their souls. It is not right
_| to call in doubt or to abandon in any
.| way these principles of judging and
.| acting which are founded on truth and
¢ | justice, and which are the safeguards
both of public and private interests.
Therefore,when the newlaw in Mani-
, | toba struck a blow at Catholic educa-

The act of | unaware that something has been done |

gards God and divine things, it were of | i

f much less importance. Wea are not

o mend that law. The men who are |

at the head of the Federal Governnent |

nd of the Province of Manitoba have |

already taken certain measures with |
a view to decrossing the difficulties of |
which the Catholics of Manitoba com- |

plain, and against which they rightly | 1iverances concer
contipue to
reason to doubt
were taken
from a laudable motive.
{ however,
law which they have passed to re
the injury is defective, unsuitable, in-
sufficient.
one can deny that they justly ask—for
much more,
medial measures that have been pro
posed thers is this defect, that in
changes of local circumstances they
may eatily become valueless.

We have no|
these measures |

justice and !

protest,
that
from love of
We cannot, |

dissimuiate the truth ; the

The Catholics ask—and no

Moreover, in tha re-

In a word, the rights of Catholics

and the education of their children

have not beeu sufficiently provided for
Manitobe. Everything in this
qnestion demands and is conformable
to justice that they should be thorough
ly provided for, that is, by placing in
gecurity and surrounding with due
gafeguards those unchangeable and
sacred principles of which we have
spoken above. This should be the aim,
this the end to be zealously and pru
dently sought for. Nothing can be
more injurious to the attainment of this
end than discord ; unity of spirit and
harmony of action are most DECEESATY

Nevertheless since, as frequeuntly
happens in things of this nature,
there is not only one fixed and

determined but various ways of arriv

ing at the end which is propose d and
which should be obtained, it follows
that there may be various opinions
equally good and advantageous

Wherefore let each and all be mindful
of the rulesof moderation and gentle-
ness and mutual charity ; let no one
fail in the respect that is due to another,
but let all resolve in fraternal unani-
mity, and not without your advice, to
do that which the circumstances re

quire and which appears best to be
done.

As regards especially the Catholice
of Manitoba, we have every confidence
that with God's help they will succeed
in obtaining full satisfaction. This
hope is founded, in the first place,in
the righteousness of the cause, next in
the sense of justice and prudence of the
men at the head of the Government,
aud finally in the good will of all up-
right men in Canada. In the mean-
time until they are able to obtain their
full rights, let them not refuse partial
satisfaction., If, therefore, anything
is granted by law to custom,
or the good will of men, ®vhich
will render the evil more tol°r-
able and the dangers more remote, it
is expedient and useful to make use of
such concessions, and to derive there-
from as much benefit and advantage
as possible.  Where, however, no

maintenance of these schools.

There is avother point which ap
peals to your common

acquired, for it is only right that Cath

in bearing,

with the best in the country. As con

recognize as praiseworthy and mnobl
to develop public instruction, and t

in order that it may daily becom

tion, it was your duty, venerable
brothers, to freely protest against the
injury and disaster inflicted ; and the
r|way in which you all fulfilled that
duty is a proof of your common vigil
ance, and of a spirit truly worthy of
s | Bishops ; and, although each one of
you will find on this point a sufficient
approbation in the testimony of his
_ | own conscience, learn, nevertheless,
o | that you have also our conscience and
h | our approbation, for the things which
you sought and still seem to protect

ized with Catholic doctrine.

already said,

the State ; let them do it, however, 1
a decorous manner.
personalities, let them never ove
step the bounds of moderatiou. L

and defend are most sacred.

them respect and religiously

| MeAllister—Yon admit that if such vari

pair | error, and a most serious error,

remedy can be found for the evil, we
must exhort and beseech that it be
provided against by the liberality and
munificence of their contributions, for
no one can do anything more salutary
for himself or more conducive to the
prosperity of his country than to con-
tribute, according to his means, to the

solicitude,
namely, that by your authority, and
with the assistance of those who direct
educational institutions, an accurate
and suitable curriculum of studies be
established, and that it be especially
provided that no one shall be permitted
to teach who is not amply endowed with
all the necessary qualities, natural and

olic schools should be able to complete
culture and scholarship

cerns intellectual culture, and the pro
gress of civilization, one can only

the desire of the Provinces of Canada

raise its standard more and more,

higher and more perfect. Now|you have made a job lot of the Council
there is no kind of knowl-|deliverances.

edge, mno perfection of learning,| With these preliminary remarks we
which cannot be fully harmon-|may now proceed.

Egpec
fally Catholics who are writers on the
daily press can do much towards ex
plaining and defending what e have such variance and conflict be shown between
Let them, therefore, be | them as to disprove any claim to infallibility ?

mindful of their duty. Let them
gacredly and courageously

Let them avoid

heed to the authority of the
Bighops and all legitimate authority

theso C
authority of the Bishop or Pope of Rome

mneils in the prir y and supreme

The greater the difliculties of the time Freeman—Very well 'ne  only
aud the more imminent the danger of W&V to show contradictions between
dissension, the more studiously should theso Councils on the primacy of the

Popa is to indicate some general Cout

they endeavor to promote unity of
thonght and action without which ¢S that have aflirmed the primacy
there is little or no hope that that and others that have denied i I'his
which we all desire will ba obtained as you truly say, is a vital quaestion ot
As a pledge of heavenly gifts and a faith
testimony of cur fraternal good-will, | MeAllister Iirat of all in the examination
receive the Apostolic benediction, | NYF l“.“‘li:"l‘[‘ yn SomR. 10 Ne S S R
which we lovingly impart in the Lord deliverance  rea foll oy R
to you, venerable brothers, and to your | ancient custom ¢ in Bevp
clergy and people. { and Lybia, 1l
Given at Rome, from St. Pater’s, on .‘,].f:"'l'll‘;h‘|["., is G
the Sth of December,” 1807, in the | cust m with the e A\
tweuntieth year of our Poutificate | in like manner af in tho
e " | other eparchies thesa p ri g
Leo P'P., XIII. i precerved to the cl x:\s;nu I\ "..v"“‘ 1l
.aa-— potut in the foregoing canon is tha ex
THOSE PRELIMINARIES. the enthority ot the Liahop of Ko
————— Freeman— No : the essential poiut

N Y. Freeman's Journal
McAllister—T'he question to which I now
come is this: Have General Councils ever
contradicted each other in their official de-
ing faith or morals ?

Freeman— This is certainly an iu-
teresting question.

ance or contradiction is proven the ps
doctriue of iufallibility 1s and must |

an
a fatal de
lusion and a deadly snare, you must, in that
case admit it to be,

Freeman—Yes, as Councils cannot
he ecumenic and infallible without the
Pope’s confirmaticn of their decrees or
definitions on faith and morals, it fol
tows, of course, that if they are found
to contradict each other their contradic
tions wou!d be attributable to the Pope,
in so far as he confirmed the contradic
tory decrees or definitions, In con
firming dogmatic decrees the Pope
wakes them his own, and consequently,
in confirming contradictory definitions
he makes the contradictions his own.
And contradictions in definitions of
faith disprove infallibility. If one
Council should teoch that Christ is the
aternal Son of God, and another teach
that He had no existence until His
birth in the flesh, there would be a
clear and undeniable contradiction.
One of these teachings must ba false,
If the Pope were to confirm both these
Councils he would confirm a false
doctrine. He cannot do this and be
infallible. This is all clear enough
You nave therefore only to proceed to
show that general Couucils have con
tradicted each other in their dogmatic
definitions on faith and morals.

MecAllister—As a loyal supporter of the
Papacy, you maintain’ that the canons and
decrees of the first general Council held at
Nice, in 320, the first Council of Constantin-
ople, or third general Couneil in 381, and the
tourth gensral Council at Chalcedon in 151,
are all infallible deliveraunces,
Freeman—No ; we do 10t so hold or
maintain. No Catholic holds that
either general Councils or Popes are in
fallible in all their deliverances. They
are held to be infallible only in their
dogmatic decrees concerning faith and
morals. Both Popes aud Councils
enact laws and disciplinary regulations
—just as the civil legislature does—
that are subject tochange or abroga-
tion as circumstances change. These
kind of deliverances come not under
the prerogative of infallibility of Pope
or Council. But the dogmatic decrees
—definitions of faith—once delivered,
are for all time. In uttering these both
Council and Pope are infallible.

This distinction will enable you to
seo that all the deliverances of the four
councils you mention are not held to
be infallible, and that only dogmatic
decrees on faith and morals are held as
such. This simplifies matters and re
duces the field of your search for con-
tradictions to very narrow limits.
Differences in disciplinary laws and
regulations prove nothing. One coun
cil may change or abrogate laws made
by another without questioning the
wisdom of those laws to meet the condi-
tions they were made to meet. And,
these conditions ceasing and new ones
arising, it is a8 wise to change or ab-
rogate those laws as it was to enact
them in the first place.

With doctrinal or dogmatic decrees
it is different. Once delivered, they
are as unchangeable as the axioms of
geometry, and remain absolutely inde
pendent of all circumstances and con-
ditions. It is in decrees or deliver
ances of this kind that you mmnst look
for your contradictions, for in these
alone is infallibility involved. The
difference between truth and law, be-
tween teaching eternal truth and leg
{slating for ephemeral social conditions
is 8o evident that you should not have
made the above explanation necessary.
Your failure to distinguish between
defining articles of faith and enacting
e|laws shows that you do not clearly
apprehend the doctrine and scope of
o|infallibility, or that you are not dis
posed to present it tairly. We prefer
e|to think the former is the reason why

that with which the fathers of the
cil were dealing -—was the extent

authority of the Bishop of

1
{ the

Alexandria

as metropolitan or patriarch of the
eparchy or province of Egypt. The
circumstances that gave rise to canon

these :  Meletius, DBishop of
Lycopolis, had usurped the patriarchal
rights of the Bishop of Alexandria
Against this usurpation the latter com
plained to the Couneil. Oae of the com
plaints was that Meletius had conse
crated or claimed the right to conse-
crate Bishops without tha approbation
of the metropolitan—that is, the Bishop
of Alexandria. T'his appears from
that 'part of canon G which you did
not quote : It runs thus: **This is
thoroughly plain, that if any one has
become a Bishop without the approval
of the metropolitan, the Great Synod
commands him not to remain a Bishop. "
This command condemned the usur
pations of Meletius of Liycopolis.  As a
basis of this command the Council de
fined the jurisdiction of the metropeli
tan ov patriarch of Alexandria over
the province of Egypt. In doing thi
it followed the common practice of that
time and referred to ilome as the ex
emplar or model to be imitated. This
important point you seem to have over
Consulting the custom of
Rome, the Fathers of the Council de
cided that the Bishop of Alexandria, as
metropolitan of the province of Egypt,
should heve the same authority over
the other Bishops of the province—the
guffragan Dishops—that the Bishop of
Rome, as metropolitan, had over the
other Bishops of the province or patri-
archate of the West.

There is here no defining or limiting
of the authority of the Pope as head ot
the Church. That question was not
before the Council. The subject be-
fore the Fathers of Nice we3 the rela-
tion of metropolitans or patriarchs to
the other Bishops under their jarisdic
tion, and not the relation of patriarchs
to each other. Aund they referred to
the Roman custom as the rule to be ob
gerved in Egypt and other provinces
in the Kast.

The rule holds good in the Catholic
Church today. Bishop Phelan, us
Bishop of Pittsburg, has in his diocete
the same rights, the same jurisdiction,
that the Pope as Bishop of Rome has in
the diocese of Rome. The Archbishop
of New York has in his archdiocese the
gsame relation to the Bishops of the
province that the Pope as Archbishop
of Rome has in the archdiocese of
Rome.

This s the meaning of canon  of
Nice. No one, with the canon in prac-

 were

looked

that it militates against or limits in
any way the authority of the Bishop of
Rome as head of the Church and occu
pant of the Chair of Peter, Prince of
Apostles.

While the Council in canon six de-
fined the relations between metropolit
ans and patriarchsjand their suffra-
gans, it defined nothing as to the re
lations between the patriarchs them
selves.

the rule for the metropolitans and pa

denial of the primacy of the Bishop of
Rome.
to Rome as supplying the mnorm o

Bishop of that Rome which St. Cy
prian, nearly a century before, hac
called the ‘‘root and
Catholic Church.”
What we have said is enough tc

the Fathers of Nice, that they did no

definition about it. Dut we will
considerations.
the Council of Nice, Hosius of Cordov

mon congent the first to sign the acts «
the Council, and thereby stamp ther

MecAllister—~The question thus comes he-

and canons of all these four ‘‘infallible

0| touches not the infallibility of the

|
"t‘ the dogmatic decrees or definitions.
o

fore us in the concrete form : Are the decrees

Councils in harmony with each other, or may

Freeman—Keep well in mind that
: ! uphold | you are to seek for contradictions be-
what is true, what is right, what is|tween the dogmatic teachings of ithe

useful to the Christian religion and|Councils. Any other kind of {,,,“”“.[‘(fmun-il

Councils, for it is concerned only with

McAllister— I propese to try this issue by
take' an examination of the canuns and decrees of

with the Pope’s approbation,
that his supremacy was a matter beyor
\ question,

to the present time have upheld an

,ilhm they saw nothing in that cane
{
Bishop of Rome.

who, according to Dr.

tical operation before him, imagines

On this point—the crucial
point—it says nothing whatever. In
making the custom of the Bishop of
Rome with the Bishops of his province

triarchs of the East there is no hintat a

On the contrary, this reference

ecclesiastical government  affords
gtrong  corroborative evidence of
the recognized supremacy of the

mother of the
show that the question of the supremacy
of the Bishop of Rome was not before
treat of it, and consequently made no
en-
force whe! we have said by still other

The fact that the 'ope's legates at

and two Roman priests, were by com-

shows |

The fact that all the Popes from Nice

antagonistic to the supremacy of the
liven those Popes,
McAllister's
claim, usurped the supremacy in the

NO, 1.004 2
fifth century, were as trenuous iy
their defense of the Council of Nice
t ey were in the for { their pre
rogative of su i
"\l\'>‘ uid not hay h
nh ll tt v ¢ ‘ or 1 |
Heved | 1 ne 1
denied the suprem
Had cane been u
time of the Couunci L
enturies f wing, ¢ l
ipremacy of the Pop
ing more certain than alt
aud sebhismatics who v ned
vod xeomn d Pope
would have d d h 1 ,\"'
quoted canon it N tha
W never so |
1 1 o
by ( i
[hose who lived at tt me of th
Counneil of D s and imn
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1 8. Wa have seen that the sixth
| canon of Nice took its rise from com=
| plaints of the atriarch of Alexandria
| against the usurpations of Meletiug, a
i Bishop under his jarisdiction When
| the Patriarch lied, shortly after the
!('uunw! St. Athanasius became his sue
‘ cessor in the See of Alexandria, A

short time after Athanasius became Pa
triarch the followers of Meletius re
belled against his authority I'hey
became so powerful that they succeded
in deposing him from his See.  Now
what did he do ? 1t must ba remem
bored that Athanasius was
the Council of Nice, and doubtless
understood the meaning of canon ¢
The Maletians and Eusebiaus also had

present at

been present at Nice, and uuderstood
canon G What did Avhanasius,
Patriarch of Alexandria do? HHe ap
pealed to Rome, to Pope Julius.  What

did his opponents do? They also ap

pealed to Rome, and both in doing so
recognized the supremacy of “the
Bishop ot Rome Athavasius went to
Rome in person. The Meledans and
Kusebiang sent representatives to pre

sent charges against their Patriarch
(Constantiug, Emperor of Dyzantinm
under whose civil jurisdiction the con
tending parties lived, also appoealed to
the Pope, and tried in ¢very way t

obtain his consent to the deposition of

Athanasius

All this took place not mores than
twenty years after the Council of Nice,
and when its canon 6 was {resh in
the memory of all. Here we sea the
Eastern Emperor, an Fatern Patri-
arch, and the body of Fastern
schigmatics, all  together appeal-

ing to the Pope. That is the way they

understood canon 6

The Pope took the catse in hand, and

after investigating the charges against
him, gave a decision in tavor of Atha-
nasius, Patriarcn of Alexandria. Jut
the Patriarch sull remained in exile,

and the two Emperors—of Rome and
3y zantium—with the concurrence of
the Pops, agreed to convoke a Council
at Sardica, a town under the jurisdie-
tion of the Kastern Emperor. This
Council was held'only twenty-two years
after that of Nice (347), and there were
present at it many who were at Nico.
Now we wish to draw gpoclal atten-
tion to canons third, fourth and sixth
of this Council of Sardica, which was
practically contemporaneous with that
of Nice, and by many considered a con

tinuation of or supplement to it

Canon 3 reads :

“1f any DBishop shall have been
judged and shall be persuaded that he
.| has a good case, so that he may desire
a second Council, if it plenses you, let
us honor the memory ot St. Peter the
Apostle ; let those who examined the
matter write to Julius, the Bishop ot
Rome, that if he deems it right to re-
vige the judgment, it be roevised, and
let him appoint the judges. DBut if he
decides that the case is not of a nature
to warrant a revision of what was
done, what he shall decree shall be
confirmed. Doesthis please all ? The
synod answers : It pleases.”

The fourth canon reads :

“The Bishop (uadentius said : If
it pleases, let there be added to the
gsentence full of goodness which you
f have proffered, that if any Bishop be
deposed by the judgment of the neigh
boring Bishops, and he desires again
to defend himself, no one shall be ap
pointed to his See until the Bishop of
1 l{mnc‘hrm judged and decided there
upon.”

(‘anon sixth reads :

) ¢ Bishop Hosius said : It pleased,
however, that if any Bishop was ac
cused and judged, and deposed by the
Bishops of his own province, and if he
who is deposed appeals and has re-
course to the DBishop of the Roman
Church, and wishes to be heard by
him ; if that Bishop believes it just to
revise the judgment and the discussion
a | of the cause, let him deign to write to
the neighboring Bishops of the next
f i province, that they carefully look into
n | everything, and deliver a true and
just sentence.  And if he who asks for
d ' another hearing of hiy case, moves the
| Roman Bishop to send a priest as
legate, that Bishop will do a8 he deems
d | fit. And if he decides upon sending

¢

insisted on the observance of the logates who, with the Bishops, will in
canons and decrees of the Nicene his name give judgment, he will do so
including canon 0 —shows But if he believes that the Bishops

ym  suflice to put an end to the business,
he will do what to his prudence shall
geem the most expedient,”
The original Greek texi ol
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