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WHAT INFALLIBILITY 18.
T-]iOCiTRtIN F t TH ifÀCTH.
,c OLIC CHURCH CLEARLY

The NecesSity of s-n Inlailible
Teacber Denonstrated-îî tthe

Cftthlc Clîurelh Oitly is titis
Teaclie'r to bu' Fotin-Ob-

jeetiOnis to Iufallibility
Answered.

Tii.' litv. Fat-r Coupe, s. j., pr-
ft-steor et philoeophy st Stenyhurst,
eube Snnday evenbng e-cetntly delivt-t-td
anu s-bic leture ai St. Wiltrids chut-ch,
Pret-tsin, Englanfi, on Infallibility a
Necessary Condition ef Falili." Ts-k-
ing as bis texi. -Wiihout tailih i s
6.) le sabd:

Fsith is rt-ct-es-t-y te salvation. (lie
impossible to pies-se Ceod," (Ht-b. xi.,
trutis ef Cifristianity ms-y have btet
obscni-tly expressefi; but about thi
tundaniental doctrine Ged bas left no
rooni fer shadew et- suspicion ef deubi.
With terrible cl-t-s-ess Our Lord ssld:
"HIe tiat belit-vet sud is baptised
shall e saved; l t tntbelieveti ne:

%hball le conde-mned," or a-s tht- Anghi-
cativersion rt-sg.lit-shall hi
danimed.- (Mark, xvi., 16. Faititg
abluutely ut-ct-sa-ty tor salvation. St.
Ps-uI says iii language not te lie mis-
is-ken.--- Without faill i his impossi-
ble te please (led." Fail isg tie firt
direct step te Ced, fer s-gain the
same Aposîle tlis us: "Ht- thut ap-
pt-ocs-cltgte led niust 'helieve' tial
Ced exists andif5s-a rewiat-dem of snch
a,,i diligeatîy st-tk HBu."

Feili, tht-n is s-n essential condition
t-f salvation. Otier essential conditions,
Ot oourse tht-te sr--hope, for exani-
Pie, and charity-bui tht- mosit unda-
mntal is fsith. Wth faill iti is pos-

sibhe iudeed for a mnnu te le lest,
fore ven "tie fitvils lielicyt- sud tremi-
tlt-.'" (James, ii., '19); ;but witheut
faith fi isquiteiipessliletut- a ms-n
te le saved. A ms-n ms-y le anylhing
yen like, a scientisi, or orster, a Putl-
aniliropisi, s- philosopher, gent-t-us,
cuturefi, ricl, infiunuial-everything
-in a, word, thai the- world admires
and estet-ns; but, witlouît aith oe
thing assnredîy le ts net. He lE net
n Christian. Tht- lite et suet aLms-n
ms-y le a brilliant scdess, as tis
pt-tsent werld mensures succt-ss. But
frxinitht- stsndpeint et tht- future
wo.rld Ils-t msns lite is a. dismal fall-
ut- Tht- werld wenld perhaps -canon-
ize hl-, lut Ced will certainly cou-
fitmu lii. Christ bas pledgt-d Bis
word ithatfor sut-h s- mantht-ret-bsno
salvalion. "He ihat belleveili lot
shahli e ds-mned. '

What, then, tg Fati? Faitl. ini tht-
gent-rai, is lie s-cetpi-ce oetas îste-
ment soely on lt-e auiioirity et tht-

pet-son who maltes ht. Ht-ne-fs-lu
ut-Y le it-er human or divine. Wlen
ont- informant 1tgnman, eut- fs-ihla
lumn. When ont- informant is Ced,
our fs-ihlai divine. Neye divine fs-ih
is dc-ined liy Pope Lte XIII.,s iste
Encychical ou the-Lunity eftihe clintch,
thug: 'Fs-it lua hat supernaturall
vittnt-y whidli, tirongh tht- help eti
Ced sad tht-t-gh tht-assistauce et Bisi
grace, we beit-ve what Ht- bas re-
veaied to le true, net on acenu 1e
tle intrinsie truth Pt-tceived liy the
ns-tnt-ah ight ef reascn, but bt-cause
ot tht- autlflrity et Ced Bimseif, tht-
Reveaierwho dat-i t-t-er decelve uer
lie deceived."

Divine thl, tht-rt-fore, requires lie
Mental assent t e lt unoonfitiienal,
Unhesiiatiig, unueservefi, wiihouî sus-
Dition, of etdenlt, abselutely certain.
'Wl1tlckutalisolute ctrts-nty yen ms-y
haSve as liotien, or a vit-w, or s- pet--
2u8- %,o an opiulou,or a privat-
judgninnî't or an incination te lie-
ieve, Or s- willingness to e leheve; but

divine f aih yen have net. Why net?
Becewuse tht-eut-emotive 0of tsiti, lt-e
sole t-esson moviug yen to el-ie-ve,.i8
Cod's Word. Tht- cause ot divine
taili ts net liuxUan authoriiy, net tht-
loachiag er any chut-chliot tht- con-
sensus efthtîe lt-s-mntd, net tht- evidene-
of your st-nseýAiot tle ns-inn lihgt
et reason; but tht- cause is, Cod's
woetd, a-nd Ced's wolrd a.iont-. New
Ced's authortiy, tte-t'divîne word, ex-
dindes net only tt-rr l ut tht- bat-e
PCOsihîliy et errýr.. tO doubt, tht-me-
for-e, t-yen tht- smallt-st Point et Cod's
r'evehaîlon te wasvt-t- in Yeur bllit-,
te distmust the divine wOrd, Itgs- deadhy
itisuite Ce(d. And tht- reason tg
nlefl. FoGd, tht- Revealet, os-n
ti-thrdetive ner be deCtived. Biisknýowledget-gIsinfluite. 

Bis vt-t-sciiy
is iiifinitt-, tie S truth itse'f and cati-
'let dt-ct-lvt.e. tistruul Itseif acae-
(tanu't lie dêct-fed.

Ced's rt-vt-a1td word, tht-n is tht-soIt-
mnOtive ef diviune fs-lu. But what is
tht- ehjeci ot divine fs-th? Whs-î are
the things wihtfor salvatlon we
must lleitv-? Os-n Wt- ceuni tht-n?

uV. e give a. iist or catalogue of
tiL.em t cerumady '&e aui. tL're agaui
tCflrLt lias suppitedi an asgwer clear as
1ifl IlOGA±(14y sUil. Lýe says W l,

Apostles and te tneir sUcesso«rs, tue
bistiops and priests ef UIlS cftuu
(bit. xxviii., 1-u:".,OItig.. . teacfl
ye ail natioetns4 . . ! - '»--g
themt to oeerve-What?-"teacaîing
ttnm to observ~e ail tnuîtgs whtttmU-1
ever 1 have commandied you. lie tliat
blcieveUt, agnd is bap-sd sUi.lbe
sax cd; he Iliat believeth ýnot sha libe
cdainnred.' - iveee.as tte t¶wnycleai
inys down, caci and evý,t-,y revealud
tiuti yen must atct-pt. You ms-y nul
exercise yeur piivat- judginent on lieý
doctrines et Cnrist; yen ms-y net pick
aîîd elhose as yen like;; yenu may netl
take and lt-ave s yen liai. -Dither y"u
at-e xholly with Christ or wiolly
againist him. liHe thal is net wilai
Me is againsi Me; and te that gati-
eit-:. ut witi Me.,ss-itt-cii," (Mati.1
xi!., 30> To dt-uht tht- smallesi pcint 1
ut tht- Christian fs-ih is te bt-cerne!
s- schisrs-tiC Or a lt-rt-tic. Te cal
la question ont- qingle- item ef divine
revelation is te lisnisi yourseit troni
the bhcem et tht- chut-cl. If yen hoid
-aIl eut-r doctrines, but deuy Christs
C'oýd-head, yen at-e an Arian and a
burti-tic If ýyou dtuy lte lxx--fldi

Nature in Christ, yen are a Eutychian
andi a ht-rt-tic. And, lu like mauner.
deniai et tht- Tî-ity makes yen a
Unitarian aud a ht-rt-tic. Dental f
tht- vaiidity et infant baptism makes
yah a ýBaptisi and s-ht-rt-tic. Denial
efthîe sufihcl-ncy of grade for ail mnf
maltes yen a Calvinisi and a lt-rt-tic.
And, finally, ibough yen sheuld pre-
tess every jet an'1 tile oft tht- Catiw-
lic failli, excepi Papal InfaIllbilhty,
yen ar-e a Protestant and a ht-rtic.
Tht- first coudition, therefere, and tle
supremneiy necessary condition for
salvatila is tînt yen believe, wti
untaltt-iilg certainty, t-sel and evet-y i
doctrine that God lias reveaIt-f, and1
bt-tanse Ht- las t-eveas-It L."Ht- thai,
believeth net sîs-l lie daned.' 1.f k.,
xvfi., 16.)

New, %xt- aIl tliese revesled iruths
easy te, undet-sts-nd? Are tht-y ail
within lte easy cemprehensIen 0f île1
young and the' illiterate Juist tht-1
reverse. Tht- fundamental dctrines
ef tht- Christian fs-il s-rt- utterly lie-
yend uso created intellect. Tht-y con-1
pietely baffle tht- mid et ma-n. Tht-y
art- iyst-ries. Tht-y seat- se higlt
alieve mans mental ken ils-t 115
usturai t-t-ssou conh ut-ver, by ltst-lf,
hatve argut-d tvon te tht-lt existence.
Whsî heig)its of sublinme nittaphysies,
tee lofty for human cyet- t scan, risc
majestic Oui et tht- subtie mystery oet
tht- tver t-s-ctfut Tt-lutty! W 11at
abysses et Pt-t-ound philesephy, t100
fite for humnan plumniet te fs-teom,1
l'ut-n Ouite Oview ia the glorlous u:ys- 1
iery oet he Ilyposis-tic, Ualon ef thet-
two Natures: ef Christ under en&e
Divine Petsonality. In tht- Ily Sac-E
rament oetihie Mis-r, lu the- dogma oet
Transnbsts-uis-tion, in tut- change oft
tht- substance ot bit-ad and wiue iet
tht- Body and Blood et Jesus Christ,-
what stutiendens prolifenis ds-zzlt-sad
bewildt-t-tht- teeile' mind ef ms-f!i
Yes, eut-r sciences we os-n ugîstt-t;
lut eue science tht-t-t-la which cretaed
intellect 0an ut-ver sennd, whieh flute
mnd es-n ut-ver exhaust-the st-lenlcec
of Divine Thtelogy, tht- science et thet-
doctrines taught by Jesus Christ.

How. then, iS ams-n te know whut
tht-se diflicu-it doctrines ara- aud ilut
w-lai st-use tht-y musi le undt-rsteod?
Bt-lit-f ia tht-ni i nceessai-y for sal-
vation; yet how es-n *fe bl-ieve tht-m
nnless we know therni t is t-,-id,nt,'
tht-rt-fore, that Ced Who under ps-iu
ef etemnal damnation exacts bltit-tl
tht-se dogmas must lave put It withinc
tht- tes-chetfsil,within tht-eusyrt- sci
4)f sil, te fiud eut what tht-se dogrnas
,aire. and how tht-y must lie under- t'
slood. Andi thîs easy methd-wtat-
t-ver h it--musi lie easy for nil; easy
for tht- ignorant as '.vt-h as fer tht-
lt-s-nt-d, for tht- poor ns w-tlh as fer
tht- tici, fer tht- chihd as well as tom
île aduit, fer met savage as welh
as8 for tht-efvhized inan. That C-id
miust have provided su,-ii an easy way
fer s-I1laIs tvident, and neieds ne pt-oct.
Te question il wouhilit- t> tinsui

Goagoodlt-ss.

Meevt-1 , tuis Divinie Tes-chier, Ibis
s-thirity appoinied by Ced te> in-
tet-pret Bis revelstiens te aIl, must
lie tru-Stwerthy bt-Yond tht- slightest
chanp~-etferrer. Sud s-utlierity must
lie infallibît-. Who es-n douhit this as-
sertion? Wlhat Ms-n in luis st-uses
would challenge t?- Fot- if net jutai-
lible, sncb authorily uitghit-mmr, and
uts decbsion would ilns lieget, net
ceettainîy, but donht. t mîgît etr',
aud tins ius îeachitigs mniglut lt-ad me,
net le bt-aven, but to e bt-I îthîs
God-sppeintt-d tes-cher wt-t-t-net infal-
hible, Ced weuld have exaciefi frein me
under pain of ete-nal damnation, lit--
lit-f wiihout deubt lu a tes-cher who
eould cause nothing but doulit. If tufs
God-appointt-d guid"'! were not ints-Ili-
hIe Cod weuld have exaeted fromnime,
nuder penalty eoft-verîasting fit-t,imi-
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son-my Ged-given reasezn-showedl ne righty cunnting fellew. He ia plausible the law. Ipcaiiyecue ro
te lie utterly unwortliy of trust. And, enuugh -hile he keeps to the a-slith Oservauce of the iaw. youin thaLt case, ne power in heaven stra.ct, the vague, the unpractical. the mnght as weli argue that Judas th,
or on earth shouid ever indue nme te phihoseph1caa.,' But 1 think I oould At.O-tate Il"d ne 3uPrTnBtural giftý
lielleve. In that case, God would have Pose hlm with one- or two practical hucause lie was a traiter te Ged. You
contradict Bimacîlf and se would dhtliculties." Wait a bit, my friend- might as weil argue that David the
have ceased to be God. I shahli e practica.l enough befere 1Inil- pired Psaimist lîad fie supernatural

Se far I have led you, step by step, have don-I think I know what yeur gifts because lie vas &a 1wassassin and
aieng a etralght and well-tredden dîfficuities are. From reading many an adulterer. Must a barriater be apath,-a patli travelled by every nocn-Catholic boks, and discussing the' 1-ad interpreter ef the iaw 1f lie some-
Cliristian-Caithuolie or nori-Catolic, questicn witli maY nen-Catholic tinies faits te observe the lw? Must
fur ail Christians, ail wlio believe iii fri(nds 1 think I1 May claim to he a barrister lie a bad illterPreter of thethe Bible, are agreed-flrst, tliat faitli pretly weil acquainted with non-Cathi law f lefist entr bev
is fLcessary for salvation; secundly, o01k objections hi Infallibillty. Uic aw? uat a lawyer lie a had Iaw-
tîtat faithbhy its very definition, 1m- Bere is une of them. Suppose dur- Yer if lie le ooýnviicted of assault and
plies full certainty ot ail that Ced ing your summer holidays yen were battery? The tact ls that infailibility
las revealed; tliirdiy, tliat the fun- te travel te fRome and wcxe te ask In ne sense depentls on tli9 1'upe'i,
damental doctrines of Christianity are the- pupes opinion, let us say, about i ersonal qualities. but on the rrc mise
beyond man's reason; and tourthly, South Af rican publtics, or about Di- and as.itan 'e et God wlîî, e-an choose
that Ced lias lett somewliere in the- iliitailisr, or abocut Suniday Ciusing, tefcOoishethingrs )f the -world toe
world an autliority cempetent toin-~f or about the Income Tax. or the I)eath cuatound the Wist- ana vi?,ak things ef
torm ipfallibly even the savage, even Dues, or the Preston Docks, or the. the- werld toeCoflfolin-.i tht-. strong. Andthe chuld, wbat doctrines, to avoid bell:relative me-it tEgls Asr-thîîs Our Lord Wro i uiwr
and attain heaven, lie must believe, hian mnuttcn, or wliether a certain weîî-- to distinguish berweeýn th.- ofllcia
and in wbat sense lie mut believe advtrtised patent medicine reaîly is acts and the personal unworthin",s
tbe.m owt heq wortli a guinea a box, wouid nflothIe et Bis--iiiiisters when He said: "The

We oc asetnwte the crinal qu- Popes answer (you ask). on thesv Scribes atnd Pharisees ait in the chair
tien aste hattiti Inlahlhi au points, if lie gave an answer. hbc in- of Moses. Ail things, thereture, what-thority is, and where it is te lie foU-Ille? Most assuredly net. The isot-ver they shall saiy te yen. observe

foun4. And at thîs point, ias,,from* Pope knows lt-as about many eo-nd (Io, )ut according te their wrks
tht, weli-defined higli read, ther~ run tht-se things than yen> do. The Popo e 0ye not." (Mt. xxiii.. 2). Their
off' bye-paths tha.t lead but toto boga Is înnly Infailible wlien, among ether "ex-çnathedra" decisions Were go
aud quagmires. Hert-4 aias, ,-we Cath- conditions.,lie treats offtalîli or and sO cemmanded obed;eilee, their
olics bave to part company with our nifrais: and the points you bave rierâonal lives were bad andi se called
Protestant bretliren. We keep te the teuclied un concerli neither faith nor for reprobation.
,plain rond which Cod lias laid down mnoralo. Lastiy, itlai objte£tit that Papal
fer us. Tliey prefer patbs ef theâr owi Here is a seomgd and very commun Infadlilhility is a ncw doui rin1e. tîatinaking. Protestant difflcutly. Suppose, during it was enly aeflae,4 k'3 tnt- Vatioani

Wliere, tht-n. la this intallibie teacli- tiis saine tour te BRme, yo e tard Ceuncil in 1871;- and tîtat it is. tliere-
er te lie feund? Or6 tht- answer to the ope pt-tadi in St. Pcter's on somne fore, an addition te "tire taith cne-this buruing question linges the whoeoqutio-~n reating te fait or nierais, deiivered te, the ;aiiîts.1- . .jude, I.. ;ý.),
religlous controversy of the da. n Ad ye did net agît-e with the Te t.his I rt-tdy that unec aaiatht-b

tht aswe t ths uesio hsgstht rreacher's view; and yoU wreîe te objection proves lie uouch. Orie-spiritual muin or salvation of millions. hlm te say se. And the Hely Fatheragain the- obaecter mt;sei solvée bis nwn
Lt ws te answer this* ques- c(.ndescended tte reply te yen in a prî- difficulty befoýe lie tan , er:t, t against

tion that tht- Hply Father, Pope Lee vate letter. Yen ask agsin: "Wýuid Us. The Divlnliy utCit was not
XIII., penued for England lis fa- bot such a, sermon and sncb letter deflned until tii-' sýoueil of NicE, in
meus Encyclical en "Uniy.", And haet1ecniee nalhe e 325. Was thai t the îcr,-foee uw?it ls te elucidate tlits question tliat jhavbito of i. TerPceinfabs privat-Tto esîiChr'ws

a bi'of L Te Pce i hisprIate he neness o el i his athe- pretsent course of lectures Is dl- capacity, even wlien treatiug of faih 1flot defined untit the,-.Ioeuiii-il of E-phe-
reced.antd murais, I; ne more infalible tlian sus lu 431. W-13 that doctr!n'3, tht-rt--

Wholi, tht-n. is ibis infaillble authL)r- you are. It is e(nly wben the Pope fore,.ut-w? The imrnuralît.y ,t tht-
wt. ,adotines-essai-y f or saîvaîuo, si-aks as Pope, tiat 18, "ex cathedra." huinan soul was not gIi.flnLI Àuttil th('ýýht dctrnesnecssay fr slvaion1 ofhcially, judicially, as interpreter et Fifili Ceuncil et Laieran in 512. Waswé ai-e te holfi and beilevt? For tht- Gods revelation, as Vicar et Christ. that doctrine. tbenefiei-o, luewv The-
Protestant, this iufalllile teiscler la as addressiug tht- Universai churcli- dogma; tof a personal Coed wa" uot
the- Bible interpreted byfallible pri- it la only then that he speaks infal- defIned ,tntil the -Vatican Counicil in,
vate jndgment. For the Catliolic, this 1h1-l. 1870. Was that doctrine, tht-rt-fore,
infallihie te-cher is the- Bible and ut-w? If the deilnitîcu of infalllhiiitr
tradition interpreted by the infallible Bore is a third snd eqnallyoeurimon by the Vatican (Jouneil proved Jutfai-
y' ice ef the Pope, the Bishep ef objection. 110w cati the- Pope, fItIo liîiit y»V>t- utw. thipri hie ïor-inition
Rome, the Supremne Pentiff, the suc- asiçed, lie infallible since lie ls a pot-r. ef those other ciogma-s proved themcesor f t. ete, hrit's Vcarupo weak man like ourseives? 'To dcaim aIso te lie new. Andi. un the- utherer e t.PtrC.its Vcr pnthat tht- Pope is free frem the pe55'- band. if definitien M<Ifinat uts-ke tteýsE>

Th seta.pita uteenrii.bity 0of error-Is it not to arrogate t- dozînas litw. neith-r- 'id it riake In--
The ssetia pent t isue thre-a creature a prerogative of tlie Crea- tlilîyuw

fore, between Cathehie and Protestant tor alene?laIs netmoi tegive aànman fliilynw
lies ln a nutsliell. Both axre .greed what beiongs onîy te God?' A smattering eft tli'ology Is -nougli
that in the Churcli of God there lais ths&gXnn rve i te reveal the absni-dity ef ibis eft-re-
an infallilhle authority te decid déc- ioimc. Teojce utfts peated objection. For his ta he corn-
trhnal centroversies. Botare agreed smou teaching et ihe Cathohlo churcahthat the Bible needs, a living voice shelsendtiut eoel a that neither Poie nlir Counici can,
for its interpretation. . But the Pro urge i agnt us. Fer iYOU admit that by eveît se mucli as ont- jet or titie,livng ntepreerSt. Peter wn.s Infallible; yet was net add te or take freni "tht- faith oncetestant holds that lvn nepee g a poor weak han like oui-selves!
to lie the- intallile Privait- jndgmietit Yen admit that St. Paul was infallibhle; elrdtohesns.
of the Individus-h. Tht- Catholl olds yet was net lie aà weak man ike isTieiate oWite, Gardian and u-
tiat living luterpreter te lie the iu- ourselves? Yen admît that ail tirec hto insGada n n
taîlie Pope of Renie. Whicli, then, Apeethes were infalile; yet were tliey terpreter ef Divine :Revelation; and
s riglit, Catholie or Protestant? ii4t tht-y ail p'<sir, weak men îike eut-- nothiug more. The Va-tican Ceuncil
Wrîvate jutgefia ortapal Intail-selves. Yt-t if Infallibiity was a rea- <Constit.dogniat. prima de Eccles.privte udgentor PpalInfllill-sculabie gift te tht- Vicar ef Christ csp. 4) dleclared the- sole put-pose, efIty? This is tht-enioenteus question lu the fIrst century, wliy taIs net ai,,Ilafs-Ihi ility te be the- faitbfuh dIscliarge
'iow awaitiug an aswtr. a iea&ouable gifite the Vioar of ef this tliree-foîd trust. The Deposit

iu au subsequent lecture 1 shl-l dem- Christ lu the- Nintteenth century? et faitit la fIxed and immuis»lt-. No
onstatetha th Bileas ntepre Ths ojecion woud Pihas, ut-nw truth of revelailen lias bet-l given

)tt-s-te thatetht- Bibe. a otan sre- Thif objectin tywe d Pcj as leus since tht- deati et St. John tht'
:ed lliy p rivae ofudgmethtIn t n 5ud fifahbhiywredfp sEvaugelisi. Ilence every doctrine

ufslîlil tnIeetFsih;tha i neera ratural gtt beiongtug te tht- Pope, silice delined was alwîays Of divinecari lie; and IliSi it was ut-ver i- not as Pope, but as mian. But tht- gif ithadha . th -einigtended t e lt. In a subsequtut lt-c- o-f înfallibility is supernaturai, be be f4t esud had trei t- bt-gînnln eture I shaîl demnOusirat- that the- stowed hy Christ on Pter and bis ho ie astrimieChrtiyaneived. vryufafflilt-voice et tht- Roman Ponuif tuccsors oniy as Vicoet-s ef Christ andi I tnt a pifthe churisian lutht- itstinterpreting Scripitue and Tradition ortîy as visible Ht-sds et tht- Clintch ail that Geod 185 rtvealed," lie mni-s. and, was lntt-udtd by Chrisite etf'Christ. îcîyblvtd-trydgaWih
wit, thont ueruIng yuîde,,tes-Ing And fl(w fer a faurti objection, tt h as since bteu defined. Ints-llibility
Chiation,-ite celvtituuiy st o thte- ecerrnmnesi and bt-st kuewn, and par- amngtht-rt-st. IBut an ex-cathedra

%riiin, fr sivaiei, usiet it (t on me if 1 add, tht- moet absurd definition proposesth-dtrn foe4sity held and bllit-e. oetail. Nen-Cathliles 85k bt-w tht-e ut-explicit bt-let-h dct insesftht
Durag ht-reminet-et iti ltc-Pope ean bli nfallible since ahl mer, trutlht-fort- ouïr mids lni clear andtut 1 shahl confine mnyseif te tie are lis-hie te sin, Itlà1 dihicuit uomte express terrns Atrtt dfnio

xplanatlen of w4s.t la me-ut by Pa- langit at so ustoytI aett dgn elt-iuethen dyenti-
al Intallibilty-what fiis, and e-s- again and agafu rt-ad tiIs argument vint- but aiso tif Cathelie iataui.

ht- dogm ePaa l Inta13libiliinet ourse t o it-des. Tht- objection Ct-nsequeuuly tht- Vatican CeuncilThedoga o Paal nfaIlblit. o corseconfuses intalhibitiy, with ini defining Intallihuiiy did not crtat,-eans this, iliat tht- Pope et Renie, ircipeccablhiiy. Iutailiîbîîîty, that 1.1, this truth but uiert-iy preclaimed Tri-y vittue et a specl R UPerus-tural as- fret-dom trern liabiity te tes-ch t-t-tOr, tiilibiliiy te lie a trutl t-tvt-alt-d Ivi stance et the Hoeiy SPStIrt,IpremlSt-d te ls ceutouudt-d witi lmnpeccabiitY, that Christ.
t. Peter and his sucedct55s, is not lia- la fret-domr from liability Io pis-cuis0le te errer when, asSSupreme Teacher errer. John tht- Baptist, whie Wh,,e Tht- Vatican, Coundcil lunits deflihlon

tht-trnversh l defnes uuliz-n(ledconirmtd loetPapal hnfailibilhty ne mort- createdfthUn'veslChut-ch, h ele yet nr Cdcfim l grace, a litw truth titan Sir Isaac Ne-wtonLdoctrine conct-mnirlg fstht et-mnirais ws-s impeccable but ut-t infahllile. ln lis enunclation et tht- ls-w ot gt-v-io be ht-Id by thte w hole bed5r t-t tht- Tht- Roman Pontiff la iSfIlhible but iai; rstdau- rht h-df'aithful. 1 uctiimpeccable. Tht- twe gifts art- Inîtion 0f any d eWtrutiy Poe dor
You set-. then, wbat the conditions as differeut ns watt-r la differ- Cnilisof n ot au- doctrine oeo
ýseutlalte, an ints-ilible decision art-. eut trom, wiue, or as fit-e UTI inomr ane dctn.
'litrt- are niany scietiflc linmitations. trom niuow, or as île North Pole freni ilsn tht- decisien on a peint ef ls-w
'lt-st, as regards tht- Pet-sens deflnlng, tht- Southi. Tht- two gifts are differcut hy a Suprenie Court ef Judicature in
tmust lie tht- pepe, liot lu lis privait- lbtit 4n meaning t-id lu put-pose. a litw ls-w; the- latter Interprets an
ýrpacity. net mei-ely la lus officiai> Iufalilhlity ls for tht- bt-utfit et tht- txistiug Adt of Parl;ameut; tht- for-
barter, but as suprerne tes-cher. St-c- churcli. lmpt-ccabiiity is for the- lien- tier ntresanxiig vlto
ndiy, as regards tle matter defiued, t-fit ofthetic Jdividilal. Iuitaliility lien.
tmust conceru fs-it or met-ais, an official gifi. Inîpeccabhiîy 18 a And now, lu conclusion, letius test
'l'irdly, as rt-'ards thterni et tht- privait- gifi. Amulig tht- 258 Popeýs tht- rival tht-ont-s et iufallibiity and
tfiition, tht- jndgiulnt nmnst lit de- wbe have sat ii, Ptttr's chair, miosi Private judgmeut liy au appe t-ah tei
[vered wiih the rmanifest inteution have bt-tn holy ru en, many have tacts. Faiti is ut-oessary for sLva-
f commandiug inteIIectýi assent. liceu glotlous saints; but al fel-s- very tien. and certainty la utet-ssarty fer

Amommb..i


