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a fact. Infinitc pains were employed
to suninion together ail tic bishops of the
world, and repeated too after each sus-
pension. l)uring thc eighteen ycars of
tic council's existence, the news of its
contintied sessions niust have penetratcd
to tU i îo.- reniote parts. It is claimied
that fev of thiceastern liishops answered
the invitation. This supposes that ail
the bisIîops should be neccssarily present,
and is a condition that was not required
of precceding councils. l'le authority of
the Counicil of Nice wvas neyer questioned
thoughi the western bishops were absent.
Not' one of thein %vas prescrnt at thc
Synods of Constantinople or E phesuis, but
there %vas no hesitation in accepting and
enforcing the decrees in tic W~est as soon
as they were knowni. Iii the liglit of
tliese precedents, the objection to the
Council of Trent is ridiculous, whien il is
consîdered that the signatures of Uic lire-
lates present at the closing scene were
supported flot only by Uic adhesion of the
absent but of the thousands who lImve
been elev'ated to episcopal dignity since
that date. A favorite objection is tic
alegecd absence of freedomn of discussion.
It is not posible to conceive lîow a moral
pressure upon over three hundred bishops
could lic nîaixained tlîrouglî eighîteen
years uinder the rei.-n of four different
popes without a protest of sonie kind
having been placed on record. Yet no
suicl l)rotest is t.o be fotind. Ail docu.
mients point t lie utniost liberty of dis-
cussion. The Fathers drew upl of their
own accord rules of procedure and carried
on the business of the assenilily according
10 their own regulations. Dogmiatic
decrees recîuired unaiiîy of sentiment;
disciplinary enactiîents; passed by a
rnajority of votes. The voice of thc papal
]eoites was îîever licard in the coninsittees,
in order not to influence theni. Tliere wPre
undoubrcdly pronouîîced pirty hues% and
it lies the nîjuiiorities evinced an aptitude
for sharp dc.tlling and obstructive tactics
tha'. would do hionor to nmodern pohitics.
But tlîey tlîus rendered the servite of an
oppositioni, iii allowing notlîing ta pass
uncli.-tleniged.

1'lîe Cotuncil of Trenît deait with nituch
tlîat wvas iiot nierely dis:îgreeable but also'
niost difficult. Tlit it contined abilities
reqUiteL tO TC-ahl.e succeSS lionest oppon-
ents t[îeuîselves admit. " No general

counlcil,)»3 writes 1lallani, 'I ever contained
s0 nîany îîersons of einient lcarning and
ability as thiat of Trent, nor is there any
reason for lielieving that anîy other ever
investigated the questions before with so
niuch patience, acuteness, tenîler and
desire of truîlî. 'l'liecearly councils,
unlegs thîcy are nîucli belied, %vould nat
bear conîparison in these clîaracteristics.
Inîpartialîty and freedoni from prejtîdice,
no Protestant %vil] attribute to the Fatiiers
of Trent. But it iiîay iîe said they had
but one leadîng prejudice that of
deternîiining, theological failli as handed
down by tradition iii tic Catholic Church,
to thieir agfe.> By the last rernark the
historiaîî converts, whether intentionaully
or flot, an unwvorthy reproacl inmb a de-
cided reconîniendation. 'l'lie "aonc lead-
ing prejudice, that of deiérmining Itheo-
logical, faitli according to tie tradition of
the Catholic Church as lianded down,"
links vcery appropriately with the spirited
words of St. Augustine ' that which tîey
found in thc Cliurch," writes the great
I)octor about the pastors of lus liie,
&he>' left ; that which they Iearned, thîey

tauglît ; îlîat wliich they received froni
thieir fathers tliey transniîited 10 tlîeir
children."

As certain moen are flatcred by the sur-
naine of I';ea, whiicl îliey have
nîierited :-)r nîanifesî superiority of genius
aîid surpdssing splendour 9f exploit,., so
tie Council of Tfrent deserves to bc called
flot only thc, grat, but Uic greatest of
Eckunienical Cotcils. 'l'lie reverence
and gratitude of thirec centuries unani-
rnously bestow that hionor upon it. It
w:Js called togoetier under a niost curiotîs
conîîlination of difficulties wlîiclî in-
stead of diminislîiîg, rather conduced
ta enbance ils superiariîy. Finall>',
those whio fîguired iii it, tie Papel),
thc bislîops issisted by effliglitened
Ilieologians were aninîaicd Iby bunt
anc thouglit, nauîîely, aftcr mature deliber-
ation and in ail] liberty ta outline truc
Chîristian teaching and draw up a code of
laws sucu as mîiglit bc a pcrpetu.-i source
of strcngth and liglît for Uîeniselves as
iwcll as for Uic spiritual Society wliiclî tlîcy
governied. That tlîcy succecded cannot
l)C doubted ; but on tic exact mieasure af
ilheir succcss, lîistory lias yet îîîuch ta say.
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