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THE PROTESTANT.

CHAPTER CV.

PAPAL USURPATION. BISHOP HAY'S CATECHISM. HIS DOCTRINE OF THE SUPREMACY OF
PETER, AND OF THE POPS AS HIS SUCCESSOR, REFUTED. CONTRARY TO HIS ASSERPION,
MANY OP THE POPES WERE WICKED MEN; AND MUCH FALSE DOCTRINE HAS BEEN INe
CULCATED BY THEM. WITNESS THE CRRED OF POPE PIUS 1V. REFLECTION UPON IT.

SaTurpay, July 15th, 1820.

Tux concluding number of my last volume, traced the progress of
papal usurpation, from the time of Constantine the great till the year
756, when the pope became a temporal prince. The means by which
he obtained his greatness, and the instruments that helped him to it,
were such as the god of this world usually employs, for carrying on
his work of deceit and violence, in order to effect the ruin of both the
bodies and souls of men. This fact alone should convince every Chris-
tian, that popery is not of God, but of the devil; that it is not Christianity,
but the opposite of it, and its irreconcileable enemy. As there is no evi-
dence, eitgg: in scripture or credible tradition, that the pope of Rome
was divinely appointed head of the church, it might have r;en expected,
that such modern Papists, as possess a portion of common sense, would
have been very tender of the subject, and cautious how they brought it
forward for public discussion. But as it is the main pillar of their sys-
tem, they must give it a preminent place in all their books of contro-
versy, even at the risk of being considered destitute of common sense.

In Bishop Hay’s *Sincere Christian Instructed from the written
Word,” we have the following catechetical exercise: “Q Who are
the sucessors of St. Peter as head of the church? A. sThe bishops of
the city of Rome, of which St. Peter was the first bishop, and suffered
martyrdom in that cit{ for the faith of Christ, leaving his successors
there the heirs of all his power and authority.” To this statement I
have only one objection ;—namely, it is not true: It is one of those
palpable lies by which Satan deceives those who love darkness rather
than the light; and I again defy the church of Rome to produce a
particle of evidence, that Peter transmitted his power and authority to
any man whatever. “@Q. Wherein,” continues the catechist, * consists
the power of the bishop of Rome, as head of the church? A. Ashe
is appointed by Jesus Christ, to be the sugreme head and pastor of the
church under him, to be the spiritual father and teacher of all Chris-
tians, with full power to feed and govern the whole flock ; therefore he
is the supreme judge and lawgiver, in all things relating to religion,
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whether as to faith, manners, or discipline. The primacy, both of
honour and jurisdiction, over all other bishops, belongs to him: and all
the members of the church are obliged to pay the greatest respect,
veneration, and obedience, to his decrees and orders, in all things be-
longing to religion.—Q. How is the head of the church commonl
called? A. He is called the pope, which word signifies father, and 18
given to the head of the church: because, being the vicar of Jesus
Chris?, he is the common spiritual father of all Christians.” One of
the first things we should expect to find in a spiritual father is, that he
be a spiritual man; but it is notorious to all the world, that the greater
part of the popes were merely carnal men, and more taken up with the
cares of this world, than with things spiritual and eternal. And if we
could suppose a pope to be a spiritual man, in the Bible sense of the
words, he would have more modesty and more humility, than to pre-
tend to be the “common spiritual fat{er of all Christians;” which title,
as he would know, belongs to God alone. ' :

I long ago maintained, that the head of the Catholic or universal
church, must be infallible, otherwise there would be no security against
defection; but Bishop Hay seems not to be quite certain whether the
pope be infallible or not, though he seems rather inclined to believe
that heis. He puts a question, and gives an answer thus:—* Q. When
the head of the church emits any decree concerning faith or morals, to
which he requires submission from all the faithful, 1s he himself infalli-
ble in what he there teaches? A. This is not proposed as an article
of divine faith, nor has the church made any decision concerning it.
Great numbers of the most learned divines are of opinion, that in such
a case the head of the church is infallible in what he teaches; but there
are others of a contrary opinion, who think that his decree is not to be
considered as infallibly certain, till the body of the bishops receive it,
either by their express approbation, or by their tacit submission to it, b
which 1t becomes a decree of the whole church, whose infallibility is
undoubted.” Chap. xii.

By the admission of the reverend prelate at the beginning of the above
answer, he furnishes materials for overthrowing his own doctrine. If
the, infallibility of the pope be not a matter of divine faith, and if the
E:n and learned divines of the church be not agreed about it, what

become of the boasted unity of the church of Rome, in all matters
of faith? and how does it appear, that the pope was appointed head of
the church, for the very purpose of maintaining unity of doctrine, when
the members of the body are not agreed about a most fundamental doc-
trine, namely, the seat of that infallibility which is held undoubtedly to
be in the church? I shall suppose that the pope gives out, or, to use
the bishop's own language, “emits a decree concerning faith, and that
the subject of it is his own infallibility, which he commands to be be-
lieved by all the faithful; great numbers of the most learned divines
would ref.}:;ire no more than his own word for it; because they are of
opinion, that the head of the church is infallible in what he teaches:
but there are others of a contrary opinion. Then there is a schism in
the church; and that too, in relation to a point of vital importance; for
if the opinion of the first class of divines be the true one, then, whatever
the [;oape decrees, ought to be instantly and implicitly accepted and
o ; and those who refuse are guilty of rebell)lion against the au-
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thority of the holy seq, which, in a Papist’s esteem, is the same thing
as rebellion against God.
' On the other hand, if the true and Catholic doctrine be, that a decree
of the pope “is not to be considered as infallibly certain, till the body
of bishops receive it, either by their express approbation, or by their
tacit submission to it,” then, those who receive such decrees on the au-
thority of the pope alone, and obey them, are guilty of contemning the
whole “body of bishops,” and setting at nought therr authority, though
it be admitted that they are the same as the whole church. This must
be a very grievous error; for it is maintained, that their sentence, being
that of ie whole church, is undoubtedly infallible. The infallibility
of the pope alone is not so undoubted, for there are some who deny it;
therefore, those who believe in it, and act upon it, must be in a most
rous condition ; I might even call it damnable, if I were to adopt
the e of the Aoly council of Trent.

Again, if no decree of the pope is to be considered infallible, or to be
received with a divine faith, till the “body of bishops,” meaning, I
suppose, all the bishops in the world, receive it by their express appro-
bation, or tacit submission, then it may be a hundred years, and more,
after a decree is emitted by his holiness, ere it can be lawfully received
by his spiritual children; for they not, during all that time, have
receavesdp sufficient evidence, that the “ body of bishops,” in all parts of
the world, have approved of such decree. It is some hundreds of years
since the pope pretended to be infallible, as he ought most certainly to
be, if he be Christ's vicar, and head of the church; but it seems, at this
very day, the “body of bishops” are not agreed about it ; and what con-
fidence then can the people, in general have in it? The truth is, Pa-
pists are trusting in a broken reed, that will do more than disaspoint
them in the day of trial It will pierce and wound every hand that
leans upon it

Bishop Hay, as I have said, seems inclined to adopt the opinion of
those, wﬁo think that “the pope himself, when he speaks to all the
faithful, as head of the church, is infallible in what he teaches;"
and he says, that for this opinion there are “ several very strong ree-
sons, both from scripture, tradition, and reason.” He introduces his
proof from scripture as follows: “ Because this privilege of the par-
ticular di:l'lectli:;hand ansim!}:ce f(tl' 1(;;éod. a::i gching true d}?:ltrine,nl was

iven to the high priest of the old law, e synagogue being only a
gure of the law of grace, and of the church of Christ, the same pn{'i-
must certainly be given to the high priest of the church also,
erwise the figure would have been more perfect than the thing
figured, the shadow more privileged than the substance.” I do most
readily grant, that the same, and greater privilege, is to the
high priest of the church under the law of grace, as the bishop calls it,
thougi I believe what he calls the old law, was as really a law of grace as
the new. Butthe 3:1esﬁon will occur, who is the high priest, of whom
the high priest of the old law was a figure? the bishop will have it to
be the pope of Rome; and because the high priest of the Jews was
infallible in what he announced as the mind of God, (which, however,
may reasonably be doubted,) therefore the pope of Rome is infallible in
dl{is decrees. This is popish episcopal logic of the highest order;
and if all men are not thereby persuaded to fall down and worship
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the as the great high priest of the Christian profession, the guilt
of dlg?)mdience gl:xst restg upI:m their own heads. g}

Now it appears evidently from the New Testament, that the high
priest of our profession, of whom Aaron and his sons were a figure, is
no other than the Lord Jesus Christ himself; (Heb. iii. 1, 2.) and that
he is infallible there can be no doubt among Christians; but to ascribe
this office, and this infallibility, to the pope of Rome, is such an instance
of impiety and presumption, as we shall search for in vain, except in
the writings of such men as Bishop Hay, who are determined, at all
hazards, to support the usurpation of him who sitteth in the temple of
God, and who exalteth himself above all that is called God, and is -
worshipped. ‘

The other scripture proofs relate to Peter, as the rock on which the
church is built; and Christ's words to Peter, “ I have prayed for thee,”
&ec., which I have already considered. The proofs from tradition, are
the mere ravings of ghostly fathers, whose authority is not the weight
of a straw, in relation to a matter that ought to rest upon divine au-
thority, if it is to command the faith of Christians. The proofs from
reason are partl% as follow, for I have not room for them all; but such
as I give will afford as fair a specimen of popish lying and impudence
as any man could wish to see.

“ 'l};le proofs from reason,” says Bishop Hay, “are founded on facts,
and on principles received by all memgers of the church as divine
truths; igr, (1) There never was an instance of any pope who pro-
posed any doctrine to be believed by the church, that was contrary to
the sacred truths of faith  revealed by Christ; for, though there have
been a few, and only a few popes, that were bad men in their own prac-
tice, yet the most inveterate adversaries of the Catholic faith could never
yet show that any pope taught bed doctrine. (2) Never yet did any

pe emit any decree concerning the truths of faith or sound morality,
E?lt was received by the great body of the bishops, as containing the
most solid and wholesome doctrine. (3) Many gﬂ'erent heresies that
have arisen in different ages in the church, have been proscribed and
condemned by the authority of the head of the church alone, both
before the first general council was held, and since. (4) In all con-
troversies of moment that have arisen in the church about points of
faith, the bishops have always had recourse to the head of the church,
as the supreme tribunal for settling them ; and, if the obstinacy of the
party condemned by him made it advisable to have recourse to general
councils, these councils never were found to do any thing else, after
the most mature examination, but to confirm the sentence already pass-
ed by the head."—Sincere Christian, &c., chap. xii.

I question if there was ever so much downright falsehood contained
in so small a space, as in the first of these four particulars which Bishop
Hay gives as facts. It is false, that no pope ever yet taught bad doc-
trine; for, not to speak of others, the creed of Pope Pius IV., as we
shall see by and by, is error and nonsense throughout. It is false, that
only a few popes were men of bad lives, for very many of them were
monsters of wickedness. This must have been very well known by
Bishop Hay, unless, indeed, his moral perceptions and feelings, like
those of other Papists, were so depraved, that the grossest wickedness
practised by great ecclesiastics, dicr not make them, 1n his esteem, “ bad
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men in their own practice”” He must have known, that very many of
the popes were habitually guilty of such crimes as would have entitled
them to the appellation of bad men among the virtuous part of the com-
munity. He cannot, therefore, be acquitted of the crime of writing
falsehood, knowing it to be such. I request the reader not to takentiis
sweeping accusation against the holy fathers of Rome upon my bare
word, for I admit, ‘that standing alone, it is of no more authority than
that of the bishop. But let him read attentively the most respecta-
ble ecclesiastical histories, even those written by Papists, and he will
find that the assertions of Bishop Hay are directly opposed to truth.
That “the body of the bishops” received the decrees of the pope,
and that they appealed to him as head of the church, are matters
of no importance, for after they had become dgendent upon him, as
they all were, when their election was declared invalid without his
confirmation, they would readily lick up any thing that he was pleased
to em.it.”

But suppose I were to admit the fact, that the popes never taught bad
doctrine, and, that very few of them led wicked lives, this would not
prove the pope to be infallible ; because the same thing may be affirmed
of hun and thousands who never made so high a claim. Yes,
in the churches of England and Scotland, and among dissenters of
different names, there are many pastors who cannot justly be accused
of teaching error, or leading wicked lives; but it would require a logi-
cian like Bishop Hay, to prove them all infallible.

In opposition to Bishop Hay's assertion, that “the most inveterate
adversaries of the Catholic faith could never yet show that any pope
ever ta::ght bad doctrine,” it might be enough to assert, that every
enemy of popery, that ever lifted a tongue or a pen, has most abun-
dantly shown :{is very thing. Every pope has taught bad doctrine,
and nothing else, ever since he began to teach that he was head of the
church, and the vicar of Christ. Pope Pius IV., whom I have already
mentioned, was at the pains to draw up, or order to be drawn up, a digest
of the errors of the charch of Rome, which had accumulated by his
time; he pro them to be believed by all the faithful as infallible
truths; and they are at this day received and held by all sound Papists,
as of equal authority with the word of God. As I think this document
ought to be generally known, in order to show what bad doctrine the
pope teaches, I shall give it here entire.

“ I most firmly receive and embrace the apostolical and ecclesiasti-
cal traditions, and the rest of the observances and constitutions of
the church.

“I do also receive the holy scriptures in the same sense that holy
mother church does, to whom it belongs to judge of the true sense and
interpretation of them; neither will I receive nor interpret them other-
wise, than according to the unanimous consent of the fathers.

“ I do likewise profess, that there are seven sacraments of the new
law, truly and properly so called, instituted by Jesus Christ our Lord;
and that they are necessary to the salvation of mankind, though nbt all
of them to every one, namely, baptism, confirmation, the eucharist, pen-
ance, extreme unction, orders and matrimony ; and that they confer
grace; and that of these, baptism, confirmation, and orders, may not be
repeated without sacrilege. I do also receive and admit the received
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and approved rites of the Catholic church, in the solemn administration
of the abovesaid sacraments.

«1 do embrace and receive all and every thing that hath been defined -
and declared by the holy council of Trent, concerning original sin
and justification.

“ do in like manner profess, that in mass is offered a true, proper,
and propitiatory sacrifice for the quick and the dead, and that in the
most ho?y sacrament of the eucharist, there is truly, really, and sub-
stantially, the body and blood, together with the soul and divinity of
qur Lord Jesus Christ, and that there is a change made of the whole
substance of bread into the body, and of the whole substance of wine
into the blood, which change the Catholic church calls transubstan-
tiation.

« [ believe also, that under one kind only, a whole and entire Christ,
and a true sacrament, is taken.

“I do firmly maintain that there is a purgatory, and that the souls
there detained, are relieved by the prayers of the faithful.

“1 do likewise believe, that the saints reigning together with Christ,
are to be worshipped and prayed unto, and that they do offer up pray-
ers for us, and that their relics are to be worshipped.

“1 do most firmly assert, that the images of Christ, and of the
mother of God, always a virgin, and of the other saints, ought to be had
and retained, and that due honour and veneration is to be given to them.

# I also affirm, that the power of indulgences was left by Christ in the
church, and that the use of them is very beneficial to Christian people.

“ I do acknowledge the holy, catholic, apostolic, Roman churcﬁf(t)o be
the mother and mistress of all churches, and do promise and swear
true obedience to the bishop of Rome and successor of St. Peter, the
prince of the apostles, and vicar of Jesus Christ. -

1 do also, without any doubt, receive and profess all other things
which have been delivered, defined, and declared, by the sacred canons
and general councils, and especially by the holy council of Trent: and
all things contrary thereto, and all Keresies whatsoever, condemned,
rejected, and anathematized by the church, I do likewise condemn,
reject and anathematize.”

To make the matter as sure as possible, an oath is subjoined to the
above creed, to be taken by all the clergy. Havin, e profession
of their faith, they add, “ This is the true Catholic faith, without which
no man can he saved, and which at this time I freely confess and truly
embrace; and I will take care, by the help of that the same be
retained and firmly professed, whole and inviolate, as long as I live,
and as much as in me lies; that it be held, taught, and preached, by all
those that are under my power, and by such as I shall have charge
over in my profession, thus I, N. N. do promise, vow, and swear; so
help me &od, and these his holy gospels.”

uch is the famous creed of ﬁope Pius IV., which is understood to
express the whole faith of a Papist, in addition to the twelve articles
jn what is commonly called the apostles’ creed. It is made the basis
of several catechisms, which are in my possession. The above isa
translation of it, as given by Mr. Bennett in his Memorial of the Refor-
mation, 2d edit. chap. i. I have given it at length, not for the purpose
of making an exposure of its errors at present, as I have exposed most
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of them already; but for the purpose of exposing the impudence of
such writers as Bishop Hay, who assert that no enemy of popery could
everezet show that any pope ever taught bad doctrine. lI:omay safely
be left in the hands of any child who can read the Bible with under-
standing ; and I have no doubt that any such child would soon perceive
its doctrine to be bad in the extreme.

On this creed, and the solemn oath with which it is swallowed, I
only remark farther at present, that it binds every Romish priest to
believe both parts of a contradiction, and to abstain from every attempt
to understand the word of God. He swears to believe all that has
been delivered by general councils, especially the council of Trent;
and that he will never receive or interpret the holy scriptures otherwise
than according to the unanimous consent of the fathers. Such unani-
mous consent never existed, and when a priest swears that he will
never receive the scriptures otherwise, it is the same as to swear that
he will never receive them at all; and from the manner in which
some of the tgriests speak and write of the Bible, we may charitably
believe that they are true to their oath. Besides, it is well known that
there are matz ntradictions in the decrees, canons, and definitions of
general councils. How then can a man swear to receive and obey them
all, without an absolute surrender of his reason and his conscience?
Iknow that Papists think very lightly of surrendering their reason, for
it is what they do openly an?avowedly every day, wien they worship
a piece of bread as the God that made them. gut they do not yet so
explicitly surrender their conscience; though it is virtually done by
their avowal of implicit belief that a thing is and is not at the same
time; or, for instance, that the pope is above a council, and that a coun-
cil is above the pope, are both true.

CHAPTER CVL

THE POPE’S EXCOMMUNICATION OF THE PRENCH EMPEROR.

8aTurpAY, July 22d, 1820.

Taxz infallibility of the pog does not imply foreknowledge, which
is one reason why the holy father commits so many blunders, both in
his teaching and administration. It isin the recollection of many of my
readers, that, about twenty years ago, thc:egope blessed Bonaparte as
his dear son in the faith, and even consented to set the im riar’crown
on his head. The holy father seemed even to glory in this dear son, as if
he had been another Elijah, who had restored the true religion, after it
had been subverted by the Jezebel goddess of reason. But the father
did not foresee the future perversity of this son; and that the dignity
and power, to which he had contributed to raise him, would be em-
ployed againet himself. Such, however, turned out to be the case. Bo-
naparte was,as great an oppressor of the holy see, as the king of the
Lomberds had been. It does not, however, appear that the present pope
had s0 much interest in heaven as his predecessor Stephen had ; or, that
the Virgin Mary and St. Peter interposed on his behalf, either by word
or writing. Indeed, so far as appears, he might have been calling upon
these for help till this day, and with as much earnestness as the priests

Vor. IL—2



i0 . THE PROTESTANT.

of Baal ealled upon their god, and he would have called in vain, had it
not been for the persevering and successful exertions of a government'
and people, whom he curses and excommunicates every year on Holy
Thursday. .

The pope could not bring any thunder from heaven, to bear upon his -
relentless oppressor, but he made the best use he could of that which he
professed to gave on the earth, as the reader will see from the following
authentic document. I shall give it entire, for the sake of preserving it
for the use of future historians, and writers on the popish controversy.
It isa great deal too long; and it will occupy the remainder of this, and
half of the next number. Like the writings of almost all Papists, from
the head of their church downwards, it is remarkable for its profuse
wordiness, which arises, I suppose, from the want of distinct conce
tion; for when a writer has an idea distinctly in his own head, he w1
easily be able to convey it to others in few words. It would be impos-
sible to do justice to this document, in the way of abridging it ; and, there-
fore, I hope, the reader will bear with it, though it should try his pa-
tience, for the sake of the historical, and the other curious matter which
it contains.

The Ezcommunication of the French Emperor and his adherents, by
the Pope.

The following curious paper is translated from the Latin original,

which was sent over by Mr. Hill, the British minister, in Sardinia.

A translation in French has been circulated by the British govern-

ment, for the information of the Catholic world—We copy the pre-

sent translation, which we believe to be correct, from the Literary
Panorama for March.

. “ Apostolic Letters, in form of brief,

“ Whereby are declared excommunicated, and de novo are excommu-
nicated, the authors, the active agents, and the partisans of the usurpa-
tion on the state of Rome, and on the other states appertaining to the
holy see.

“ Prus PP. VIL—Ad Perpetuam rei Memoriam :

“ When, on the memorable 2d of February, 1808, the French troops,
after having invaded the other and the richest provinces of the pontifical
state, with a sudden and hostile impefus entered Rome itself, it was im-
possible that we could bring our mind to attribute that outrage simply
to political or to military reasons, reported among the people by the in-
vaders ; that is to say, to defend themselves in this city, and to exclude
their enemies from the territories of the holy Roman thurch; neither
did we see in it merely the desire of the chief of the French nation to
take vengeance on our firmness and constancy, in refusing to acquiesce
in his requests. We saw instantly, that this proceeding had a much
more extensive view than a temporary occupation, a military precau-
tion, or a simple demonstration of anger against ourselves. We saw
revive, and again glow, and again burst out on all sides, those fraudu-
lent and impious pqots, which appeared to be, if not subdued, at least
repressed ; which originated among those men deceived and deceiving
‘by philosorhy and vain deceit, introducing damnable heresies,’ and who
had long planned, and formed parties to accomplish, the destruction of
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our hol& religion. We saw that, in our humble personage, they in-
sulted, they circumvented, they attacked the holy see of the most blessed
prince of the apostles, in order that they might by any means over-
throw it from its very foundation; and with it the Catholic church, al-
though established on the most solid rock, by its divine Founder, in this
holy see.

“yWe had thought, we had also hoped. that the French government,
taught by experience the evils in which that most powerful nation had
involved itself by unreined impiety and schism, and convinced by the
unanimous declarations of by far the greater part of its citizens, was
truly and heartily persuaded, that its own security, as well as the public
happiness, was deeply interested in the free and sincere restoration of
the exercise of the Catholic religion, and in its defence aguinst all as-
sailants. Moved by this opinion, and excited by this hope, we, unwor-
thy as we are, who upon earth represent the God of peace, scarce-
ly perceived any prospect of repairing the disasters of the Gallican
tiun:h. when—the whole world 1s our witness! with what alacrity we
listened to proposals of peace, and how much it cost us, and the church
itseif, to conduct those treaties to such a conclusion as it was possible
to obtain : but, immortal God! in what did our hopes terminate! What
has been the fruit of our so great indulgence and hberality! From the
very promulgation of that aireement, we have been constrained to com-
glam. with the prophet, *Behold, in peace my bitterness becomes most

itter.” This bitterness we have not concealed from the church, nor
from our brethren the cardinals of the holy Roman church, in our allo-
cution to them in consistory, May 24, 1802. We then informed them,
that, to the convention we had made, were added several articles un-
known to us, and disapproved by us the instant we knew them. In reality,
by these articles, not only was the free exercise of the Catholic religion
withheld, in points of the greatest consequence and interest to the liberty
which had been verbally assured, stipulated, and solemnly promised. as
introductory to the convention, and as its basis; but also, 1n several of
‘these articles, the doctrine of the gospel was closely attacked.

“ Nearly the same was the result of the convention concluded by us
with the government of the Italian republic. Those very articles were
inw;r‘;eted in a tanner altogether arbitrary, with highly perverse and
peculiar fraud, as well as injury ; against which arbitrary and perverse
Interpretation we had guarded with the utmost solicitude.

“ Both these conventions being violated in this manner, and disfigured
in whatever had been stipulated in favour of the church,—the spiritual
power also being subjected to the will of the laic; so far were the salu-
tary effects that we had proposed to ourselves following these conven-
tions, that other and stilY greater evils and injuries to the church of
Jesus Christ, we saw growing and spreading daily.

“ We shall not here enumerate particularly those evils, because they
are sufficiently known in the world, and deplored with tears by all good
men: they are besides sufficiently declared in the two consistorial allo-
cutions, which we made March 16, and July 11, 1808 ; which we caused
to be made public, as much as our state of restraint admitted. From
those all may know, and all posterity will see, what at that time were
our sentiments on so many and great injuries suffered from the govern-
ment of France, in things appertaining to the church: they will know



12 THE PROTESTANT.

with what longsuffering and patience we were o0 lon%l silent—with
what constancy we maintained the love of peace; and how firinly we
retained the hope, that a remedy adequate to such great evils might be
found, and that an end might be put to them; for which cause we have
deferred from day to day the lifting up of our apostolic voice. They
will see what were our labours and anxieties,—what our endeavours,
deprecations, protestations, sighings, (incessant have they been!) that
the wounds of the church might be healed,—while we have entreated that
new sufferings might not be inflicted upon her: but, in vain have been
exhausted all the powers of humilit{, of moderation, of mildness, by
which hitherto we have studied to shield the rights and interests of
the church from him, who had associated himself with the devices of
the impious to destroy it utterly’; who, with that spirit had affected
friendsﬁip for her, that he might more readily betray her,—who had
feigned to protect her, that he might more securely oppress her.

“ Much and often, even daily, have we been bid to hope, especially
when our journey into France was wished for and solicited ; but from
that period our expostulations have been eluded by bold tergiversa-
tions and cavillings; and by answers given purposely to prolong the
matter, or to mislead by fallacy. At length they could obtain no atten-
tion. As the time appointed for maturing the counsels already taken
against this holy see, and the church of Christ, approached, we were
assailed, we were harassed perpetually, and perpetually were demands,
either exorbitant or captious, made ; the nature of which showed clearly
enough, and more than enough, that two objects, cqually destructive
and ruinous to this holy see and church, were kept in view; that is
to say, either that by assenting to them we should Ee guilty of betray-
ing our office, or that if we refused, occasion might from thence be
taken of declaring against us an opcn war.

« As we could in nowise comply with those demands made upon us,
they being contrary to conscience, from thence a pretext was formed to
send, in a hostile manner, military forces into this holy city: they
seized Fort Saint Angelo; they occupied stations in the streets, in the
squares; the palace itself, in which we resided, the Quirinal palace,
was threat;enega with all the horrors of war and siege, by a great bod
of infantry and cavalry: but we, being strengthened by God, throug!
whom we can do all things, and sustained by a conscientious sense of
our duty, were nothing alarmed, nor dejected in our mind by this sud-
den terror, and this display of the apparatus of war. With a peaceful,
an e%uable mind, as we ought, we performed the sacred ceremonies,
and the divine mysteries appropriated to that most holy day, with all
becoming solemnity; and neither through fear, nor through forget-
fulness, nor by negligence, were any of them omitted, which were
appointed as our duty in such a situation of things.

“We recollected, with Saint Ambrose, (de Basilic. tradend. No. 17,
that the holy man Naboth, the possessor of his vineyard, when call
:{egemand of the king to surrender his vineyard, in which the king,

having rooted up the vines, might plant a vile garden of herbs, he
answered him, ‘The Lord forbid that I should give the inheritance of
my fathers to thee! Much less could we suppose it was lawful for us
to deliver up so ancient and sacred a heritage, (i. e. the temporal sove-
reigaty of this holy see, not without the evident appointment of divine
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Providence, possessed by the Roman pontiffs, our predecessors, for so
long a series of ages,) or even by silence to seem to consent, that any
should obtain this city, the metropolis of the Catholic world, where,
after disturbing and destroying the most holy form of discipline, which
was left by Jesus Christ to his holy church, and ordained by the sacred
canons under the guidance of the Spirit of God, he should in its stead
sabstitute a code, not only contrary to the holy canons, but in opposition
and even repugnant to the precepts of the gospels, according to his
custom, and to the new order of things of the present day, which mani-
festly tends to confound by consociation all superstitions, and every sect
with the Catholic church. .

* Naboth defended his vineyard, even with his own blood, (St. Amb.
sbid) Could we, therefore, (whatever in the issue might befal us,)
decline from defending the rights and possessions of the holy Roman
charch, which, to promote as far as in us lay, we had bound ourselves
by the most solemn of religious obligations? or, could we refrain from
vindicating the liberty of the apostolic see, which is so intimately com-
bined writh the liberty and utility of the universal church?

“How extremely fit, and even necessary these temporal principalities
are to secure to the supreme head of the church the safe and free exercise
of his spiritual functions, which, by the divine will, are committed to
him over all the world, may be from the present occurrences (were other
arguments wanting) already too clearly I4‘iemonstrated. On this account,
although we affected not this temporal sovereignz, either for grandeur,
or for wealth, or for dominion,—an unwarrantable desire, equally dis-
tant from our natural disposition and our most holy character, which
from our earliest years, we havealways regarded,—yet we have strongly
felt that it was due to the indispensable duty of our office, from the very
day of the 2d of February, 1808, to the utmost of our power amidst
such constraints, to issue by our cardinal, secretar& of state, a solemn
protestation, by which to render public the cause of the tribulation under
which we suﬂgred, and to declare our resolution to maintain whole and
entire the rights of the apostolic see.

*“ When, in the meanwhile, the invaders obtained no.advantage by
threats, they determined to act towards us on another system. Bya
certain slow, but most vexatious and even most cruel kind of u-
tion, they attacked, with intention to weaken, by little and httle, our
constancy, which they had not been able to shake by sudden terror.
Therefore, while they held us in custody in our palace, there passed
scarcely a single day from the said second day of February, which
was not marked by some new injury to this holy see, or by some new
vexation to our very soul. All the troops which had been employed
by us to preserve civil order and discipline, were taken from us, and

mixed with the French bands. Our very body guards, men the most
select and most noble, were imprisoned in the castle of St. Angelo;
there they were detained many days, then they were dispersed, an
their companies dissolved. At the gates, and in other places of this
most celebrated city, corps de garde were posted. The post-office, and
all printing-offices, especially that of our apostolic chamber, and that
of the Congregation de Propaganda Fide, were subf'ected to military
fdrce and orders; by which we were deprived of the liberty of printing,
or of directing others to print what we desired. The regulations for
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administering public justice were disturbed and hindered. Solicited by
fraud, by deceit, by every kind of evil artifice, to swell the mass of what
they caﬁ'ed national guards, our subjects became rebels against their
lawful prince. The most audacious and most abandoned of them ac-
cepting the tricoloured French and Italian cockade, and protected by
that as by a shield, with impunity spread themselvés every where,—
now in bodies, now single; and, either by command or by permission,
broke out into every enormity against the ministers of the church,
against the government, against good men. Journals, or, as they call
them, Feuilles Periodiques, in defiance of our complaints, were printed
at Rome, and circulated among the populace and in foreign parts, filled
with injuries, sarcasms, and calumnies, decrying either the pontifical
power or dignity. Sundry of our declarations, which were of great
moment, and signed with our own hand, or by that of our first minster,
and by our ord%i‘l affixed in the customary places,—these by the hands
of the vilest satellites (amid the greatest indignation and lamentation of
all good men) were torn down, torn in pieces, and trod under foot.
Ill-advised youth, and other citizens, were invited, elected, and inscribed
in suspicious conventicles, although such were most strictly prohibited,
under the penalty even of anathema, b{’laws, both civil and ecclesiastic,
enacted by our predecessors, Clement VIIL and Benedict XIV. Many
of our administrators and official agents, as well of the city as of the
provinces, men of the greatest integrity, and fidelity, were insulted,
were thrown into prison, were exiled to great distances. Searches af-
ter papers and writings of every kind, in the private repositories of the
magistrates of the pontificate, not even excepting those of the first
minister of our cabinet, were made with violence. Three of our first
ministers, secretaries of state, whom we had been obliged to employ
one after the other, were carried off from our own residence; and at last,
the majority of the most holy cardinals of the sacred Roman church,
our felfows and fellow-labourers, were torn from our side, and trans-
ported afar off by military force. .

*“These facts, and others not less contrary to every right, human and

divine, wickedly attempted and hardily perpetrated, are so well known
by the public, that there is no necessity to recount them numerically, or
to expatiate on them at large. Neither have we omitted (that we might
not so much as seem to connive at them, or in any manner to assent
to them) to expostulate sharply and strongly according to the duty of
our place.
“ Beepoiled in such a manner, as it were, of all the ornaments of
dignity and supports of authority,—deprived of all the accessaries to the
fulfilment of our office, and especially of those in which all the churches
were interested,—suffering injuries of every description,—vexed by all
kinds of terrors and excruciations,—oppressed so extremely, that even
the exercise of both our powers was daily farther impeded,—after the
singular and evident providence of God, the best and greatest which
has supported our fortitude, we are beholden to the prudence of such of
our ministers as remained, to the fidelity of our subjects, and to the piety
of the faithful, that any semblance of tf)x,ose powers is yet remaining.

“But, if our temporal power were reduced to a vain and empty ap-
pearance, in this city and 1n the adjoining provinces, it was in the most
flourishing province of Urbino, of March, and of Camerini, at the same
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time absolutely taken away. Wherefore, we did not fail to issue a
solemn protest against this manifest and sacrilegious usurpation of so
many states of the church; as also to admonish our beloved against
the seductions of an unjust and illegitimate government ; nor did we
omit to address an instruction to our venerable brethren, the bishops of
those provinces.

o t government, however, was not slow! How speedily did it
prove by facts, and furnish decisive evidence, that in that instruction
we had foretold what religion had to expect from it! The occupation;
the plunder of the patrimony of Jesus Christ, the abolition of religious
houses, the expulsion of the holy virgins from their cloisters, the pro-
fanation of churches, the allowance of unbridled licentiousness, the
contempt of ecclesiastical discipline and of the holy canons; the pro-
mulgation of a code, and of other laws, contrary not only to those holy
canons, but also to the precepts of the gospels and to the divine rights;
the abasement and oppression of the clergy ; the subjection of the sacr
power of the bishops to the power of laymen ; the force in many ways
put upon their consciences; the violent displacing of them from their
cmhesomls, and sending them away, with other equally nefarious, equally
sacrilegious atrocities against the liberty, the immunity, and the doctrine
of the church in those out provinces, committed instantly, as before in
all those other places which had fallen under the power of that govern-
ment,—these, tﬁese, are the wonderful rewards |—these the illustrious
monuments of that astonishing attachment to the Catholic religion,
which, even at this day, is incessantly boasted of and promised!

“For us, who experience so many bitternesses on the part of those
from whom we could least expect them, already filled with them, and
afflicted by them on every side, we grieve not so much for the present as
for the future state of our persecutors:—* for if the living Lord be angry
with us a little [while, Eng. tr.] for our chastening and correction, yet
shall he be at one again with his servants: but thou, who hast been the
author of all mischiefs against the church [the Hebrews] how shalt thou
escape the hand of God? God will not forgive any, neither will he
re?ect the greatness of any: for he made both the small and great;
and to the most powerful he has reserved the most powerful punish-
ment’® Moreover, we desire, that by whatever means, even by our
own life, the eternal perdition of our persecutors might be prevented,
and their salvation ensured !—for atillpwe love them; and never have
we ceased to love them! We desire never to depart from that spirit of
cl.mrity, that spirit of meekness { which nature has imparted to us, which
our will has exercised, and that we might in future, as we have hitherto,
Trc the rod, which has been given to us, together with the charge of
the whole flock of the Lord, in the person of the most blessed Peter,
from the prince of pastors, for the correction and the punishment of
wanderers, and of obdurate sheep, and for making them an example and

s salutary terror to others.

#2 Macc. vii. 33, 34. t+1Cor. iv. 2L
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CHAPTER CVIL

EXCOMMUNICATION OF THE FRENCH EMPEROR, CONTINUED. REMARKS ON THIS IN-
’ STRUMENT.,

) SaTurpay, July 29th, 1820.

« Byt this is not the moment for lenity. Every one who beholds
cannot but see, unless he be wilfully blind, to what such atrocities tend,
if they be not opposed in some manner, while it may be done. On the
other hand, there is none who does not see, that there remains no hope,
in any shape, that their authors, either by admonitions, or by counsels,
or by entreaties, or by expostulations, may be rendered friendly to the
church. To those means they have left no access: they neither hear
them, nor answer them, but by accumulating injuries upon injuries ;}—
nor can it be pretended that they submit to the church as sons to a mo-
ther, or as disciples to their mistress,—by those who devise nothing, who
do nothing, who attempt nothing, but with intention to subject her as
a servant to her master, and by subjecting her to overturn her very
foundations.

“ What then remains for us to do, unless we would incur the reproach
of negligence or slothfulness, or perhaps even that of having wickedly
deserted the cause of God |—except to lay aside all reference to terres-
trial things, to renounce all fleshly prudence, and to follow the precept
of the gospel, ¢ If he will not hear the church, let him be to thee as a
heathen man, and a publican.’* Let them once again understand that,
‘by the law of Christ, their sovereignity is subjected to our throne:
for we also exercise a sovereignity ; we add also, a more noble sove-
reignity, unless it were just that the spirit should yield to the flesh, and
celestial things to terrestrial’t Many great pontiffs, illustrious by
their doctrine and holiness, by one or other of those crimes which are
subjected to anathema by the sacred canons, have been reduced to equal
extremities in behalf of the church, against kings and contumacious
princes. Shall we fear to follow their example even in this, after so
many crimes, so nefarious, so atrocious, so sacrilegious, so universally
known, so openly manifest to all? Should not our fear be greater,
rather to have justly deserved the accusation of having so done too
late, rather than too early; axecially, when by this last crime, the
most wicked of all that have hitherto been perpetrated against our tem-
poral sovereignity, we are warned, that from henceforth we shall not be
more free to discharge those so weighty and necessary duties of our apos-
tolic ministry ?

“ Wherefore, by the authorit{ of Almighty God, and of the most holy
apostles Peter and Paul, and by our own, we declare all those who

er the invasion of this holy city, and the ecclesiastical dominions,
and the sacrilegious violation of the patrimony of the blessed Peter, the
prince of the apostles, by the Gallic troops, (outrages complained of by
us in the aforesaid two consistorial allocutions, and in many protests
and reclamations published by our order in the said city, and states of
the church,) against the immunity of the church, against the church it-
self, and the rights of this holy see, and its temporal authority, perpe-

* Matt. xvii. t 8t Greg. Naz. Orat. xviii. ad Maur.
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trated either by themselves or by others, together with all their abettors,
advisers, adherents, or others in any manner concerned in the further-
ing of the aforesaid violences, we Xecree that they have incurred the
GREATER EXCOMMUNICATION, with the other censures, and penalties
inflicted by the sacred canons, by the apostolic constitutions, and by the
general councils; especially by that of the council of Trant; (Sess. xxii.
cap. xi. de Reform. ;) and if need be, we do anew excommunicate and
anathematize them; we declare that they have incurred, as penalties,
the loss of all and every kind of privilege, grace and indull;ance, in
whatsoever manner granted to them, whether by us, or by the Roman
pontiffs our predecessors; neitlier from this censure can they be libe-
rated or absolved by any, unless by us, or by the Roman pontiff for the
time being, unless in the article of death ; and then falling again under
the same censures in case of recovery: and further they are incompe-
tent and incapable to obtain the benefit attending on absolution, until
they have pu licly retracted, revoked, annulled, and abolished, to the
utmost possible, all and every kind of outrage; and have effectually re-
i all things, or otherwise have made condign satisfaction to the
church, and to us, and to this holy see, in the premises aforesaid.

“ Wherefore we decree and declare by these presents, that all those,
and likewise all others, deserving of the most special mention, together
with their successors in office, shall never, under any pretence, be in any
degree relieved from the detraction, revocation, annulling, and abolition
of all the outrages above-mentioned ; but shall be bound to make ade-
ane. real, and effectual satisfaction to the church, to us, and to the said

ly see, according to these presents; yea, they are always bound under
these obligations, and shall so continue, in order to the validity of what-
ever benefits they may obtain from absolution.

“ But, while we are constrained to draw from its scabbard the sword
of church severity, we do not in the least forget, that, unworthy though
we be, we hold the place of him who, when he exercises his justice,
does not forget mercy. Therefore, we direct and command, first our
own subjects, and also all Christian people, in virtue of holy obedi
that none of them on occasion of these letters, or by any pretext deriv
from them, should presume to hurt, injure, prejudice, or ge in any
manner whatever, the said parties, their property, rights, or preroga-
tives. Even while inflicting those punishments which God bas put
in our power, for so many and so great injuries to God, and to his holy
church, we propose to ourselves, above all, ‘that those who now trouble
us should be converted, and be troubled with us, (8t. Aug. Ps. liv. 1.)
if haply it might prove that ‘ God should give them repentance to the
acknowledgment of the truth.'*

“ For these causes, lifting up our hands to heaven in the humility of
our heart, we do again remit and commend to God, whose, rather lﬁm
ours, is that most just cause which we support; and again by his grace
assisting us, we profess our readiness to drink to the ve:lY ::;fs. on the
bebalf of his church, that cup which he himself first of escended
to drink for her. We beseech and entreat him by the bowels of his
mexcy, that he would not despise nor reject the men and depreca-
tions addressed to him by us, day and night for their recovery. Cer-

* 9 Tim. ii. 6.
Vor. IL—8



18 THE PROTESTANT.

tainly, no day so bright or equally joyful, could shine for us, as that on
which it were granted us by the divine mercy to see our sons, now the
cause of so much tribulation and grief to us, again taking refuge in our
paternal bosom, and speedily returning to the sheepfold.

“We decree that the present letters, and every thing in them con-
tained, or deducible from them, may not at any time, (even under the
parties before-mentioned, or any others interested in the premises, in
whatever manner, or of whatever state, degree, order, pre-eminence,
or dignity they may be, or otherwise; or who ought to be mentioned
individually, or specially, by any other expression or term of dignity,
by pleading that they have not consented, or that having been called,
cited, and heard, that they have not been sufficiently convinced of the
verity and justice of the occasion of these presents, or for any other
cause, colour, or pretext whatever,) we say, may not at any time be im-
peached of subreption or obreption, or nullity, or want of intention on
our part, or want of consent of the parties interested, nor of any other
defect whatever: neither shall they be held, impugned, infringed, re-
fracted, questioned, or reduced to terms of right; neither shall any
remedy lie against them by special pleading, or by restitution to the
import of the whole, or by other evasion of right, of fact, or of grace;
neither shall this reniedy, having been solicited, granted, and issued of
our knowledge and plentitude of power, be questioned in judgment, or
out of judgment; but the present letters shall always continue firm,
valid, and efficacious, and shall maintain and obtain their full and en-
tire effect; and by those whom they concern,and for so long as they
concern them, they shall be held inviolable and unshaken: so, and not
otherwise, shall tKey be taken by all judges, ordinaty, or delegate;
also by the auditors of causes of tKe -apostolic palace, and by the cardi-
nals of the holy Roman church, also by the legates a latere, and by
the nuncios of the said see, and by all others enjoying or to enjoy what-
soever pre-eminence, or power; depriving them and each o{ them,
whoever he be, of the power, faculty, and authority of otherwise judg-
ing of them, and interpreting them: declaring null and void whatever
may be attempted against them by any one, whether by authority, and
of knowledge, or by ignorance.

“ Notwithstanding the foregoing, and so far as need be, our rule, and
that of the arostolic chancery, de jure quasito non tollendo, and the
other apostolic constitutions and appointments, and whatever other
statutes and customs established by oath, or by apostolic confirmation,
or by any other corroboration and establishment,—notwithstanding all
usages and styles from time immemorial, all previous privileges, indul-
gences, and apostolic letters ;—notwithstanding all other, or whatsoever
persons, and with whatever dignity resplendent, whether, ecclesiastical
or worldly, and however qualified, and requiring specially to be ex-
pressed, under whatever tenor and form (e)? words,—notwithstanding,
also, whatever clause derogatory of derogatories, or other efficacious
of most efficacious, or insolite, or irritating, and all other decrees, pur-
porting to be of motion, of knowledge, and of full power, whether con-
‘gistorial, or otherwise, in whatever manner, contrary to these premises
‘granted, yielded, made, and often repeated, and however often they may
have been seen, approved, confirmed, and renewed,—from all and
singular of them in the present instance, we derogate;—from their
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whole tenor general and special, specific, express, and individual, word
by word, and not only by general clauses, under whatever form ex-
pressed.—-according to the tenor of these presents, as if they were here
mserted and explained word for word, formally, and nothing of them
omitted ; -taking them as if they were wholly and sufficiently expressed
and inserted in these presents; which notwithstanding, shall still con-
tinue in their full strength and primary effect for this special purpose;
and we do expressly derogate from whatever is contrary to them ; an
our will is that such be derogated from.

“ And whereas these present letters cannot be safely published, espe-
cially in those places where there is tlie greatest need, as is a notorious
fact, our will is that they, or copies of them, be affixed and published
at the doors of the church of the Lateran, of the Basilica of the prince
of the apostles, also of the apostolic chancery, of the general court of the
Monte Citorio, and in the square of the Campo di Fiore in this city;
and that, being so affixed and published, they should be binding on
and singular who are concerned in them, as if they had been served on
each of them nominally and personally.

“ And further our will is, tﬁ’:t to the same letters, or otherwise printed
copies of them, subscribed by the hand of some notary publc,-and -
furnished with the seal of some person of ecclesiastical dignity, faith
be given, in every place, and among every people, as well in juggment
as out of judgment, wherever they may be exhibited, as if these pre-
sents themselves were here exhibited and shown.

“ Given at Rome, at the church of Santa Maria the major, under
the Fisherman's Ring, the 10th day of July, 1809, in the
tenth year of our pontificate. "~ Pius, PP. VIL”

“ This curious paper, which will be memorable in the annals of eccle-
siastical history, needs no comment. We may, however, readily sup-
E:oe, from the well known disposition of the French emperor, that this

Id act of his holiness would be.warmly resented. We are informed,
by the public papers, that the pope ha! been escorted, under a strict
g:nrd, to Savona, where he hatfo been kept in close confinement several

ys. He was then removed to Grenoble, with a design, as it was
:u‘fgosed. of being taken farther into France; but the people flocked

ith such eagerness from all parts to pay homage to the unfortunate
tiff, increasin% in numbers in proportion to his progress, that the
rench general deemed it prudent to return with him to Savona, till
further orders were received from Paris. No person is permitted to
see him, but those to whose care he is intrusted.

“ It is also added, that before he left Rome, aware of the dreadful
measures to which the Frrench ruler might have recourse, in order to
extort from him what measures his policy might. require, he had in
conjunction with the body of cardinals, chosen his coadjutor and suc-
cessor to the pontificate, who is said to be the archbishop of Palermo.”
Religious Monitor for Aug. 1810.

I have inserted this document rather for preservation, than with a
view to the exposure of its impieties. Yet there are some things in it
that show the cloven foot as distinctly as if it had been the work of the
Alexanders and the Innocents, of a period before the reformation.
mith some remarks on these 1 shall occupy the remaining pages of

number.
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The holy father is pleased to proclaim, in one short sentence, both
his littleness and his greatness—* We, unworthy as we are, who upon
earth, represent the God of peace.”—(See chap. cvi. page 11.) Itis diffi-
cult to imagine greater 1mpiety and presumption, than for one who is
unworthy, to give himsed out as God's representative! God never
had a representative in the world but one, and he was infinitely wor-
thy. God was represented, or to speak more properly, manifested in
the person of Jesus Christ, who in his life and doctrine, gave a true
representation of the divine character. And Christ, as mediator, has
received from the Father sovereign authority over all persons and
things in earth, and also in heaven. In the exercise of this authority,
he may be called the representative of the Father. He received the
kingdom from him, and will deliver it up to him again. (1 Cor. xv.
24.) But for a sinful creature to usurp the authority, and assume the
title of representative of God on earth, is such shocking impiety, that
we can scarcely suppose the idea to have originated with man, depraved
as heis. It must have proceeded from the angel of the bottomless pit.

Nothing can more 'Flainly point out the man of sin, spoken of by
the apostle Paul, (2. Thess. ii. 3, 4) than this assumption of the style
of representative of God. It implies, not merely a claim to be regarded
as a God ; but to be regarded, obeyed and worshipped as the substitute
of the only living and true God. Thus the inspired apostle expounds
it. He “opposeth and exalteth himself above all that is called God, or
that is worshipped; so that he, as God, sitteth in the temﬂple of God,
showing himself that he is God;” and the application of this to the
pope of Rome, is proved by the fact, that he is, on certain occasions,
especially on his being raised to the pontificate, the object of humble and

rostrate adoration by the cardinals, inferior clergy, and all whom he
18 pleased to admit to the “ august ceremony of the adoration.”

I am not speaking of the popes who reigned five hundred years ago,
and who gave laws to the worls during the dark ages. I am speaking
of the sovereign pontiff, who reigns in Rome at this very day. He
claims to be the representative of God on the earth; and as such he
virtually gives himself out, as the God whom all men on earth ought
to worship. The true God hath declared that he will not give his
tg}lgry to another. There is nothing of which he is 80 jealous as of

worship that is due to him. Let our modern Papists think of this;
and let them consider how they will be able to answer at the last day,
when the great idol who deceived the nations of the world, and all
who were deceived by him, and who fe]l down to worship him, shall
be called to give an account of their idolatries, and other agominations.

Intimately connected with this, is the claim which his holiness
asserts over all temporal and earthly thrones. He refers immediatel
to that of France, but, as his language is general, and in the plural, 1t
is evidently meant to apply to all the kingdoms in the world. “Let
them once agmin understand,” says he, “that by the law of Christ,
their sovereignty is sudjected to our throme; for we also exercise a
sovereignty; we add also, 2 more noble sovereignty, unless it were just
that the spirit should yield to the flesh, and celestial things to terres-
trial.” e know one, and only one, who can say with truth, “ By me
kings reign, and princes decree justice. By me princes rule, and
nobles, yea all the judges of the earth.” (Prov. viii. 15, 16.) We know
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no other “throne,” or power to which the princes of this world are
subject: but there is a silly priest in Rome, called the pope, who
modestly gives himself out as occupying the throne of the King eter-
nal, immortal, and invisible ; and who therefore claims to have authority
over the princes of this world. I again request my readers to remem-
ber, that this is not the language of a monk of the dark ages. Itis
the ) e of the man, who, at this moment, presides over what is
called Ee Catholic church,—of the man, to whom every popish priest
in Britain and Ireland, has sworn implicit obedience ansosubjection.
He does not at present mention the British throne by name, as subject
to his throne; but it is implied in his general reference to all temporal
thrones. He did formerly declare the British throne to be subject to_
his. He has never yet withdrawn the claim ; and the army of priests
who have sworn allegiance to him, are wa.tcﬂing their opportunity of
again asserting the sovereignty of their spiritual head, who was never
known to relinauish a claim of power and authority which he or
is predecessors had made. y
Let us reflect then for a moment, what would be the consequence, if
we had one or two hundred Papists in our houses of Parliament, and,
perhaps, a dozen of them in the privy council. Every one of them
woultr;'e the humble servant of his priest and confessor, and every
priest is the sworn vassal of Pope Pius VIL, who publicly declares,
that he has a throne that is above all earthly thrones, and therefore,
above that of Great Britain; whose predecessors excommunicated and
:f{oeed our sovereigns at their pleasure, and gave the kingdom to
ers; the right and authority of doing which, has never, by the
pes, been relinquished but by the present pope, re-asserted in the
s:ed which I have under consideration. Then surely, every Papist
who should have power, would feel it to be his bounden duty to re-es-
tablish the glory of his church, and of the head of his church, in this
kingdom, which he must, and really does consider, as having been
unjustly and most wickedly separated from the dominion of the holy .
see of St. Peter.
It will be replied, that our English Papists declare upon oath, that
the poge of Rome hath no civil power or authority in Great Britain or
Ireland ; but this declaration is of no value, seeing the pope himself
has not made it. Innocent III. excommunicated and deposed Kmﬁ
John, and laid England under an interdict Both Clement VII. an
Paul III. excommunicated Henry VIIL. Pius V. excommunicated
een Elizabeth, and commanded her subjects to rebel against her ; and
is scarcely a kingdom in Europe whose sovereign did not at one
time or other suffer the same indignity. Now the pope has never yet
said, that the throne of Britain is not subject to his tﬁone. He
never condemned the deeds of his predecessors, who excommunicated
and deposed our sovereigns. He is just as ready to urge his claim of
sovereignty over Britain as over France, when Ke shall see a favoura-
ble opportunity : and let his sulijjects swear what they will, there is a
prior and more sacred oath, which at least every priest has sworn,
which binds him above all earthly things, to obey, and promote the
intereat of the holy see. The binding obligation of this cath cannot
be set aside by an oath of allegiance to any secular prince, or by any
declaratory oath with regard to the authority which the pope has or
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ought to have in this kingdom. It binds him to su;()lport every mea-
sure that shall promote the honour of the pope, and the interest of
popery, if it should even be the setting up of a popish pretender to the
crown. I do not say that this is like g-eto happen in our day; but let
Papists get into power, and it will not be their fault if it do not happen :
nay, they are under the most solemn obligations to bring it about if
they can; and from a speech by Dr. Dromgoole, one of their Irish
demagogues, we learn that they are not without the hope of seeing it
at no very distant period. Sce Pror. vol. i. p. 217.

CHAPTER CVIIL

REMARKS ON THE EXCOMMUNICATION CONTINUED. INTRIGUE IN THE ELECTION OF A
POPE. CABE OF BIXTUS V. MODE OF ELECTING A POPE. CHANGING THE NAME OF
THE POPE—ORIGIN OF THE PRACTICE. BSUMMARY VIEW OF THE CHARACTER OF A
NUMBER OF THE POPES. CRUELTY OF SIXTUS V.

SaTURDAY, August 5th, 1820.
It was not because Bonaparte was a usurper and a wholesale and
retail murderer, that the pope denounced against him the dreadful sen-
tence of excommunication which occupies the greater part of my last
two numbers. He might have gone on plundering and massacreing
the nations of Europe one after another, and yet have enjoyed full com-
munion with the holy see, in all the spirituaf privileges which belong
to it. It was his invasion of the holy see itself, and of the city of Rome,
that was the heinous offence that brought upon his head the thunder of
the Vatican. “Therefore,” says the pope, “ Xthe authority of Almighty
God, and of the most holy apostles Peter and Paul, and by our own, we
declare all those who, after the invasion of this Aoly city, and the eccle-
siastical dominions, and the sacrilegious violation of the patrimony of
the blessed Peter, the prince of the apostles,” &c. &c., “we decree, that
they have incurred the GREATER ExcoMMuNicATION, &c.”
lyneed not inquire what Peter or Paul had to do with such paltry
patrimony as a few thousand acres of Italian ground, afler they had
obtained the crown of life, and an inheritance incorruptible, undefiled,
and that fadeth not away: but it is worth while to pont out the gross
impiety of his Aholiness, In interposing the authority of the Almighty in
the manner he has done. He seems to have the same notions of the
true God as the Syrians had; “ He is the god of the hills but not the
god of the valleys.” He is the god of Italy and of the ecclesiastical
ominions, but not the god of Ho?land, or of Prussia; else why not be
called upon to interpose on behalf of these kingdoms, when they were
invaded and plundered by the French troops? The Almighty is the
God of the whole earth; and Bonaparte's j’:predations upon the Ne-
therlands must have been as offensive to him, as the invasion of the
ecclesiastical dominions; but the unwortky representative of God on the
earth, as the pope modestly styles himself, took no interest in the misery
of other countries; he did not think of applying his spiritaal power for
the correction of the invader, until his am%m'on began to affect himself,
and his dominions. Then, indeed, it was a different matter. He could
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*spare the rod” no longer. The rod, he says, was given to him “with
the ¢ of the whole flock of the Lord, in the person of the most
blessed Peter, from the prince of pastors, for the correction and the
mhmem of wanderers, and of obdurate sheep.” But it appears that

parte was not looked upon by his holiness as a wanderer from
the right path, or an obdurate sheep, notwithstanding his manifold
crimes, till he invaded the dominions of the holy see. From that day,
he was unworthy of the communion of the faithful; and he fell of course
to be excommunicated.

As it is time to be drawing the subject of the pope and his supremacy
t0 a close, I shall endeavour to comprise what I E:ve farther to say with-
in the present number. It would be easy to show from the mode of
electing men to be popes, and from the conduct of the greater part of
them after they were elected, that there is nothing heavenly or divine
in the system ; but that the whole is tainted by the most disgusting of
this world's politics. I refer to the life of Pope Sixtus V., written in
Italian by Gregorio Leti, and translated into English by Ellis Farne-
worth, as affording a full view of the mode of electing to the holy chair;
and sach a scene of caballing and deceit will not readily be witnessed
in those who conduct the affairs of the worst secular government in the
world. The moral character of Sixtus was superior to that of most of
his predecessors ; yet he acquired the pontificate by means of a systemn
of cunning and falsehood, practised for many years. By his talents and
address he raised himself from being a swineherd, to the dignity of a
cardinal ; and then, by seeming to renounce all the cares of this world,
by affecting the feebleness of an old man, with one foot in the grave, and
the other lifted up to follow, he succeeded in procuring himself to be
elected to the pontificate, He had long foreseen, that when the chair
should become vacant, it would be difficult to fill it,as the cardinals were
divided into different parties almost equally balanced. He saw that none
of the parties were sufficiently confident of their own strength, and that
they would probably unite in the choice of some crazy old man, mnerely
to keep the chair occupied for a few months, each party expecting to

her more strength before the old man should die. Such a crazy sub-
ject appeared the Cardinal Montalto, for that was the name he bore in
the conclave.

“ During the ten days that the funeral ceremonies of the deceased pope
lasted,” a:ﬁvs the biographer of Sixtus V., “they that had any preten-
mions to the papacy were carrying on their schemes and intrigues,

ing about to solicit the suffrages and interest of their friends;
whilst Montalto did not seem to give himself the least trouble or con-
cern. He took so uncommon a road to it, that nobod{ suspected he had
any design at all of the kind. Some of the cardinals out of contempt
ed him the Ass of La Marca, (which he pretended not to hear, or
take notice of,) looking upon-his faculties and intellects as entirely gone;
and others seeing him bent down with disease and old age, did not in
the least dream of his ever being elected. But we must take notice, b
the by, that he was the youngest of all those who aspired to the pontifi-
cate; and though he often used to say, that an old fellow of seventy, was
fit for nothing in this world; it is certain, that at that time, lie was pnl
in his sixty-fourth year. Indeed, hardly any one could have imagme%
that the cardinals would turn their eyes upon a person that coul
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scarcely stand upon his legs, whom they thought little better than a
dotard apd a driveller; as the government of the holy see requires a
man of sound and strong faculties, both of body and mind. Yet it was .
to these very failings that Montalto owed his exaltation.”. p. 172
When he was incidentally mentioned as having as good a chance as
any other, he replied, “ The cardinals would be very wrong-headed,
indeed, to think of such a poor object as him, who bad it not in his
wer to do any one thing but wish well to his patrons and friends.”
%en the thing was more seriously proposed to him, he fell into such
a violent fit of coughing, that his friends thought he would have died
upon the spot, and he said, as soon as he could speak, “that his rei
would be but of a few days; that, besides the continual difficulty with
which he drew his breath, he had not strength enough to support such
a weight; and that his small experience in affairs, made him altogether
unfit for a charge of so important a nature, except he could dipen ugon
the assistance of others.” They answered, that God would give him
strength sufficient to govern his church; to which he replied, “that he
never would accept of it upon any terms whatsoever, except they would
all three promise not to abandon him, but take the greatest part of the
weight 03‘ his shoulders, as he was neither able, nor could in con-
science pretend, to take the whole of it upon himself” The other car-
dinals (three in number) assuring him that the{ewould, he said, “If
you are resolved to make me pope, it will only be placing yourselves
upon the throne; we must share the pontificate ; for my part I shall be
content with the bare title; let them call me pope, and you are heartily
welcome to the power and authority.” Afterwards he told his brother
cardinals, “Let me conjure you not to think of choosing me, except you
will be content to bear the whole burden of the government yourselves.”
This was just what these cardinals wanted, and they determined to
support him in the election.
he election of a pope is performed in one of three ways; by scrutiny,
which resembles what we call ballot; by access, which is thus ex-
ined:—When one of the cardinals proposes a name, those who are
or the same person rise from their seats ; and go to the place where
the proposer sits. The third way is by adoration, and is thus per-
formed: “That cardinal who is the candidate’s chief friend, goes up to
him, and making a low reverence, cries out, A pope, a pope! when it
happens that two-thirds of them do the same, he is then acknowledged
as such; but if there wants only one of that number, the election is
void.” Thus after a pope elect has been adored, it is sometimes neces-
sary to make a scrutiny, to ascertain whether he has had the requisite
number of adorers. “%Vh.i]st they were crowding towards Montalto to
congratulate him, he sat coughing and weeping, as if some great mis-
fortune had befallen him. But when the Cardinal Dean ordered them
to retire to their respective places, that they might proceed to a reguiar
scrutiny, he drew near to St. Sixtys, and whispered in his ear, “Pra
take care that the scrutiny is of no prejudice to the adoration ;” whic
was the first discovery he made of his ambition. It was observed, that
after the scrutiny was begun, Montalto walked backwards and forwards,
and seemed to be in great agitation of spirit; but when he perceived
there was a sufficient number of votes to secure his election, he threw
the staff’ with which he used to support himself, into the middle of the
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chapel, stretched himself up, and appeared taller, by almost a foot, than
he had done for several years, hawking and spitting with gs much

as a man of thirty years old. The cardinals, astonished at so
sudden an elteration, looked at him with amazement, and Farnese, ob-
serving by some signs that St. Sixtus and Alexandrino already began
to repent of their forwardness in this election, said aloud, *Stay a little,
softly, there is a mistake in the scrutiny.” But Montalto, witha stern
look, boldly answered, “there is no mistake, the scrutiny is good, and
in due form;” and immediately thundered out the 7%z Deum himself, in
a voice that made the chapel shake.

The first master of the ceremonies came to him, as is usual, and said,
“My Lord Cardinal Montalto, your eminenee is duly elected pope; the
holy college desires to know whether you pledse to accept the papacy;”
to which he replied, somewhat sharply, «It is trifling and impertinent
to ask, whether I will accept that which I have already accepted, as I
have sufficiently shown by singing the Te Deum. However, to satisfy
any -cmsle that may arise, I tell you that I accept it with great plea-
sure, and would accept another, if I could get it; for I find myself
strong enough, by the divine assistance, to manage two papacies.

Farnese who stood near him, hearing this, said to St. Saverino,
“The gentlemen that took upon them to conduct this election, thought
to have engrossed the whole administration of affairs to themselves, by
choosing a fool and idiot; but I plainly see, we have got a pope that
will make fools and idiots both of them and us.” St. Severino only
sbmgfd up his shoulders, and =aid, “Lord have mercy on us all.”
Thus the poor frogs had chosen a serpent for their king, and they were
not able to shake him off. : -

‘When he was asked what name he would take, he answered, Sixtus
V., which he did in honour of Pope Bixtus IV., who had been 2 monk
of the same order. It was observed, that whilst the cardinals were put-

ing on his pontifical robes, he stretched out his arms with great vigour
activity ; upen which Rusticucci, who was surprised by such a me-
tamorphosis, said to him in a familiar way, “ I perceive, holy father,
m::ﬁﬁmte is a sovereign panacea, since it can restoré youth and
to old sick cardinals;’ to which he replied, in a grave and ma-
jestic manner, “8o I find it” The very moment the scrutiny was
ended, he laid aside that appearance of humility he had so long worn;
and instead of his former civility and complaisance, he behaved with
great state and reserve to every ; but, more particularly to them to
whom he had been most obliged for his exaltation.

Dressed in his robes, and seated on the pontifical throne, the cardi-
nals advanced two and two to adore him. His holiness gave them,
separately, the kiss of charity on both cheeks; and then admitted eve
body who was in the conclave to the honour of kissing his feet. lz
is said, when Farnese came among the rest, to perform that cere-
mony, he did it with t reluctance, and showed particular signs of
disgust at prostrating himself before a person of his mean birth. Some
people thought he said in hig heart, “ Non t:di, sed Petro,” “ Not to
thee, but St. Peter.” Be that as it will, when he beheld him sitting
so erect; and with so much majesty upon the throne, he said to him,
* Your holiness seems a quite different sort of a man from what you
were a few hours ago.” *Yes" said he, “I was then looking for the

Vor IL—4
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keys of paradise, which obliged me to stoop a little; but now I have
found them, it is time to look upwards, as I am arrived at the summit
of all hutnan glory, and can rise no higher in this world.” - :

After the adoration was finished, and other customary ceremonies
performed, the cardinal deacon caused a window to be broken open, and
then proclaimed to the people, “ Behold, I bring you glad tidings of
great joy, the most illustrious Cardinal Montalto is chosen pope, and has
taken the name of Sixfus V.” See book iv. Life of Sixtus V.; in which
are many things interesting, impious, and ludicrous, which I am obliged
to omit. Sixtus ruled both the cardinals and the people for several

ears, with a rod of iron; but as the cardinals coultfe:ot deny that he

ad been chosen by the Holy Ghost, and them, the moment the elec-
tion was declared, they were irrevocably bound to him as their holy
father. There was no E::sibility of getting quit of him in a lawful way;
but it was suspected that he died by poison, as many other popes are:
supposed to have done.

I have been thus particular in describing an individual case, and
that of a pope of comparatively good moral character, that the reader
may be able to judge what title tgese holy fathers have to be called the
successors of Peter, the vicars of Christ, and the representatives on
earth of the God of peace.

Cardinal Joyeuse, writing to King Henry IV., May 19th, 1605, gives
the following character of a cardinal, whose election to the papacy he
found it necessary to promote. *“ The Cardinal Aldobrandini, and the
Cardinal Montalto, (nephew, I believe, of Sixtus V.,) came to us, de-
siring us to join with them to make Cardinal Tosco pope. After we
had discoursed a great while on this affair, we had much ado to resolve
upon it; because the said cardinal was looked upon as a man who had
lived a life not too exemplary, very apt to be choleric and angry, who
had always in his mouth unchaste and immodest words, and who was
given to other customs, unbecoming not only the head of the church,
but any person whatever, who had but the least advantage of an honest
education. In short, he was a man, from whom the world could expect
na good to the church; the election of whom would go against the
consciences of many pious persons of the college, and might perhaps
gain us nothing but disgrace and reproach from all the assembly of
cardinals. Nevertheless, the little hopes that we had of having a pope
to our mind, the fear of falling on one of those who were excluded b
your majesty, the desire of not displeasing the Cardinal Aldobrandini,
and the opinion which we had, that this man would be inclined to
favour the affairs of your majesty, made us resolve to assure Aldobran-
dini, that we gave our full consent to this election.” Clarendon's Reli-
gion and Policy, or Papal Usurpations, chap.ii. This requires no
comment.

It is usual for the cardinal, who is raised to the papacy, to assume a
new name. This is said to have originated in the year 844, with one
whose name was Bocco di Porco, that is, hogs-face, or swine-snout.
When he came to the dignity of pope, being ashamed of it, he assumed
the name of Sergius. It has ever since been the custom, though there
have been some exceptions, for him who is raised to the papacy to
assume a new name. For this, the following reasons are given by
popish writers: First, because Christ, when he called his apostles,
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changed some of their names. Secondly, to signify, that as the
changed their names, they should changg also their r{ature. "Lastly’,'
that he who is chosen to so excellent an estate, should not be disgraced
by a vile name.

Polydore Virgil, in his 4th book, De Inventione Rerum, cap. 10, thus
writes: “ The bishop of Rome hath one peculiar prerogative or privi-
lege, which is, that when he is once created bishop of that see, he may
alter and change his name at his pleasure. As, for example, if per-
chance he hath been heretofore an evil-doer, he may call his name Bo-
nifacius, that is to say, well-doer. - If he have been a coward, or timo-
rous sheep's-head, he may call himself Leo, (that is, lion.) If he be a
clown, he may call Inmse{l Urbanus, (a polite gentleman.) Instead of
lewd, or wicked, he may call himself Pius, or Innocent. If he have
been a scandalous fellow, he may assume the appellation of Benedictus,
that is, well spoken of: to the end, that the sovereign bishop, at least
in name, may be an ornament and honour to the dignity of the papacy.”
8ee this, and a great deal more to the same purpose, in The Weekly
Packet of Advice from Rome, vol. ii. pp. 309, 310. '

In this work we have the following summary of the personal cha-
racter of a number of popes, which I adduce in opposition to Bishop
Hay’s assertion, that only a few of them were bad men in their own

ractice. “Some popes have been excessively eovetous; as Boniface

I1L, Calixtus III, John XXIII and Boniface IX. Some puffed up
with Luciferian pride; as Bennet XII, Adrian IV., Celestine IIL,
Innocent IV, A exanéer IIL, Gregory XIII, Clement V., VI, and
VIL, Boniface VIIL, Paul IL, John Xl%III., and many others; indeed,
who was not that ever wore the triple crown? Divers popes have
been conjurers, as Silvester 111, and all his successors, for nine or ten
popes together; others sold themselves by league to the devil ; as Sil-
vester 1L, and Alexander VI. So many notorious whoremongers have
filled the chair, that it would be too tedious to name them. Famous
cheats have been popes ;—Alexander III., Boniface VIIL, Celestine V.,
and Benedict X. Murderers were Pius IV., Gregory VII, Stephen
VIIL, Sixtus V., Gregory XIV., and Honorius II. Poisoners of one
another;—Damasus II, Victor IL and III., Celestine IV., and Paul
IIL, &c. &c.” Vol. ii. pp. 251, 252. By sorcerers we may understand
their being, at least, pretenders to the art of magic; and by having
sold themselves to the devil, we may infer that such was the popular
belief, and perhaps the belief of the author, founded upon the monstrous
and diabolical wickedness of these holy fathers, who are called by the
title of Aoliness itself. Pgrhaps the idea of men’s selling themselves to
the devil may have originated in the words of Elijah to Ahab, (1 Kin,
xxi. 20.) « {ou hast sold thyself to work evil in the sight of the Lord%:
But, in order to this, it is not necessary that there be a personal con-
tract, or league, between the devil and them.

In the above summary, I find Sixtus V. classed among the popes who
were murderers; but I do not recollect any incident in his history that
entitles him to this, except what was common to him with all tyrants in
power. He made very little account of human life, and ordered men
to be destroyed at his pleasure. The following incident affords a view
of his cr‘uefdecision of character, though it did not extend to actual
murder: Pasquin (the statue so called, on which what were talled pas-
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quinades, were stuck) was dressed, one morning, in a very dirty shirt;
and being asked by Marforio, “ Why he wore such dirty linen?" an-
swered, “ He could get no other, for the pope had made his washer-
woman a princess.” Meaning Donna Camilla, the pope’s sister, who
had formerly been a laundress. This stinging piece of miller{ was
carried to his holiness, who ordered strict search for the author, but to
no purpose. He issued a proclamation, offering the author 1000 pis-
toles, and promising to spare his life, if he would discover himself; and
threatening to hang him if he was found out by any body else. The
poor author was so tempted by the offer, as to go, and make full confes-
sion to the pope, who ordered the 1000 pistoles to be immediately
paid.  “ We promised you your life, and 1000 pistoles,” said his holi-
ness, “ you have received both, and say you are satisfied: but we re-
served to ourselves the power of cutting off your hands, and borinq
a«;\g tongue through, to prevent your being so witty for the future.’

ich was directly executed: Sixtus declaring, “ that he did not de-
serve the punishment so much for the pasquinade, as for being so auda-
cious as to avow it.””  Life of Pope Siztus V., p. 395. ,

On the wickedness of the popes there is matter for many volumes,
but it is time that I take up another subject. To those who wish to
read in detail what I have given in the gross, I recommend the follow-
ing works, some of which I have not seen, but they are recommended
by a learned correspondent, who has been long engaged in the same
warfare. Welch's Compendious History of Popes, London, 1759. The
History of Popery, 2 vols. 4to.,, London, 1785. Another History of
Popery, 2 vols,, London, 1679; entitled also, Weekly Packet from
Rome. This is a work of both arguments and facts, and it contains a

eat deal of curious matter. Bower’s History of the Popes, 7 vols. 4to.,

ondon, 1750-66. Lord Clarendon’s Papar{Usurpations. or Religion
and Policy, 2 vols. 8vo., Oxford, 1791. Foulis's History of Romish
Treachery and Usurpations; and the Romish Horse-Leech ; besides
such histories as Mosheim, Milner, &c., which are known to all.

CHAPTER CIX

NUMBER OF CATHOLICS IN ENGLAND, AND THEIR RANK. CONKSEQUENCES THAT WOULD
FOLLOW THEIR ADMISSION INTO PARLIAMENT. PROBABLE INTRODUCTION OF CHRIS-
PIANITY INTO BRITAIN. WALES. MORALITY OF PAPISTS IN GREAT BRITAIN,

SATURDAY, August 12th, 1820.
AT the conclusion of my 107th number, I requested the reader to
consider ylmt would be the consequence, if we had one or two hun-
@red lfapxstx in our houses of parliament. It has been said, that this
B putting a case that could not be realized, even supposing * Catholic
emancipation” were granted in all the extent is demanded ;
because, it is said, there are not so many Papists qualified, or eligi-
ble to seats in parliament, though they were laid open to them. This,
Iam persuaded, is a mistake; and I have not a_doubt, that if they
were made eligible, ?wards of a hundred would be found in the first

parliament that should meet after the privilege was extended to them.
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Ireland sends justa hundred members to the house of commons.
Papists boast that their number there is to that of Protestants, as five
to one; but I will take it as only four to one; and taking this as pro-
E’ data by which to calculate the number of representatives, the

pists would return eighty of the hundred. "And then there are the
popish peers in both England and Ireland who would claim seats in
the upper house; besides the English commoners whose return might
be eflected by the Papists in England. That Papists would elect none
but men of their own faith cannot be doubted ; and such is the influence
of the priests over the people, that the ghostly fathers would be virtually
the electors. This indeed I am informed on good authority, is, in
some measure, the case already. Since the Papists in Ireland obtained
the privilege of electing members of parliament, though they can elect
none but g:otenmts, the priests have risen amazingly in importance ;
because the Protestant candidates must pay court to ;Hem, in order to
secure the votes of the people; and we may easily imagine, that few
will be found hardy enough to give a vote contrary to the mind of the
west seeing he is{elieved to hold the fate of every soul in his hand.

e cannot be surprised that many of the Irish members are advocates
of what is called “ Emancipation,” seeing their election may have
depended upon their declaring themselves on that side; but if they
were not very short-sighted they might see, that the parliament that
ghall concede, what is demanded with so much clamour, will be the last
parliament for them. In vain would they aj l{ to the people, or to the
priests to be returned again, unless they sl?gu d become Papists ; for
po Papist would vote for a Protestant, if there remained a quafiﬁed
Papist in'the three kingdoms. If Ireland should not contain a suffi-
cient number of persons so qualified, there are great plenty to be found
among the sons of popish peers, and the inferior gentry of the same
communion in England and Scotland, who would be as eligible to be
returned for Ireland, as if they belonged to that kingdom.

For the information of the reader, I insert the following statement
of the number and condition of the adherents of Rome, in England, in
the year 1813. It is given, on the authority of the Dublin Evening
Post, in the Orthodox Journal for January 1814. It-is said to have
been obtained through the channel of a Liverpeol gentleman “of émi-,
nent character and intelligence;” but as it is evident that the writer
belongs to the body about which he writes, and to which he may be
su a little partial, we ought to receive his account of the respect-
ability, and superior morality of his brethren, with some grains of

ENGLISH CATHOLICS.
FROM THE DUBLIN EVENING POBT.

The extraordinary progress which the cause of the Catholics of
Ireland has made within the last few years, through the talent and

dence of its leaders, has incidentally brought forth the Catholics of
E:gland to public notice. This body of men has not yet thoroughly
recovered from the langour and dell))eresaion inflicted by the penal laws ;
and their apparent inertio may be accounted for by the habits o
despondency, which frequent insults and aggressions had wrought
upon them.
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Events, however, are now dissipating this gloom: and the approach-
ing session is likely to render their movements a subject of general
attention. . :

Our anxiety to procure useful and authentic information for our rea-
ders, upon every subject connected with the cause of religious freedom,
has led us to a diligent inquiry into the present condition of the Eng-
lish Catholic body, and we have been fortunate enough to obtain,
through the channel of a correspandent in Liverpool, of eminent cha-
racter and intelligence, the following statement, upon which we can.
perfectly rely.

The subject is somewhat new and original—the ground hitherto
unbroken—and the matter various and detailed.

The total number of Catholics in England and Wales is computed
to exceed 300,000. The principal Catholic counties are Lancashire,
Yorkshire, Staffordshire, Warwickshire, and Northumberland. These,
with Durham, Cheshire, Norfolk, Suffolk, Kent, and Worcestershire,
(the next in number,) contain about 200,000. London and its suburbs,
with Surrey and Middlesex, are rated at 50,000. The remaining 50,000
are thinly scattered throughout the other counties and cities—but
chiefly in Bristol, Bath, Portsmouth, Plymouth, Southampton, Exeter,
Gloucester, and a few watering places.

Some compute the total number at 400,000, and this we cannot posi-
tively contragict; but we rely with more confidence upon the propor-
tionate population of the respective districts, as above given, than upon
our computation of the aggregate amount. .

Their classes are three—clergy, nobility, and commoners—and each
forms a venerable, though decayed, monument of ancient worth and
respectability |

L. CLEreY.—They have ceased, during upwards of two centuries,
to possess any regular hierarchy. There are no bishops or priests, as
in Ireland, officiating in appropriate diocesses or parishes. They are
governed, in spirituals, by fgur superiors, called vicars apostolic ; these
vicars are deputed by the pope, and exercise vicarial powers revocable
at pleasure. They are, indeed, bishops in the Catholic church, but do
not enjoy episcoan authority in Britain ; their sees are little more than
nominal, or “in partibus,” as it is termed—as Centurien Castaballa,
&c. Each vicar has a district, therefore, assigned to him, not a see.

Thus, Dr. Gibson in the northern; Dr. Milner in the midland;
d[;)r. -Poynter in the London; and Dr. Collingridge in the western

strict. ' -

In like manner each priest has a separate district; not, however,
any ?articular parish, but a * mission,” and he is termed a “ mission-
ary!” He acts by virtue of a faculty, granted by the apostolic vicar
of the district, and is removeable at his pleasure.

In Ireland, on the centrary, where the regular succession has been
preserved, no bishop is removeable at the mere will of the pope—nor
18 any parish priest removeable at the mere will of his bishop. To
effect such removal, there must exist a canonical cause, an accuser,
a regular trial, sentence, and ratification.

It will be recollected, that Lord Redesdale, (in his speech in the
lords, in May, 1803,) took upon him to state roundly, that the Catholic
clergy in Ireland were wholly dependant upon the pope; and in
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England, quite independent; a proof, amongst many, of his lordship's
incaution and want of knowledge.

In every county of England there are Catholic chapels and congre-
gations.  Altogether there are about 900 chapels, mostly erected within
the last twenty-five years; and generally clean, commodious, and well
built. Lancashire alone counts upwards of one hundred Catholic
chapels. Moreover, most of the Catholic country gentlemen of for-
tune maintain chapels in their houses. Service is performed daily
iz the private chapel, and the traveller is freely admitted to assist at
the office.

In the summer 1813, Dr. Smith, (the vicar-assistant to the venera-
ble Dr. Gibson,) in the northern district, confirmed the following
numbers of Catholic children, in three towns alone:

Inﬁanehuur - - - - - ]%
— Liverpool - - - . - .
—Preston - - - - - - 1200

Hence some estimate may be formed of the Catholic population of
England. .

Il. Pexrs.—The Catholic peers are seven in number, namely:

" Created.

Earl of 8 , premier and Earl of Waterford

and We. inlreland - - - - 1442
Viscount Fauconberg - - - & e - 1643
Baron Stourton - - - - - - 1448
Baron Petre - - - - - - - 1603
Baron Arundel - - - .« . - . 1605
Baron Dormer - - = - - - - 1615
Baron Clifford - - - - - . - 1672

The presumptive heir to the dukedom of Norfolk® is also a Catholic.
In Scotland there are two Catholic earls—Traquair and Newburgh.

'I'll)e Catholic baronets of England are seventeen in number,
namely:

Created.

8ir Wm. Gerard, Lancashire - - - - 1611
Sir Edward Hales, Kent - - - - - 1611
8Sir Henry Englefield, Berks - - - - 1612
8ir G. Jerningham, Norfolk S . ) |
8ir Hi Tichborne, Hants - = - - " ]68
8ir John Throckmorton, Berks - - - « . 1641
Sir Edward Blount, Shropshire - - - - 1642
8ir Windsor Hunloke, Derbyshire - - ~ - 1643
Sir Carn. Haggerston, Lincolnshire - - - 1643
8ir Thomas Webbe, Wiltshire - - - - 1644
Sir R. Smythe, Warwickshire - - =« - 1669
8ir Richard Bedingfeld, Norfolk - « - = 1661
8ir T. Massey Stanly, Cheshire - -« = 1661
8ir Thomas olk - - - - - 1663
8ir John Lawson, Yorkshire - e e e

Sir H. Maire, Lawson, Yorkshire - - - 1665
Sir Piere Mertyn, Flinltshire - - - - - 1670

The principal names which have dropped off lately, either by
deaths or conformity, have been those of Howard, Duke of Norfolk;
Browne, Lord Montague ; Roper, Lord Teynham ; Favasour, Curzon,
Acton, Mannock, Gascoigne, Fleetwood, Swinburne—all peers or

* The presept duke.
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Amongst the English Catholics are many ancient families, of name
and renown in Eng?ish history. Their present heads are mostly coun-
try gentlemen, retired, reserved: of sedentary, and nearly secluded habits
o?' ife. Such are’the names of Constable, Clifford, Weld, Howard,
Plowden, Townley, Jones, Stapleton, Carey, Stonor, Eyre, Heneai:.
8tanley, Turberville, Selby, Browne, Tunstall, Eyston, Errington, C
chester, Chomley, Giffard, Tasborough, Biddulph, Eccleston, Huddle-
ston, Berrington, Charlton, Dalton, Sheldon, Perrers, Canning, Berkely,
Manby, Riddall, Darell, Fermor, Trafford, Weston, &c. &c. &c.

There are about five hundred of these Catholic families, not inferior
to many in the British peerage in ancient, pure, and noble lineage—
‘some, who can boast the legitimate Plantagenet blood—several who
enjoy landed estates, lineally transmitted since the Norman days, and
even the Saxon era. These, though not now titled, may‘be classed
by the herald amongst nobility. The heads of these families mostly
live retired upon patrimonial incomes, varying in annual value from
1500L. to 25,0001.

It may appear curious to those who know the name of Giffard in
Ireland only, that the parent stock in England is wholly Catholic.
The Giffards of Chillington, in Staffordshire, possess landed estates of
8000L. a year, and upwards; and of this family is 8ir John Throck-
morton's lady, the elegant and accomplished correspondent of the pa-
thetic poet, Cowper. , :

IIL CommoNers.—We have spoken of the clerg;y, nobility, and
higher classes of the English Catholic body. The inferior orders are
litle distinguishable from the corresponding classes of their Protestant
neighbours, (or churchmen, as they are termed.)

Here the broad features of distinction almost disappear—Industry,
association, necessity, obliterate the characteristic traits. Gene
speaking, they are little farmers, shopkeepers, artists, and labourers—

ent, ﬁumff;, timid, shy, and careful. It is supposed that they are
rather more moral, regular, submissive, and inoE'Znsive, than their
neighbours; and also of a more sedate and stationary habit of life.
Emigrations from their parishes, pauperism, and crimes, are said to be
rare amongst them.

There may be some foundation for this eulogium ; but, whether it is
due to the control of vigilant censors, to a guarde(i purity of deport-
ment, to a more moral system of education, to the virtuous precepts of
their religion, or to accident, we do not venture to determine.

Wales affords but few Catholics—a singular fact of a race, in lesser
points, obstinately wedded to ancient usage. ~

Wales, separated from England only by hedges and streams, remains
profoundly ignorant of the English language, and clings to her own,
with all the jealousy of national pride. .

Yet, Wales ceded her anciont religion (without scruple or hesitation)
to a people, whose language she still disdains to understand. She
drinks, with delicious rapture, of every stream that flows from English
eccentriciti' and neither the mummery of the Jumpers, nor the frenzy
of the Ezekelites, renders the spiritual potion too muddy for the ardent
and enthusiastic Welchman.

The author of the above statement considers it “a singular fact,” that
“Wales affords but few Catholics,” while the Welch are said to be “a
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race in lesser points, obstinately wedded to ancient usage” Now,
perbaps, this is the very circumstance that accounts for the fact. The
“ancient usage,” with regard to religious worship, in Wales, was cer-
tainly not popish worship, or any thing like popery. The religion of
Rome was a mere novelty in that ancient principality. It could not
have existed there many centuries before the reformation; and, there-
fore, when the reformation delivered the Welch from the thraldom of
the ghostly intruders, in the form of Romish priests, they would gladly
return to their more ancient usages.

Britain, there is reason to think, was favoured with the light of
Christianity as early as the first century. I do not state this as a matter
of absolute certainty ; but as one of great probability ; and I have never
seen any thing that renders it incredible. There 1s extant a writing
ascribedv to Clemens, the fellow-labourer of the apostle Paul, in which
he says that Paul in preaching the gospel, went to the utmost bounds
of the west. (To reppa ras dvosws, terminum, finem occidentis, the extremi
of the west,) which may very protﬁerly apply to the British isles, whic
were the western extremity of the Roman empire. The expression
does mot necessarily mean the most western part in point of longitude;
but the most remote part in a western direction. Eusebius, in the
fourth century, says, that the gospel was preached in the British isles
by some of the apostles. He, of course, could not speak from his own
knowledge; but he must have had such evidence as satisfied him of
the fact. Tertullian, in the second century, says, that before his time
Christianity had extended itself to parts of Britain, inaccessible to the
Roman arms. These must have been the mountainous parts of Wales
and Scotland, into which the Romans were not able to penetrate.
Gildas says, that the gospel was preached in Britain before the defeat
of Boadicea, which took place in the year 61; and the British Triads
state, that the knowledge of Christianity was brought to Britain by the
father of Caractacus, who was liberated from his detention at Rome
seven years after the defeat of Caractacus, that is, A. D. 58 or 59, the
time in which (according to Eusebius, Jerome, Petavius, Scaliger, &c.)
Paul was set at liberty from his first confinement at Rome. See the
Bishop of St. David’s Protestant Catechism, section viii.

These things are not asserted as divine truths. They are not so
certain, as that we can build an article of faith upon them, as the ¢hurch
of Rome builds her monstrous fabric upon the assertion that Peter was
the first bishop of that city, of which there is much less evidence than
that Paul preached the gospel in England. But though we cannot
assert the above as matters of divine record, they are credible articles
of history, and sufficiently authentic for my present purpose, which is
to show that popery was not the religion of the ancient Britons from
whom the Welch are descended.

Assuming the above facts as matter of credible history, (and they
have never been shown to be fabulous,) the learned prelate above men-
tioned, in a letter to Lord Kenyon, 1819, writes as follows:—* To the
labours and preaching of the great apostle of the Gentiles, we are in-
debted for the first introduction of the gospel. Of its existence to the
beginning of the fourth century, we have the testimony of Tertullian,
Origen, and Gildas. Public councils and sg'nods, anq religious insti-
tutions, attest its continyance in the fourth, fifth, and sixth centuries.—

Vor. I1L.—5
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The rejection of the pope’s authority (by the church of England) in
the seventh cennu-g::empa the first feature of its Protestant character.
Its observance of T, il aversion to image worship, and its ver-
nacular version of the scriptures, show its independence on the church
of Rome during the Saxon government, down to the Norman con-
quest.” pp. 2, 3.

Now,liong before this period, the ancient British had been driven by
their Saxon invaders, to take refuge among the mountains of Wales.
They carried their languageand their religion with them. Consideri
their many disadvantages, it is not to be supposed that they preservﬁ
or professed Christianity, in every point, pure as it was received from
the apostles; but it was long ere they submitted to Rome. Popery was
a novelty to them ; and though forced upon them for a time, they rea-
dily threw it off when they were favoured by the light of the refor-
mation. This is what our popish eulogist calls ceding their ancient
religion, - without scruple or hesitation, to a people whose lang\m%:
they still disdain to understand. It was rather throwing their ido.
to the moles and to the bats, and returning to the religion of their re-
mote ancestors.

If it shall be replied, that St. Wenefride is a Welch saint of great
antiquity, and that she belonged to the church of Rome; I answer, we
have no credible evidence of this. That which we have as her life,
was written hundreds of years after the period in which she is said to
have lived ; and when nothing of her character or history could be
known with certainty. I will not deny, that there may have lived a
noble lady of that name, distinguished for piety and benevolence ; and
that her memory may have been held in veneration for ages. Some
idle monk taking advantage of this, would collect all the stories that
were current among the people; and, with the aid of a lively imaii:a-
tion, he could easily dress up such a legend as that which we have
under the title of the Life and Miracles of St. Wenefride. Scott of
Dunse, commonly called Duns Scotus, was, no doubt, a learned and
great man in his day; but among the common people in the south of
Scotland, he is known only as Michael Scott the warlock, (wizard,) and
as such is the subject of many silly and absurd stories, which are as
remote from real history, as the miracles of Wenefride, the saint.

It may be true, that some extravagance is exhibited in the worship
of certain sects in Wales, which every sober Protestant will lament
and condemn : but I venture to aﬂirm,l;{mt the folly of the Jumpers and
Ezekielites, be they who they may, is not greater than that of many in
the church of Rome, who have been canonized, and who are at this
day worshipped as saints.

we may judge of the morality of Papists, from that which comes
\mdgr our own eye in this city and neighbourhood, we shall be very
far indeed from supposing, like the writer of the foregoing statement,
. tlg‘at th_ey are rather more moral, submissive, and inoffensive, than
their neighbours; and also of a more sedate and stationary habit of
life” 1In every point, the very reverse of this is the truth, except, per-
hllg!..m_ the article of being submissive, in which so far as regards
submission to their priests, we must yield to them the superiority.
Candour, however, requires me to admit, that Glasgow does not afford
a specimen, by which we can fairly judge of the morality of Papists in

- -
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the southern part of the island, or even of the north. 'We have few, if
any, of pative growth. Where men are born, and grow up, and settle
in life, there are certain ties of neighbourhood, and acquaintanceship,
and friendship, which form a kind of check upon their conduct. No
one can become notoriously wicked, without danger of being cast off’
his more respectable neighbours, and of being obliged to leave the
piace. Perhaps not one in ten of our popish population have this ad-
vantage of old local acquaintanceship. The increase of our manufac-
tures, and the demand for labour in building, during the rapid enlarge-
ment of our city, attracted thousands from the sister island. These
were generally of the poorest class, without the knowledge of any thing,
beyond a few articles of their wretched superstition ; who had the few-
est inducements to remain at home, and who have the fewest motives to
distinguish themselves by superior good conduct. By the influx of
such, our poor's rates have been grievously augmented; and the
morality of the lower orders, the very reverse of being improved.

CHAPTER CX.

KUMBER OF PAPISTS IN GLASGOW, DISINGENUOUSNESS OF A WRITER ON THIS SUBJECT.
REASONS WHY A PRIEST WILL NOT WRITE AGAINST A LAYMAN. TWO LETTERS TO
THE PROTESTANT.

SaTURDAY, August 19th, 1820.
RemARKING upon the statement in my last number, relating to

“English Catholics,” and the allegation, that they are, in respect of

morals, superior to their neighbours, I observed it was otherwise in

this part of the kinidom; but I admitted that it was not quite fair to
judge of the English stock, by the Irish sample which is exhibited to
our view in this city and its neighbourhood. Where families have
been long settled, and where circumstances are more favourable, we
reasonably expect to find a more respectable body: but even, where
circumstances are most favourable for insuring good conduct, and
where the adherents of Rome have the advantage of good education,
and of intercourse with enlightened society, I will not admit that th

are more moral than Christians of any denomination whatever. It is
customary to call those who have no religion at all, of the established
religion, whatever it may be. Thus a great proportion of our popula-
tion are called Protestants who have no right to the appellation; it is
not even thought worth while to deny it to the most sensual and profli-
gate part of the community, though keathens would be a more appro-
priate term; for they are 1dolaters in the grossest sense of the word—

“whose god is their belly.” It may be admitted, that the morality of

Papists in England, like that of every other sect whose numbers are

comparatively small, in the midst of an enlightened p:;f)ulation, will be

superior to that of persons whom no Christian sect would acknowledge.

If we would make a fair estimate of the moral effects of the two sys-

tems, we must look at the mass of the people where each predomi-

nates; and, I am sure, Britain, with all its faults, will not shrink from

a comparison with France or Italy, or any popish country in the

world :—not even with “Catholic Ireland,” “the island of saints.”
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. An inclination to magnify their numbers is a vice of which Papists
are notoriously guilty. Thus a writer in Glasgow, who took the sig-
nature of Julius, and who writes very much like Amicus Veritatis, in
a letter in the Orthodox Journal, for March last, made an indecent
attack on Mr. Cleland, for glving, as he said, an unfair statement of
the number belonging to his communion in thig city and suburbs.
Mr. Cleland published first the census of the city alone, in which he
gave the number of “ Roman Catholics,” (for he was polite enough not
to call them Papists,) at 3997. This was avowedly given as the num-
ber within the royalty only: but Julius publisheg it as the number
given for both city and suburbs; and triumphantly boasted, that instead
of between 3000 and 4000, there were near 15,000 Catholics in Glasgow
and its vicinity. This was answered, in the newspapers, by one of the
committee, under whose direction the census had been taken, who
stated, that after the enumeration of the suburbs had been completed,
the total number in both city and suburbs was found to be 8245.
This was far from satisfying }' ulius; for he soon after published a let-
ter in the Glasgow Courier, in which he asserted the number to be
20,000; and referred to the Rev. Mr. Scott, by name, whom, he said,
he had often heard, both in public and private, declare this to be the
number; and, moreover, referred to lists of names in Mr. Scott's pos-
session, as a proof of the fact. The reverend gentleman, however,
authorized the editor to contradict this assertion, which was done in
the Courier, for May 11th,and to declare, that if ever he used the ex-
ression 20,000, in reference to persons of his communion, he must
ve included Lanarkshire, Renfrewshire, Dumbartonshire, Stirling-
shire, and Linlithgowshire; and that the list of names in his possession,
of persons belonging to all these counties, never exceeded from 2000 to
3000. Julius was silent, for he had not the grace to acknowledge his
error, though exposed bfr his own priest.

But, contrary to usual practice, the writer of the statement in my
last number, I think, estimates the number of his communion in Eng-
land and Wales sufficiently low, in 1813, at 300,000; and as there
were 900 chapels, there must have been an average of only 333 souls,
or about 200 grown persons to each, according to Mr. Cleland’s tables
of the population here, which exhibit about one person under 12 years
to every three and a fraction. There must, therefore, have been little
occasion for building more chapels; and yet we know that several
large ones have been built since tﬁ above date, among which are those
in Glasgow, and Moorfields, London; which two would contain the
fiftieth part of the adult popish population of England and Wales, ac-
cording to the above statement.

After all that I have written against the church of Rome, I find
there are but few of the children of that holy communion, who are
willing to stand forward in her defence. If she were the only true
church, or even the mother and mistress of all churches, for she gives
herself out under both characters, it might be expected, that some of
her beneficed and well qualified sons would endeavour to defend her
from the attacks of an arch heretic of the nineteenth century. She is
plainly and explicitly by him held up to the world, as the mother of
abominations; and yet her consecrated sons, who have the greatest in-
terest in throwing a veil over her bloated countenance, and in repre-
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senting her as all fair, without one spot or blemish, are quietly sitting
still, without so much as making an attempt to wipe off the stain that is
every week thrown upon the character of their holy mother. A priest
was once interrogated on this subject, and asked why he did not write
an answer to THr ProTesTANT? he replied, with great Aumility,
that he did not.consider that gentleman, (who has the misfortune to be
only a layman,) as his equal; and that, therefore, it would not be ho-
nourable m him to euter the lists with him; but, if any clergyman were
to write against the “ Catholic faith,” he would perhaps write a reply.
It so happened, that soon after, a minister of the established church
preached in this city, and afterwards published, an admirable discourse,
which struck at the very foundation of the Romish faith, by proving it
to be the right and the duty of all to read the word of God. I refer
to a sermon by the Rev. Dr. Hodgson of Blan:lyre, of which the popish
priest did not think it becoming his rank or dignity, at least not con-
venient, to take any public notice. Now I do wish, with all my heart,
that some of our clergymen would take up the controversy upon a
broader scale; not because I wish to lay it down; but that our popish
priests might have no apology for their silence. They, it seems, in
the true spirit of knight-errantry, will fight with none but knights like
themselves. Forty years ago there was not a Protestant minister in
8cotland, Episcopal or Presbyterian, whose heart was not interested
in the subject, and who did not make it his business, by preaching or
writing, or both, to expose to his people the wickedness o? popery and
the danger that wou.lso attend its increase; but now, when popery is
making a more imposing appearance than it did forty years ago; and
when nothing less will satisfy the subjects of the pope, than admaission
into our houses of parliament, and admissibility to the throne itself,
most of our clergy show, by their silence, that they feel no great in-
terest in the subject. This is not because they are more popishly in-
clined than their predecessors. It is not because they are less hostile
to what is idolatrous, and superstitious, and subversive of our civil and
religious liberties. It is because they have a vague imagination that
popery is not so bad as it was; at least, that Papists are not such de-
ceivers and persecutors as they were two hundred years ago. But let
them e the errors and the wickedness of Rome, as their fathers
did; and if any popish priests shall make a reply, they will find the
very same spirit of lying, and misrepresentation, and the same perse-
cmmi‘l‘limlevolence. as were exhibited in the practice of Papists when
they power in their hands. Seeing the priests will not write
against me, because I am not their equal, I must be content to contend
with mere laymen like myself. I have a suspicion, indeed, that my
Galloway “F'riend to Fair Dealing,” isa priest, though I am not cer-
tain of the fact; and therefore I am not entitled to boast of the honour
of having a consecrated antagonist. My London lay opponent is dis-
avowed gy his own ghostly gthers, some of whom forbid their people
to read his writings; because, to use a vulgar expression, he blabs out
from time to time, the real principles, and the real spirit of popery, in
language too plain to be misunderstood ; and thus makes disclosures
which are extremely prejudicial to the cause of “emancipation.” He
has indeed written nothing against Tae PrRoTESTANT since the month
of December ; and as I have promised him the honour of a chapter to
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himself, when I have done with every thing else, I must again

him over, and attend to the communications of meaner men, of which
I have received only two from popish correspondents since my last
notice. The first is, verbatim et literatim, as follows:

Greenock, March 27.
Dear

8ir you no When Mar Andreus was vindicating the Catholic relu-
gon of wich you are writing a Ganast you promest to a tak him as
soon as you ar done With the important Matter that you are at i hope
you will be as good as your word to perfrom it in due tim hover if Eney
man of Jugment At all wold serch eney of your nombers they Woold
not find ane worb of troch in eney of them you may say What Ever
you chouse but i Woold not bleve one word that you Wold say becas
you are lare and a inventar of laes i wonder that you ar not affirad that
tho Ground on Witch you Stand dos Not open & Swlio you up rate
ono Morea Ganst the Catholic Church for she is the pillirs and Ground
of truth for Cursed is he that denietit thou May Throw as Much Durt,
at hir as you Chuse but thou are oneley Ading more Sin to your Self
i Wold wich you to Stop as sone as you ar done with mars Adreus
----Rit a Anser to this if you can «

am your humbile Servinf

a liover of truth.

I dare say the writer of the above learned epistle, has long ago con-
cluded in his own mind, that I really was not able to answer it, seeing
I have allowed nearly five months to elapse without taking any notice
of it. He must have derived great pleasure from the idea of having
writtenaletter which Tug PrRoTESTANT could notanswer; and asI have
no wish to deprive him of the happiness which he enjoys, I shall leave
it unansweret{ and proceed to insert a letter from my old Edinburgh
correspondent, W. D. I give it also verbatim, but not literatim, as I
do not choose to impose upon myself or my compositors the hardship
of copying any more of such orthographical eccentricities. Justice,
however, requires me to say, that W. D. is not quite so eccentric as
the “ liover of truth.” From the rank which his letter will be esteem-
ed to hold, as a literary composition. I might, perhaps, be excused from
insertin% it; but it is my wish to give my opponents every fair oppor-
_tunity of bemE heard in their own defence, and therefore I insert 1t at
length, though it contains a good deal of irrelevant matter, especially
mutilated extracts from the writings of Luther, which have no relation
to the present subjects of controversy.

LeTTER II. TO THE PROTESTANT.

“ EpinsureH, 15th July, 1820.

“ Bir:—In writing a second epistle, I deem it reasonable to adopt a
subject of some importance, in order, if possible, to throw some light
ugon a point whicﬁoit appears you have treated with a good deal of
abuse and falsehood, in that ever memorable work, entitled, TuE
ProTEsTaNT, in the LXXXVIL No. page 610. Speaking of the
degrees of sin, we are led to believe that those very crimes, the
thought of which ought to make a Christian shudder with horror, are
only venial in the eyes of poor stupid Papists. After the seven deadly
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sins, comes the six sins against the Holy Ghost, to wit: despair of
salvation—presumption of God’s mercy—to impugn the known truth
—envy at another's spiritual good—-o{etinacy in sin—final impeni-
tence; after those, follow the four sins that cry to heaven for ven-
geance ; these are, wilful murder—sin of Sodom—oppression of the
poor—to defraud servants of their wages; these ten species of sin are,
as I believe, greater sins than those which are denominated deadly
sins; or to speak more proper, the six sins against the Holy Ghost are
more heinous than the seven deadly sins, and the four sins which cry
to heaven for vengeance, are more grievous than the other thirteen ; but
you have the kindness to tell us that they are only venial, because they
are not classed along with the deadly sins: really, sir, I believe you
were the first man that ever discovered this mystery; yet suppose you
made this foolish statement, I humbly trust that none of your readers
will ever sece these sins in the same hght as you hold them forth. But
this is only one statement which shows the venomous spirit with which
you treat &e Roman Catholic religion, out of thousands of other ridi-
culous nonsense with which you amuse your readers. Had I as much
time and leisure, I would devote some of my very limited talents to
show that you mistake Catholics as much as any reformer that went be-
fore you ; nor can I say that you are excusable, because you have of late
quoted some of the principal Catholic works that are common among
us; but miserable must the state of that religion be, that is obliged to
throw out such abuse and slander, lies, and misrepresentations of every
description, to keep its ground. But Papists need not be surprised at
such dealing, for it seems to be a peculiar principle of all the reformers,
together with their successors, since the beginning of Protestantism,
to make use of the same kind of scurrilous abusive langnage; if such
practice be a sin, I am afraid, sir, that you will have a heavy account
against you at the last day. You tell us plainly, that every sin deserves
God’s wrath and curse; pray sir, what part of the Bible do you find
this doctrine ? Look your New Testament, sir, and you will find
there is a sin unto death, and a sin not unto death. If you would
take the trouble of reading, with some attention, the 5th, the 7th, and
12th chapters of 8t. ew’s gospel, you will find the degree of
sin and the punishment due to them, laid down very plainly. By your
late exposition of the doctrine of sin and transubstantiation, I am in-
clined to think that you have studied the scriptures much the same as
the renowned Martin Luther. I shall give you a few of his words
concerning the interpretation of the scripture:—* If} says the reve-
rend doctor, “ If foresaw that Judas would be a traitor, Judas of
necessity became a traitor, neither was it in the power of Judas, or of

other man, to do otherwise, or to change his will’ De Servo.
Arb. tom. 2. fol. 460. 2.—* This is the highest degree of faith, to believe
God to be just, though by his own will he lays us under the necessity
of bei ed, and in such a manner too, as if he took delight in
tormenting the miserable’ Fol. 434. 1.—* Man’s will is in the nature
of a horse, if God sits upon it, it tends and goes as God would have
it go; if the devil rides 1t, it tends and goes as the devil would have
it; nor can it choose which of the riders it will run to, or seek, but the
riders themselves strive who ehall gain and possess it’ De Serm.
Arb. tom. 2 fol. 342. 2.—* A person that is baptized cannot, though he
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would, lose his salvation by any sins how grievous soever, unless he
refuses to believe. For no sin can damn him but unbelief alone.’ Cap.
Bap. tom. 2. fol. 74. 1.— Let this be your rule, where the scripture
commands the doing a good work, understand it in this sense, that it for-
bids thee to do a good work because thou canst not do it’ Tom. 3. fol.
171. 2.—This is no doubt a most excellent rule to interpret the sacred
scriptures, and I suppose Dr. Martin was the first inventor of it. You
seem to think by a letter you got from a * Friend to Fair Dealing,’
and Mr. Andrews likewise, and all others, I suppose, that has said any
thing against your own opinion, wishes to divert you off your plan, and
tarn your attention to something else,for THE PROTESTANT has a plan
laid down which he intends to follow without interruption; pray sir,
when did you form this plan? At the beginning of your publication
you promised (o follow them (the Papists) through alY their windings
and turnings, but lo! when Txs ViNpicaTOR came forth, behold TRE
ProTEsTANT has got a plan which he must follow; for my own part,
. and I dare say I may say in the name of others, I would not wish, by
any means, to take you off your plan; take up any point of catholic faith,
and I shall be ready to contest it with you to the last, if you keep within
the bounds of reason. I am really surprised, sir, that you would make
use of such fabulous nonsensical stories as you generally do. Only
look back to the beginning of the subject o?' purgatory, and look at
the fable about purgatory bridge being broken; really, sir, if this story
be true, I am very sorry for it, and as I am informed that you are
a man of charity, I trust you will contribute your mite to have the
bridge repaired again; or if it were rather dear, perhaps a good steam-
boat would answer the purpose equally well, if the renowned Wallace,
or the celebrated Rob Roy could be conveyed over, it would be doing
a good and charitable turn for poor Papists, to get them over dry shod;
perhaps you will think my remark foolish, but truly, I can think of
none better to answer the admirable statement. Now, sir, I wish to
have an earnest word with you, and then I will close; in your remarks
upon my last letter, you mentioned so far, as that you *expected some
good of this person,’ (myself) I most cordially thank you sir, and
I hope you will not be disappointed; but you have not as yet brought
me sufficient proof, that the church of Rome was guilty of all these
bloody tricks of which you accuse her; nor have you ever told me
who mvented the doctrines she holds, or when she ceased from being
true and genuine; this, sir, I am afraid you cannot answer; you seem
to question, if ever I saw the writings olythe fathers which I quoted in
my last, or if I could even read them; indeed, sir, I never did see their
writings, and I am sure I could not read them, although I did see them,
and I question if you could read them either, that is to say, the manu-
scripts which they wrote with their own hands; I might question you the
same, when you quote the Bible or the ten commandments, I might ask
if you ever saw the parchment upon which the prophets and patriarchs
wrote them, and even suppose you saw them, iow could you demon-
strate that they wrote them? gou believe the ten commandments to
“be given to Moses upon two tables of stone by Almighty God himsel,
but did you ever see these tables, or did you see God write them? I
suppose not, but tell me, are they less true, su%pose you nor I never
saw them; I have seen what is said to be wrote by them, in print, and
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I believe any thing of that kind when I have good authority for it:
but yet I do not put any writings, whatever, on a level with the Bible,
I believe every word of it, from the first of Genesis to the end of the
Revelations, to be the infallible word of God; you was good enough
to give me your good advice to return to the church of Scotland; but
why to the church of Scotland more than any other? More than the
. church to which you belong yourself? If you be in the right, the
church of Scotland must be wrong, for if there be a word of truth
in the holy scriptures, there can only be one true church on earth
among the thousands that are spread among us; for it is merely
impossible that Almighty God should reveal one religion to one
people, and a contrary one to another: that is a mystery I shall
never be able to swalrl)(;w, suppose I hear it very often from men of
good education, and even from the pulpits. I hope, sir, if you give
any notice to what I have said, that you will be so good as to give
me your advice which church to adopt as my guide, in which I am
to serve my Maker here on earth, as the most certain foundation, and
likewise your reasons for advising me to follow one more than ano-
ther. It appears that you discovered in my last, that I did not possess
a quiet conscience in the church of Rome; I cannot understand how
you could discover this to be the case, for I only said, that *if you
can prove the church of Rome to be in an error in any one point of
faith, I shall leave her as soon as I see my proof, and you may rely
upon it I shall keep my word, but I cannot say that I have seen that
proof as yet, nor do I expect to see it, but if I shall, I will keep my
promise good. I presume that I discovered an error in one of your
numbers sometime ago, in giving us some of the regulations of a
certain society in Ireland, about praying for the dead; there was a
passage quoted from St. John, which T suppose was misquoted by the
composers of the rules, it was as follows:—*let us not love in word
nor in tongue, but in deed and in truth;” these words was not given
from the right chapter and verse, indeed, but you made a note in
the margin to contradict this passage, saying, ‘ in vain shall the reader
look for such a passage in the common English Bible, look your New
Testament, sir, which is of equal authority, and you will find it in the
3d chapter, and 18th verse, of the first epistle of St. John the divine.
If you publish this letter, I wish to correct a word which was wrong
in my last, speaking of predestination in the seventieth number of TuE
ProTESTANT, instead of ‘ why are we in the esteem,’ read ‘ why are
we denied the esteem.’ Iam sorry want of room prevents me from
saying any more at present—Farewell, - Wux. D.”

- CHAPTER CXIL

REMARKS ON W. D.’S LETTER. PRETENDED QUOTATIONS FROM LUTHER NOT WORTHY
OF CREDIT. NO REAL UNITY IN THE CHURCR OF ROME. JESUITS AND JANSENISTS.

SaTurDAY, August 26th, 1820.

I HAD not room, in the last number, for any remarks on the commu-
nication of W. D.; but, in the present, I hope to be able to answer every
thingvthat rlei]mrec perticular notice. Though he be onlya recent con-

oL IL—6
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vert from the church of Scotland, as he told us in his former letter, he
can misquote and misrepresent as expertly as if he had been born a
Papist. In my eightieth number, page 567, I inserted a popish advertise-
ment, with this motto, “ Let us love not in word or in tongue, but in deed
and in truth, 1 John, 10 ch. 18 v.,” and inserted as a note, “ The reader
will look in vain for such a chapter and verse in the common English
Bible;" thatis, he will look in vain for the 18th verse of the 10th chapter
of 1 John. But W. D. gives as my words, “in vain shall we look for
such a passage in the common English Bible.” He says, I “made a
note in the margin to contradict this passage;” and he gravely tells me
where to find it, supposing I did not know that there were such words
in the New Testament. Now I appeal to W. D. himself, whether this
be not barefaced imposition? and if he has the effrontery to misquote
my own words to my own face, what dependence can we have upon
the accuracy of his quotations from so scarce a book as the works of
Luther? This book, I am persuaded, he never saw. The few extracts
which he gives must have been taken from some popish writer, who
had taken them from some other, so that they may have come through
twenty hands since they were taken from the original ; and no depend-
ence can be placed upon the veracity of any one of the reporters. In m
second number I showed how Amicus Veritatis had garbled the words
of the same reformer, so as completely to misrepresent his meaning;
and I have since found, that what Amicus Veritatis gave as a discovery
of his own, was a mere copy from other books. His very words are
to be found in a book published in England, about ten years ago;* and
I find the very same misquotation of Luther's words in a book pub-
lished in the reign of James I. Yes, the very “ adveniat ancilla,” with
a period instead of a comma, and the entire omission of that part of
the sentence which explains the author’s meaning, may be seen not onl
in the above modern publication, but also in the work of one Francis
Walsingham, printed 1609, in which the garbled half sentence is given
in English, as the entire and fully expressed doctrine of the reformer.
Perhaps fifty later popish authors have taken it upon the authority of
the said Walsingham; and so the lie has passed from one to another,
till it fell to the lot of THE PROTESTANT to detect it, by reference to the
authentic publication of Luther, in the library of our University. 'The
same detection may, indeed, have been made by other authors whose
writings I have not seen.
But we need not be surprised that such writers as W. D. should mis-
uote and misrepresent the words of other people, for he actually does
the same injustice to his own, in order that he may disengage himself
from a dilemma into which he had fallen, by an expression in his for-
mer letter. He says, at the conclusion of his second :—* It appears that
you discovered, in my last, that I did not possess a quiet conscience in
the church of Rome. I cannot understand how you could discover this
to be the case, for I only said, if you can prove the church of Rome to be
in error in any point, I shall leave her as soon as I see any proof”—
Here he breaks off in the middle of a sentence of his own, and leaves
out that part of it on which my remark was founded, which was this:—
“for I am but a late convert from the church of Scotland, in which I

* A Vindication of the Remarks on the Chargs of the Bishop of Durham, page 46
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was educated from my youth, and if I thought ¢ possible to obtain sal-
vation in any other, (‘1' e. than the church of Rome,) I would not de
another day in her communion,” &c. It was upon his words, which I
have here printed in Italics, that I founded the remark, that W. D. was
heartily tired of the communion of his church, seeing he would not
remain in her another day, if it were possible to obtain salvation in any
other. If any man were to say, I would not lodge another day in this
house, if it were possible to obtain another to accommeodate my family,
who would not infer that he was heartily tired of his present residence?

There are several things in my correspondent’s letter too trifling to
require an answer ; such as, when did I form the ﬂl:n of my work ? Itis
of more importance to attend to his promise ; or what, perhaps, he means
as a threat, in these words, “ Take up any point of Catholic faith, and I
shall be ready to contest it with you to the last, if you keep within the
bounds of reason.” Now I must give my correspondent a piece of
information which will surprise him:—It never was my intention to
contest with him, or any body else, any point of “ catholic faith;” that
is, any doctrine which ll{e universal church of Christ,—the whole bod
of real Christians, in all ages, have derived from the word of GOX
This is what is properly called catholic faith; and so far from contest-
ing, it is my purpose to maintain it to the last« It requires no small
degree of effrontery in the vassals of Rome, to call themselves Catho-
lics, and their sect the Catholic church: yet, through mere indifference,
this has been conceded to them by most Protestants, in writing and con-
versation, for half a century. This has given them a vast advantage in
their endeavours to corrupt ignorant persons, with whom names have
often more weight than things. It is one of their tricks to turn up what
is called the apostles’ creed, which is acknowledged to be a composition
of great antiquity, to quote the words, “ holy catholic church,” in which
Protestants profess to believe; and triumphantly to appeal to the lan-
guage of our own profession, as an admission that the cmch of Rome
18 the true church. Ignorant people, who never hear the word catholic
applied to any church but that of Rome, are very apt to stumble and be
deceived by this inconsistency in the language of Protestants, and the
advantage which Papists take of it. I hope this most teasing and tor-
menting work of mine, to give it no worse name, will have this among
other important effects, to restore the legitimate word papist to its place
in our vocabulary. It was used by popish writers themselves, without
scruple, a hundred and fifty yearsago; and it would be so still, if they
did not wish to conceal from Protestants, the real nature of their de-
pendence upon the pope.

1 am aware, however, that W. D. means the faith of Rome; but then,
what becomes of his promise, or threat, to contest every point with me ?
He speaks as if I had not yet entered upon the controversy; as if he
were waiting till I should begin, that he might begin his defence. Now
he certainly knows, that I have taken up, and at least endeavoured to
refute, many a point of Romish faith. Under the heads of transubstan-
tiation, and purgatory, the supremacy of Peter, and of the pope, &c.
&c., I have endeavoured to expose some fundamental articles of the
faith of Rome, as no better than the invention of the devil. Why is it
that he has not entered upon the contest, as he says he is ready to do?
He makes a condition, indeed, by which, perhaps, he will justify him-
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self; that is, if I “keep within the bounds of reason;’ but he must
prove that I have exceeded these bounds, before he can iawfully declare
off. This he has not done, nor even attempted to do. I insist, there-
fore, upon his fulfilling his engagement, to “ contest every point with me
to the last;” and he must do something more than merely assert that I
misrepresent the faith of his church ; and that misrepresenting has been
the practice of all the reformers. I know it has been the practice of all
Papists to say so; but if it really were s0, nothing could be easier than to

rove it. It is sometimes difficult to expose a quibble or a sophism, in
intelligible language; but a misrepresentation may be exposed in a
moment, byany person who understands the subject of it. If, for instance,
it were a misrepresentation to say that a Papist worships, as his God,
that which his eyes and other senses tell him is but a piece of bread, in
the form of a wafer, it could instantly be corrected by giving the real
doctrine of the church as laid down by her authorized standards; and
so with regard to any other point: but neither W. D. nor any other
writer, has yet shown, by a single example, that I have so misrepre-
sented the faith of Rome. I hold it then as good as admitted, that I
have given a true representation of it.

He objects to my statement and remarks upon the different degrees
of sin, as taught in the Douay Catechism; but does little more than
state an objection. He adduces neither argument nor fact to prove that
I had mistaken the meaning of the catechism, in which we have a list
of seven sins which are called deadly, and two classes of other sins
which are distinguished from those that are deadly. What could I
. infer from this, but that those which are distinguished from deadly sins
are not deadly ones? W. D. tells me that it js not so understood by
him and his brethren ; but then I must tell him that he does not under-
stand the meaning of words. I might as well say that when Papists
are spoken of as distinguished from Protestants, it is not understood
that the one-class of persons is different from the other. He tells us,
indeed, that the sins which are distinguished from the deadly, are more
heinous and mote grievous than the deadly ones. I did not know be-
fore that there was any thing worse than deadly; any thing beyond the
eternal death which sin deserves. I have seen no such doctring in any
of the authorized standards of his church; and must suppose it is
merely a private opinion of W. D., which is of no authority whatever.

I do certainly maintain that every sin is deadly in its own nature,
and by the righteous judgment of God. The smallest deviation from
the divine law is disobedience as really as the greatest. Yet I believe
there is no sin so deadly as that the mercy of God cannot pardon it, or
that the blood of Christ cannot cleanse fromit. Without pretending to
speak peremptorily on a difficult subject, I am inclined to think, that
our Lord's words, with regard to the sin againstthe Holy Ghost, had a
special reference to the maTignant rejection of the Saviour, by the Jews,
after thgv had seen his miracles, and witnessed the effects of the descent
of the Holy Spirit after his resurrection. Be thisas it may, we are war-
ranted from the whole tenor of the gospel to say, that no sin which any
man has committed shall not be forgiven, if he shall come to Christ
for forgiveness. Final impenitence is a deadly sin, in every sense of
t!:e expression, though the church of Rome Kas not put it into that
list; for he that is guilty of it, shuts himself up, absolutely and for
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ever, out of the reach of mercy. W. D. cites the words of the apostle -
John, (1 Ecrist. v. 17.) “There is a sin unto death, and a sin not unto
death,” to defend the popish distinction between venial and mortal sins.
If the apostle had said there is a sin that does not deserve death, or is
not in its nature deadly, he would have given countenance to the popish
doctrine ; but this was impossible, for it would have been contrary to
the whole tenor of the word of God, which cannot contradict itself.
What the apostle says, is true of every sin for which a sinner obtains
repentance,—it is not unto death; but sin unrepented of, is unto death;
and as such, i3 not to be prayed for, according to the words of the same
apostle, in the immediately preceding verse. Final impenitence or
impenitence to death, is, I suppose, the only thing which fellow-crea-
tures are warranted to call sin unto death: and the apostle’s injunction

not to pray for it, is a strong testimon inst the popish doctrine of
purgatory and tgrayers for the dead, which perhaps he may have had
1 his eye, for that was one of the errors that appeared in the church at

a very early period. Though impenitence, in the case of any indivi-
dual, should not be final, it effectually bars forgiveness while it con-
tinues ; and we have no warrant to pray for the pardon of the sins of
an unbeliever, or impenitent person, but in the way of his being first
brought to faith and repentance. I hope W. D. will not take it amiss,
that I recommend to him the serious consideration of these thin
He may rest assured that he is more likely to profit by the contempla-
tion of every sin, as deserving God's wrath and curse, than by emf -
vouring to impose upon the words of an inspired apostle, a meaning
that would countenance the error, that some sins are so trifling as not
to deserve punishment in the next, as well as in the present world.

I adviseg W. D. to return to the church of Scotland, because, by his
own account, he had left it under an erroneous impression of the doc-
trine held by that church. I did not hold up the church of Scotland as
the only true church, or as the best of all possible churches, as Papists
foolishlyy hold up theirs; but I maintain it as a principle of cquity and
common sense, that if a man leaves any churcg from a mistake with
regard to any of its principles, he ought to.return and confess his mis-
take, as soon as it is pointed out to him, unless he had found a better,
which, it is very evident W. D. has not done.

My correspondent, by an indefinite use of the word church, bewilders
himself, as all other Papists do. They hold it as a first principle, that
the universal church of Christ is a visible organized body ; and that it
must be under one visible head, such as the pope. But nothing can be
more unlike the pattern exhibited in the New T'estament. When apos-
tles speak of the church of Christ, in the singular number, they mean
the whole company of believers, gathered together as one body in
Christ, who is tt:ir only Head, Lord, and Lawgiver, In this sense, I
admit that there can be only one true church; but then it is not a
church exclusively on the earth; the greater part of it is in heaven.
When the word church is used in reference to the associations of
Christians in this world, so far from its being true that there can be
only one true church on earth, there may be a thousand of them,—all
true churches, and all living by faith in their divine Head, as separate
members, but all belonging to”the general body, and united to him of
whom the whole family In heaven and earth is named. Thus we
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read, in the New Testament, of the church in Jerusalem, the church in
Antioch, the seven churches in Asia, and'the churches in Galatia, of
which the number is not mentioned. It never occurred to inspired
writers, when speaking of organized bodies of Christians, that there
was only one true church in the world. This folly was reserved for
the pope of Rome and his blinded adherents in later times; and it is
worthy of remark, that the apostle Paul, when addressing the Chris-
tians in Rome, does not call tﬁém a church. Addressing those in Co-
rinth, once and again, he speaks to them in their collective capacity,
as “the church of God which is at Corinth.” In like manner, several
other churches are addressed; but his epistle to the Romans is
addressed “ to all that be in Rome, beloved of God, called to be saints,”
(chap. i. v. 7.) as if they had been so many unconnected individuals;
and then, from the 16th chapter, we are led to infer that there were at
least three churches in that city. In v. 3—b5. speaking of Priscilla
and Aquila, it is said, there was a church in their house. In the 14th
verse salutations are sent to Asyncritus, and others, “and the brethren
whick are with them ;' and in the 15th verse, Philologus, and two or
three more are mentioned, “ and all the saints whick are with them.”
These small bodies of Christians, meeting in different places, perhaps
compelled to meet in private houses, not being allowed greater publicity,
would no doubt have a Pond of union among themselves, so as to
acknowledge, and have tellowship with one another, as they had
opportunity; but it is a fact, that they are rowhere in scripture called
the church of Rome. Yet, without the shadow of a foundation in the
New Testament, a monster has arisen under this title, boasting itself to
be the only true church on earth, and the mother and mistress of all
churches.

If T could get my correspondent to understand what a visible orga-
nized church 1s, he would see that it does not necessarily follow, from
the circumstance of one church being right, that another must be wrong.
Every church is in the right that holds the faith once delivered to the
saints; and every church is wrong that corrupts or denies this faith, of
which the church of Rome has been notoriously, and above all others,
guilty, for fifteen hundred years: and as for differences in govern-
ment, discipline, and forms of worship among Protestant churches,
though it would be foolish to say they are all alike agreeable to the
worf of God, yet the difference between the most opposite extremes, is
not equal in importance to many doctrinal differences in the church of
Rome. I admit, that it is “ impossible that God should reveal one reli-
gion to one people, and a contrary one to another;” and when W. D.
says that he hears this *very often from men of good education, and
even from the pulpits,’ I must tell him, in plain English, that I do not
believe it. Unless he is content to sit down under the odious imputa-
tion which this implies, he will tell me from what pulpits he heard such
a sentiment expressed, and who were the speakers.

Though there is much to be deplored in the divisions which exist
among Protestants, their separation into different communions is a
proof of their honesty and sincerity; but the pretended union of doc-
trine in the church of Rome proves her insincerity and falsehood.
The former are so ingenuous and candid, that they cannot profess to be
all of one mind, when they are not; hence their separation into dif-
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ferent communities, each holding what they understand and believe to
be the truth; in general, agreeing in the profession of those funda-
mental truths by which sinners are saved, and therefore acknow!

. by one another as true churches; and differing chiefly with regard to
government and modes of worship, which do not so affect the vitals of
Christianity as to justify the members of one communion in withholding
the appellation of Chnistian from another.

The Dominicans and Franciscans, the Jansenists and the Jesuists,
and many others, were as directly opposed to one another, as any
Protestant sects can possibly be, not on matters of form and discipline
merely, but upon the most fundamental points of doctrine ; yet the holy
and infallible “ head of Catholic unity,” acknowledged them all as
branches of his family, and bestowed upon them many extensive privi-
leges. The Franciscans stoutly maintained that the Virgin Mary was
born immaculate, while the Dominicans asserted that she came into the
world under original sin, though its effects were soon removed. Thus
the two great parties were not agreed about the original character of
one principal object of their worship; and by their quarrel, the peace
of Epurope was disturbed for many a day. In later times the Jesuits
and the Dominicans had a furious contest, on the subjects of fate and
free-will ; the latter “ contending as stoutly, and at as great length in
favour of God’s eternal unconditional decrees, and the absence of all
moral ability in the part of man, as the rankest predestinarian, at whose
beresy” W. D. and other modern Papists “affect to sneer.” Other
subjects of dispute between the Jesuits and other orders were, “the
extent of the jurisdiction and power of the pope,—the Jesuits main-
taining his infallibility, the others opposing it; the extent and preroga-
tives of the church; the natural powers of man, and God’s eternal
decrees; the nature, efficacy, and necessity of divine grace; the doc-
trines of morality, and rules of practice,” &c. 8See a well-written
pamphlet, just published, at Cork, entitled, Six Letters to the Right
Honourable Charles Grant, &c. By SiMpLic1US.

“ Before I conclude,” says this able writer, “ this notice of the parties
which have met and fought in the very bosom of that church which
alone possesses unity, I would slightly allude to the Jansenists, the
most upright and useful body of its day as connected with Rome.
Their contentions with the Jesuits, on the old topic of irace and freewill,
continued from 1642 to 1705. The press aided both parties, produc-
ing at one time, “ The torch of St. Augustine,” and at another, “ Snuf-
fers for St. Augustine’s torch,” and finally, “ A gag for the Jansenists ;”
which gag, through the Jesuitical influence at Rome, was so eﬂ'ecma.ll’y
applied by the bull “unigenitus,” as to effect the demolition of the most
pure and practical body of Christians (notwithstanding some supersti-
tions) that belonged to the church of Rome, since it became papal.”

80 much for the unity of the holy and infallible church.  Different
sects within its bosom teach the most opposite doctrines; and they hate
one another with a perfect hatred. Nothing can exceed the abhorrence
with which the Jesuits speak of Jansenists, to this very day, of which
see an example in the Orthodox Journal for July, 1820. The editor
takes the part of the Jesuits ; the more moderate and respectable of his
brethren in England he calls Jansenists, and as such he abuses them,
as if they were no better than the most detestable heretics.
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CHAPTER CXIL

REMARKS ON W. D.’s LETTER CONTINUED. W. D. NOT SBINCERE IN ASKING FOR COUNSEL
NO CHURCH OUGHT TO BE ADOPTED AS A GUIDE, LEAST OP ALL THE CHURCH OF ROME.
REASONS FOR QUESTIONING WHETHER A MAN CAN HONESTLY SERVE CHRIST IN THAT
CHURCH. SHE ESTABLISHES INIQUITY BY LAW, INTERESTING EXTRACT PROM THE
LIFE OF JOHN CRAIG, A CONVERT FROM POPERY.

SATURDAY, September 2d, 1820.

Nor being able to finish my remarks on W. D.’s letter in my last
number, I am obliged to continue the subject in the present one. The
reader will have seen that my correspondent charges me pretty freely
with lying, slander, and misrepresentation ; and he thinks the Protestant
religion must be in a miserable state, seeing its advocates have recourse
to such means of defence. If it were worth while to retort upon this wri-
ter, it would be easy to show, that the accusations which he brings against
Protestants, and against TRE PRoTESTANT in particular, more truly be-
long to himself and to his sect. Inthe very letter on which I am remark-
ing, he misquotes my words, misrepresents my meaning, and falsely
asserts that I had written a note to contradict a passage in the New Testa-
ment. (See the latter part of his letter, No. 110, and the first paragraph of
No. 111.) This is a glaring instance of his being guilty ofthe very thing
of which he accuses me; but he has not pointed out a single instance
of the kind on my part. He admits that I have of late “ quoted some
of the principal Catholic works that are common among” them; but he
does not say that I have misquoted a single word, or misrepresented the
meaning of a single sentence. In his charges of slander, lying, and
misrepresentation, he fixes upon nothing definite; he adduces no in-
stance to support his general accusation, unless it be the story of purga-
tory bridge, which he calls a fable, as it really is, but I did not give it
as a fact, but as a fable of priestly invention; and many such lies the
priests have invented in orger to raise money. The story of the bridge
18 not more absurd and ridiculous than the fable of purgatory itse%ﬂ
which, no doubt, W. D. believes with all his heart; and doing this, he
ought to have no difficulty in swallowing the story of the bridge.

I cannot but reflect with great satisfaction on such a communication
from such a correspondent. ~ He has been searching every page of my
two volumes, with the eye and the mind of an adversary, in order to
find something against me, and he has discovered nothing that he can
refer to, as an example of departure from the straight rule of truth and
sincerity ; and therefore he has recourse to a mere general charge of
the venomous spirit with which I treat his religion, and the thousands
of other ridiculous nonsense with which I amuse my readers. I could
desire no greater testimony in my favour, than the silence of an adver-
sary as to any specific charge, while his hostility leads him to deal in
general and undefined accusations.

He has read many a plain and scriptural exposure of the errors of
his church, on the subjects of transubstantiation, sacrifice of the mass,
auricular confession, purgatory, &c., and to all this he does not reply
a single word. His holy mother must sit down under all the accusa-
tions which I have brought against her; and he has nothing to say in
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her behalf ; except to assail her antagonist with scolding and hard words;
and to assert that he has not yet seen any proof that she is in error in
any one point of faith. It would have been more to the;furpose, had he
attem; to show that the things which I have exposed are not errors,
but truths founded upon the divine word. This he has not thought
proper to do; and it may be presumed, that few beside himself will be
satisfied with his bare assertion, that he has not yet seen what any man
who does not shut his eyes may see.

W. D. seems, at first view, to be in earnest when he requests my ad-
vice, which church to adopt as his guide, in which ke may serve his
Maker here on earth, as the most certain foundation, and likewise m
reasons for advising him to follow one more than another. I have al-
ready advised him to return to the church of Scotland, and have given
my reason for doing so; but it seems very evident from the tenor of
his letter, that he does not really want any advice on the subject. He
has made up his mind already. He not only has not seen any proof
that his church is in error, but he tells us plainly that he does not ex-
pect to see it. He has shut his eyes, and he is determined to keep
them shut. He has adopted that fundamental principle of popery, “1
believe as the church believes.” - This leaves no room for inquiry,
or the exercise of private judgment. W. D. therefore, cannot be
really in earnest in asking advice, what church to adopt as his
guide, seeing he has already adopted an infalliblé one. But he would
gladly get me to engage in a discussion of the merits and demerits
of d.i&erent Protestant churches; and thus draw me away from the
weekly exposure of the deformity of that of Rome, which it appears he
can neither defend nor conceal. He has thrown out a bait, once and
again, to hook me away from my e. In his first letter, by an
attack upon the 8horter Catechism ; and in his second, by extracts, real
or pretended, from the works of Luther, he throws out a sort of chal-
lenge to engage in a discussion of the doctrine of the divine decrees,
which I am sure is beyond both his depth and mine ; and is, I suppose,
chosen by him on this very account, knowing that if we were to begin,
we would “ find no end, in wandering mazes lost.”

But whether he be really desirous of advice or not, I shall take the
liberty of telling him, and my other readers of his communion, that the
ought not to adopt any church as their guide. Every Christian chure
itself is subject to a guide that is above it This is the word of God
contained in the holy scriptures, which is the only infallible guide of
churches collectively, and of Christians individually ; and I request
them to consider farther, that it will be of little avail for persons to be-
long to any church, unless they belong to the Saviour, and be united
to him as his members, which 18 the blessed condition of all who be-
lieve his gospel and submit to his authority, and of no others, though
they should belong to the purest church in the world. To belong to
Christ, in the sense of being his members, it is necessary to accept of
salvation, as the gift of free grace, upon the footing of his righteousness
alone, to the entire exclusion of self-righteousness, as well as the merits
of any saint, or of all the saints put together. To belong to Christ, it
is also necessary to be born again by the influence of the Holy 8pirit,
to become a new creature, and to live a new life ; that is, a life of devo-
tion and obedience to the will of God. '

Vor IL—7
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To such submission to the righteousness of God, and such obe-
dience to the will of God, the principal Protestant churches present no
obstruction ; at least, nothing to hinder any individual from living by
faith in Christ alone as his Saviour and intercessor, and from practising’
all the duties of a holy life. Some churches may afford greater helps
than others for promoting a life of faith and obedience ; but I know of
none that holds the true Protestant faith, in which a Christian would
be authoritatively prevented from living the life of a Christian. But it
is otherwise in the church of Rome. The errors which she teaches
by authority, strike at the root of the true faith and of holy practice. It
is impossib{e for a member of this church to profess the faith of the gos-
pel in its divine simplicity and purity, without incurring the punish-
ment of heresy. Yet to profess the faith of Christ is as really a duty
binding upon a Christian as to believe in him. “ As with the heart man
believeth unto righteousness, so with the mouth confession is made to
salvation.” Rom. x. 10. Now suppose a- member of the church of
Rome to confess Christ, and say that he trusts in him alone for salva-
tion from first to last, without regard to his own works and deservings;
that he has not, and never can have any merit to plead in the sight of
God; and that all the merit of the saints in heaven could not serve the
purpose of his salvation, or contribute to it in the smallest degree, he
would be in danger, if within reach of the Inquisition, of being burnt
to death for his heresy. Thus the very first principle of the Christian
life meets with positive, powerful obstruction in the church of Rome ;
and the confession of the truth, which is the first duty of one who be-
lieves it, is authoritatively interdicted.

Should a man set his {eart to worship God alone, in the name of the
one Mediator, he would meet with a thousand obstacles in the church
of Rome. The priests would be incessantly thrusting themselves be-
tween him and the object of his worship, and diverting his mind from
every devout contemplation. Should he express gratitude to God for
the sanctifying grace of the Holy Spirit, the priest would command him
to think of the virtues of his holy water. 8hould he confide in the inter-
cession of Christ in heaven, as sufficient to maintain his cause before
God, the priest would command him, under pain of anathema, to apply
to the Virgin Mary, and fifty other intercessors, before he should ven-
ture to go glo the Saviour himself. 8hould he express humble confidence
in approaching the throne of divine mercy, wi& confession of his sins,
and the hope of forgiveness, the priest would let him know, that he must
confess his sins to him, and look to him for absolution. Should he en-
deavour to regulate his life according to the precepts of the divine law,
his ghostly guide would enjoin upon him a course of austerities, and
pligrimages, and fastings, on certain days of the week, and at certain
times of the year, for which there is no precept in the word of God, but
attention to which would effectually divert his mind from the divine
commandments. And if he should think of worshipping God a8 a
Sipirit, in spirit and in truth, he would be distracted by the exhibition
of images of Christ, and of the Virgin Mary, and other saints, present-
ed as helps to his devotion, though he knew them to be no better than
vain idols.

I shall make one other supposition, which might be realized at any
time in the church of Rome. Suppose one of her members, deeply
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affected by Christ’s sufferings and death, and professing to view this as
a complete atonement for sin, should express his gratitude to God for
for this all-perfect sacrifice, and his confidence in that Saviour, whom
the heavens have received, whom therefore he does not see with his
bodily eyes, or expect ever to see in this world, agreeably to the words
of the apostle Peter, “ whom having not seen ye love, in whom though
now ye see him not, yet believing, ye rejoice with joy un ble and
full of glory ;"—Suppose, I say, one making these professions, and
about to express his gratitude to God accordingly, a priest steps for-
ward, and tells him that there was nothing particular in the m&srings
and death of Christ, but what he exhibits every day in the sacrifice of the
mass ; and that he is mistaken in supposing that Christ is not now to
be seen in this world, for he takes out of a box a consecrated wafer, and
assures him that that is the very Christ that was born of the virgin,
that was crucified, rose from the dead, and sat down at the right hand
of God Who, on receiving such information from his priest, whom
he is taught to consider his divinely appointed instructor in the faith,
would not feel his devotion effectually marred, by such a representa-
tion of Christ and his atoning sacrifice? Yet, without the least exag-
geration this is the true import of what the church of Rome teaches;
and a genuine Papist will give up every article of divine revelation,
sooner than he will part with the dogma, that the consecrated wafer is
the real body and blood, soul and divinity of Jesus Christ ; and that the
mass is a real propitiatory sacrifice for the living and the dead. Where
this is constantly maintained, as it is in the church of Rome, there
must be an insurmountable obstacle to every act of divine worship, that
can be called a reasonable service.

W. D. expresses a wish to be informed in what church he may serve
his Maker here on earth, as the most certain foundation. From what
I have said above, I hope every enlightened reader will perceive,
whether W. D. does 8o or not, that he cannot serve his Maker in the
church of Rome; that supposing him to receive the truth of the gospel
in purity, he would not be permitted to honour his Maker by publicly
professing it; because that church has authoritatively condemned the
gospel of the grace of God, which brings salvation to the guilty, solely
upon the footing of Christ’s. perfect obedience and atoning sacrifice ;
has set up the merits of saints and the mass of sacrifice to be t
in; has commanded all her members, under pain of anathema, to regard
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