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GENERAL INTRODUCTION.

If 1 understand the dispensations of Divine Providenecs, I think it
may be correctly said, the publication of this volume is the result of the
dealings of a merciful God with myself and family.

From the time it pleased Him to impart to me his grace, I have en-
deavored to consult and follow the guidance of his Providence.

In this endeavor, I believe I have done my duty, except in dne case
which resulted in a disappointment of no particular importance.

Here it is unnecessary to go into particulars. I will only say that in
1850 I had turned my attention to the Romish claims; and in 1852 pre-
pared and published my ¢ Contrast,” in reply to a passage marked in
Prof. Schaff’s ¢ Principle of Protestantism,” with no intention or expecta-
tion of replying to any notice that might be taken of it in Mercersburg.
But when Schaff’s bulky history came out, in the English language, with &
long and singular note, unoonnected with his history in the German lan-
guage, I determined to prepare and publish my “.1~/idote to the Poison
of Popery, &e.,” and assigned, in the Introducti--: ‘o it, in pamphlet
form, my reasons. It appeared from the. press in lvo4.

Here I thonght my labors would end.

But a ministerial brother, who had seen published in the Puritan Re-
corder a very favorable notice of it, suggested to me to enlarge it into a
volame ; observing, ‘It may do good when you are dead.”

Reflecting on the suggestion, I soon found I could collect matter to fill
a small volume. I determined to prepare one; and in writing it, the
difficulty has been to compress the materials at hand into a duodesimo
of a moderato size. It might have been greatly extended.

By reading the numerous quotations from Mosamu and Epear, Fox
and Quick, Bishop Nxwron, Bowzr, and D Cormrwiv, scattered
through the thres Parts, the reader may gain an accurate and pretty full
acquaintance with the history of the Papacy or the Romish Church,

If any reader shall observe that I have not taken notice of the popes in
chronological order, it will, I think, be a sufficient apology to remind
him that, as 1 was not writing a history of the popes, 1 was justified in
presenting them to view as they came to my notice, in the course of my
investigations, and to recall some, at different times, when the argument
made it proper. In acting so, I have, I beheve, only imitated courts of
Jjustice. J.J. J.

New-Brunswick, April 1856. .



NOTICES OF CONTRAST.

The Presbyterian Magazine, vol. ii. Nov. 1852, writes
thus:
A Coxtrast between the erroneous assertions of Professor Schaff, and
the Testimony of credible Ecclesiastical Historians in regard to the

STATE OF THE CHRISTIAN CHURCH IN THE MIDDLE AGES. By the Rev. J.
J. Janzway, D. D. New-Brunswick, N. J

Dr. Schaff, in one of his publications, took occasion to
laud the Church of the Middle Ages, its religious spirit, po-
litical influence, magnificent cathedrals, rich paintings, lofty
music, theological and poetic literature, &c. Dr. Janeway,
having no faith in external pomp, popish ceremonials, church
vanities, and doctrinal heresies, brings the Professor up to
the bar of history, and mak:s him listen to an array of testi-
mony which, if he that hath ears hears, must sound not only
like a ‘“contrast,” but like awful truth. Dr. Janeway has
hit upon a efood expedient to enlighten the public mind.
and produced a publication worthy of his Protestant spirit
and evangelical character. Among his concluding para-
graphs, he says:

“If they (Professors Schaff and Nevin) are inclined to
make a pilgrimage to Rome, for the purpose of worshipping
madonnas and saints, we feel inclined to remain at home
and worship the only true object of worship, who will not
give his glory to another.”

The Biblical Repertory and Princeton Review, vol. xxv.

Jan, 1853, publishes this short notice :

A Contrast, between the Erroneous Assertions of Prof. Schaff, and the
Testimony of credible Eoclesiastical Historians, in regard to the state
of the Church in the Middle Ages. By J. J. Janeway, D. D. New-
Brunswick, N. J. 1852.

It is the fashion of the day to turn from Puritan simplicity
o the pomp and symbolizations of the middle (ages, to-mis-
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take sesthetical for spiritual excellence, and to make bet;luati
cover a multitude of sins. The middle ages-doubtless
their wonders of art and intellect, and also of piety, but as a
period of the Church, they are the last to be held up for ad-
miration or imitation. Dr. Janeway’s phlet, we hope,
will do good, by presenting moral deformities of an age,
upon which philosophers and young ladies, in illustration of
the adage that exiremes meet, unite in doting.

The Rev. Dr. Sprague, of Albany, wrote to the author of
the Contrast, Jan. 24, 1853, thus:

%1 was greatly interested in your homily written for the

benefit of Dr. Nevin and other travelers towards the dark

ages.
T have written a brief notice of it for the Puritan Re-
corder.” :

NOTICES OF ANTIDOTE.

The Christian Intelligencer, April 27, 1854, has this no-
tice :

A¥NTIOTE 10 THE Pomon oF PorERy IN 7uR Punrroarions o¥ Prormsson
Scmary. By J. J. Janewsy, D. D. 50 pages, 8vo. J. Terhune &
Son, New-Brunswick.

Our octogenarian friend is wakeful in the detection of
error, and vigorous still in the defence of truth. The Pusey-
istic tendencies of Professor Schaff’s writings, and his sym-
pathy with Rome, are no longer secrets to the Christian
community. An able, popular, and plausible writer, occu-
pying an influential position, he has done much to unsettle
from its moorings the branch of the American Church with
which he is connected. His errors have called out animad-
version, pointed and just, from many quarters. In the
pamphlet before us, Dr. Janeway exposes the Papistical sym-
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pathies of the Professor, his perversion of history, and his

inconsistency -and self-eontradiction, and interweaves with
his work an argument in proof of the fallacy of the assump-
tien on which is founded the usurpations of the Papscy.
The pamphlet embodies in concise form a large amount
of matter, is earnest and able, and well calculated to suhserve
the cause of truth. We hope that it will find extensive cir-
culation, and especially in quarters where it is most nee]aged.

The Theological and Literary Journal, edited by David
N. Lord, July, 1854, says:

ANTIDOTE T0 THE Pomon o¥ Porery, in the Publications of Professor
Schaff, first in his Essay, and then in his History. By J. J. Janeway,
D.D. New-Brunswick, N. J. 1854. .

The object of this pamphlet is to show first, that the
theory of development advanced by Professor Schaff in his
Essay several years since on Protestantism, and the lavish
commendations he bestowed in it on the Catholic church of
the middle ages, indicate that he was then in fact a philo-
sophic Papist, and that some of the worst features of that
apostate power were the objects of his enthusiastic admira-
tion. Next, to confute from the Scripture the Romish doc-
trine of the primacy of Peter, and the enormous usurpations
and impieties that have been founded on it. And thirdly,
to show that though there is a large infusion in his recently
translated history of modified and opposite views, Professor
Schaff, nevertheless, gives the most unequivocal evidence
that he still retains his Romish principles and predilections ;
that notwithstanding his ostentatious professions and showy
flourishes of rhetoric, the theoretic system on which he pro-
ceeds will naturally carry those who take himn as a guide,
into unsophisticated Romanism ; and that he must, therefore,
be regarded either as unreliable in his protestations against
Popery, or else as not understanding himself. That the es-
timate Dr. Janeway has formed of Professor Schaff as a
Papist, as far as he has any religious faith or sentiment, as
deceptive, and as resolved at all events, if practicable, to
spread his philosophic and historical doctrines here, is cor-
rect, we do not doubt. That Prof. Schaff does not compre-
hend his own principles, no one who has read his work, and
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18 familiar with the theories of his brother Germans, of
which they are a mere echo, will for a moment imagine.
The system was long since wrought out in all its great
featares by Schelling Schleiermacher, Hegel, Neander, and
a crowd of others, and is as well understood in all its rela-
tions, as any other branch of modern false and dreamy spec-
ulation. Professor Schaff has not changed its great outline
in any important degree, nor varied its prevailing coloring.
He has only altered the grouping of some of the subordinate
parts, and given here and there a softer touch to the delinea-
tions. To suppose, therefore, that with his principles of
philosophy and of development, he can be a sincere Protest-
ant, and believer in the work of redemption, is as impossible
as it is to suppose that pitch darkness and dazzling light, to
the same eyes, reign at the same time in the same place. In
the fancy in which some indulge that Professor Schaff disa-
grees in any essential particular from Nevin, we have not the
slightest faith. Their philosophy is the same ; all the Ro-
mish doctrines advanced by Nevin are advanced also, or
sanctioned by Professor Schaff; and he openly endorses
Nevin in his principal writings, and commends him with
lavish eulogy. What sort of estimate must be formed of
Professor Schaff’s principles, if, after all he disagrees with
him in the forms, and in the degrees, in which Protestants
disagree with Romanists

The pamphlet is written with spirit and point ; is marked
by high moral feelings ; and, whick is a rare merit, is free
from the heartless professions of respeet with which many
are accustomed to soften and countervail the proteststions
they utter against false and dangerous teachers. It confutes
effectually the doctrine of Peter'’s primacy, whieh Professor
Schaff sanctions, and points out a series of misstatements,
blunders, and inconsistencies, which reveal to the reader the
deceptive character of his work, and show with what caution
its representations, on the subject of the Papacy especially,
are to be received. .
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NOTICES OF HOPE FOR THE JEWS.

The Theological and Literary Journal, No. xxv., July,
1854, says:

Horx yor THE JEWS; or, the Jews will be converted to the Christian
Faith, and settled and organized as a nation in the land of Palestine.
%y J. J. Janeway, D. D. New-Brunswick, N, J. J. Terhune & Son.

53, .

This volume presents a brief view of the great predictions
which occupy a large share of the Old and a portion of the
New Testament, of the restoration, conversion, and national
re-organization of the Israelites; and a confutation of the
false notion lately advanced by Mr. Williamson, that they
are no longer the subjects of the covenant with Abraham,
nor of any of the promises that were ori%inally made to
them. - The disbelief by the Protestant church generally
of the redemption of the Israelites, according to the prophe-
cies, is one of the events that characterize the age, and be-
speaks an astonishing misconception of the laws of lanw,
and the aims of the divine government. We once asked &
young gentleman who had just finished his medical educa-
tion by attending the lectures of several distinguished pro-
fessors in this city, if he would inform us where the muscles
are situated by which breathing is performed. After a pause
of a few moments, he answered that he had never heard the
subject treated by his-instructors, and, indeed, that the ques-
tion had never presented itself to him. * His oversight of so
important a part of the human frame was of little significance
compared with that of ministers of the sacred word who
have never learned that the prophets foreshow, and with a
frequency, copiousness, and emphasis that distinguish the
theme from others which their revelations respect, that the
Israelites are to be recalled from their dispersion, re-estab-
lished in their ancient land, and re-adopted and honored as
God’s chosen people. It were not more singular, nor would
it indicate a more extraordinary blindness, to overlook the
prediction of the resurrection of the dead, or the immortality
of the life to which the dead are to be raised. Those who
wish a plain, summary, and pointed exhibition of the teach-
ings of the sacred word on the subject, will find it in the
statements and reasonings of this volume.

60 other notices as end of volume.
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PART X.

A CONTRAST

BETWEEN THE

ERRONEOUS ASSERTIONS

oF

i

PROFESSOR SCHAF,

AFND THE TESTIMONY OF

Qredible Ecclesinstical BHistoriaus,

IK REGARD TO THE
*  STATE OF THE CHRISTIAN CHURCH,

IN THE MIDDLE AGES.






ADVERTISEMENT.

This humble performance is published to awaken the at-
tention of Protestants and others to the false re;resentations
made in favor of PorEry; and to excite them to search for
the testimonies of credible historians in regard to the fatal
errors, the gross ignorance, shameful licentiousness, and hea-
thenish idolatry, that have prevailed ar.nong the priests and
bishops, and been patronized by the Pontiffs of the Roman
Catholic Church: and to study the Holy Scriptures, that
they rﬂay learn that its glory is departed, and that it can no

longer be acknowledged to be a true church of Jesus Christ.
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A CONTRAST, &.

CHAPTER 1.

LAUDATION OF THE PAPACY,

In 1845, a pamphlet of 215 pages was published
at Chambersburg, Penn., “ PUBLICATION OFPFICE” of
' the German Reformed Church.

TITLE.

“THE PRINCIPLE OF PROTESTANTISM as related fo
the PRESENT STATE oF THE CHURCH, by PHimp
SceAF, PH. D., Professor of Church Hlstory and
Blbhca.l theramre in the Theological Seminary of
' the German Reformed Church. -

The pamphlet was translated from the German,
with an INTRODUCTION, by JorN W. NEVIN, D. D.

‘When the writer of the CONTRAST read this pam-
phlet, several years ago, he marked with double
pencil lines in the MARGIN, a long paragraph, on pp. -
137 and 188. It surprised him that such a paragraph
should be published by Professor ScHAF, and be en-
dorsed by Professor NEVIN; both professing to be

' PROTESTANTS. The paragra.ph is this:

“ Catholicism, particularly in its medieeval Romanc-
Germariic period, carried with i, if we put out of view
ita monastic institutions, a very distinct sense of the



18 SCHAF'S LAUDATION

nihil humani a me alienum puto as just described. It
is this precisely which renders the Middle Ages so
grand and venerable, that religion in this period ap-
pears the all moving, all ruling force, the centre
around which all moral :truggles and triumphs, all
thought, poetry and action, are found to revolve.
All sciences, and philosophy itself, the science of the
sciences, were handmaids to theology, which based
itself on the principle of Augustine, Fides praecedit
tntellectum. Before the pope, as the head and repre-
sentative of Christendom, all states bowed themselves
with reverent homage; and even the German emperor
himself could not feel secure in his place, save as formal-
ly acknowledged by the chief bishop of the Church.
Princes and people arose at his bidding, forsook coun-
tty and friends, submitted to the most severe priva.
tions, to kneel at the Savior’s tomb and water it with |
thankful tears. According to the reigning idea, the
State stood related to the Church like the moon to the -
sun, from which it borrows all its light. All forms
of lite, all national manners, were suffused with magic
interest from the unseen world. The holy sacra-
ments ran like threads of gold through the whole tex-,
ture of life, in all its relations, from infancy to old
age. The different arts vied with each other, in the,
.service of the Church. The most magnificent 9.nd|
beautiful buildings of the period, are the cathedrals; J
those giant stone flowers, with their countless turrets,l
storming the heavens and bearing the soul on high, |
and their mysterious devotional gloom, visited nevenl
by the light of the natural day, but only by mystia
irradiations poured through stained glass; domes, th
authors of which stood so completely in the gene
life of the Church, and were so occupied only wi
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the honor of God in their work, that with a divine
carelessness they have left even their own names to
perish in oblivion. The maxim was, let the best
house belong to the Lord. The richest paintings were
madonnas and images of the saints, as produced by &
FrA BEATO ANGELICO DA FIESOLE, a FRA BaRrTOLO-
MEO, a LEONARDO DA VINCI, & PERUGINO, &8 RAPHAEL,
and a MICHAEL ANGELO. It was felt, that the fairest
among the sons of men, and the connections in which
he stood, must furnish the most worthy material for
the pencil. The most lofty and impressive music,
according to Old Testament example, resounded in
the public worship of God. Poetry sang her deepest
and most tender strains to the Lord and his bride;
and the greatest poet of the Middle Ages, DANTE, has
left behind him in his “ Divine Comedy” an image
simply of the religious spirit and theological wisdom
of the age, as occupied with eternity itself and all its
dread realities. Truly a great time, and for one who
is prepared to understand it, fraught with the richest
spiritual interest. He that has no heart for the ex.
cellencies of this period, the beauty that belongs to
the Middle Ages, must be wanting in genuine culture,
or at least in all right historical feeling.”

Does this contain historical truth? Was religion
in such a -desirable and flourishing state during the
middle ages? Did true scriptural knowledge so pre-
vail in the Church, and bring forth such rich fruits in
the lives of professing christians, as this statement im-
ports? Was the government of the Church in rela-
tion to civil government, as it,ught to be; and did
it acecord with the views and instructions of the great
Founpzer and HEAD of the Church, our Lorp JEsus
CHrisT?
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So affirmi Professors ScEA¥ and NEVIN.

Let this be remembered by the reader.

Now, we do not intend to set up our affirmation in
opposition to their affirmation.. We merely design to
set their confident statements in contrast with the
testimony of CREDIBLE AND FAITHFUL ECCLESIASTICAL
HISTORIANS.

e



. CHAPTER IL

- DARENESS NOT LIGHT.

MosHE1M, speaking of the LATINS of the XTH CEN-
TURY, says, “ They were, almost without exeeption,
sunk in the most brutish and barbarous ignorance ;
8o that according to the unanimous accounts of the
most credible writers, nothing could be more melan-
choly and deplorable than the darkness that reigned
in the western world, during this century; which,
with respect to learning and philosophy at least, may
be called the Jron Age of the Latins. Vol. ii. p. 838.

ED@AR, in his “Variations of Popery,” says, (p.
405) “The state of the Latin communion, at the
introduction of transubstantiation, was perhaps the
chief reason of its origin, progress, and final establish-
ment. The tenth century was a period of darkness
and superstition. Philosophy seems to have taken its
departure from Christendom, and to have left man-
kind to grovel in a night of ignorance, unenlightened
with a single ray of learning. Cimmerian clouds
overspread the literary horizon, and quenched the sun
of science. Immorality kept pace with ignorance,
and extended itself to the pricsthood and to the
people. 'Fhe floodgates of moral pollution seemed to
have been set wide open, and inundations of all im-
purity, poured on the Christian world through the
channels of the Roman Hierarchy. The enormity of
the clergy was faithfully copied by the laity. Both
sunk into equal degeneracy, and the popedom ap-
peared one vast, deep, frightful, overflowing ocean of
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corruption, horror, and contamination. Ignorance and
immorality are the parents of error and superstition.
The mind void of information, and the heart destitute
of sanctityeare prepared to embrace ary fabrication
or absurdity.”



CHAPTER IIIL

IGNORANCE AND DEPRAVITY OF THE OLIBGY‘ AND OF
THE PEOPLE.

CENTURY X.

“ Both in the eastern and western provinces,” says
Mosherm, *the clergy were, for the most part, com-
posed of a most worthless set of men, shamefully illit-
erate and stupid, ignorant more especially in religious
matters, equally enslaved to sensuality and supersti-
tion, and capable of the most abominable and flagitious
deeds. This dismal degeneracy of the sacred order
was, according to the most credible accounts, princi-
pally owing to the pretended chiefs and rulers of the
universal church, who indulged themselves in the
commission of the most odious crimes, and abandoned
themselves to the lawless impulse of the most licenti-
ous passions without reluctance or remorse, who con-
founded, in short, all difference between just and
unjust, to satisfy their impious ambition, and whose
spiritual empire was such a diversified scene of in-
iquity and violence, as never was exhibited under any
of those temporal tyrants, who have been the scourges
of mankind.” Vol. ii. p. 889. :

Again he says, pp. 400-401, * Besides the reproac!
of the grossest ignorance, which the Latin clergy in
this century so justly deserve, they were also charge-
able, in a very heinous degree, with two other odious
and enormous vices, even concubinage and simonys
which the greatest part of the writers of these unhappy
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times acknowledge and deplore. As to the first of
these vices, it was practiced too openly to admit of
any doubt. The priests, and what is still more sur-
prising, even the sanctimonious monks, fell victims to
the triumphant charms of the sex, and to the imperi-
ous dominion of their carnal lusts; and, entering into
the bonds of wedlock or concubinage, squandered
away in a most luxurious manner, with their wives
and mistresses, the revenues of the church. The
other vice above mentioned reigned with an equal
degree of impudence and licentiousness. The election
of bishops and abbots was no longer made according
to the laws of the church ; but kings and princes, or
their ministers and favourites, either conferred these
ecclesiastical dignities upon their friends and creatures,
or sold them, without shame, to the highest bidder.
Hence it happened, that the most stupid and flagitious
wretches were frequently advanced to the most im-
portant stations in the church; and that, upon several
occasions, ever soldiers, civil magistrates, counts, and
such like persons, were, by a strange metamorphosis,
converted into bishops and abbots. GREGorY VIL
endeavoured, in the following century, to put a stop
to these two growing evils.”

CENTURY XIIL

The darkness increases through succeeding eentu-
ries, so that this historian writes of the XIIIth thus:
-4 Among the Latins, many concurring causes united
o0 augment the darkness of that cloud that had already
been ocest over the divine lustre of genuine Chris-
tianity. On the one hand, the Roman pontiffs could
=0t bear the thoughts of any thing that might have
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the remotest tendency to diminish their authority, or
to encroach upon their prerogatives; and therefore
they laboured assiduously to keep the multitude in
the dark, and. to blast every attempt that was made
towards a reformation in the doctrine or discipline of
the church. On the other hand, the school divines,
among whom the Dominican and Franciscan monks
made the greatest figure on account of their unintel-
ligible jargon and subtilty, shed perplexity and dark-
ness over the plain truths of religion by their intricate
distinctions and endless divisions, and by that cavil-
ing, quibbling, disputatious spirit, that is the mortal
enemy both of truth and virtue. It is true, that these
scholastic doctors were not all equally chargeable with
corrupting the truth ; the most enormous and criminal
corrupters of Christianity were those who led the
multitude into the two following abominable errors:
that it was in the power of man to perform, if he
pleased, a more perfect obedience than God required ;
and that the whole of religion consisted in an external
air of gravity, and in certain composed bodily ges-
tures.

“It will be easy to confirm this general account of
the state of religion by particular facts. In the fourth
eouncil of the Lateran that was held by INNocEsT IIL
in the year 1215, and at which a prodlgxous number
of ecclesiastics were assembled, that imperious pontiff)
without deigning to consult any body, published no
less than seventy laws or decrees, by which- not only
the authority of the popes and the -power of the
clergy were confirmed and extended, but also new
doctrines, or articles of faith, were imposed upon
Christians. Hitherto the opinions of the Christian
doctors, concerning the manner in which the body and

8 B
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blood of CHRIST were present in the eucharist, were
extremely different ; nor had the church determined
by any clear and positive decree, the sentiment that
was to be embraced in relation to that important
matter. It was reserved for INNOCENT to put an end
to the liberty, which every Christian had-hitherto
enjoyed, of interpreting this presence in the manner
he thought most agreeable to the declarations of
scripture, and to decide in favor of the most monstrous
doctrine that the frenzy of superstition was capable
of inventing. This audacious pontiff pronounced the
.opinion that is embraced at this day in the church of
Rome relating to that point, to be the only true and
orthodox aceount of the matter ; and he had the honor
of introducing and establishing the use of the term
Transubstantiation, which was hitherto absolutely un-
known. The same pontiff placed, by his own au-
thority, among the duties prescribed by the divine
laws, that of auricular confession to a priest; a con-
fession that implied not only a general acknowledg-
ment, but also a particular innumeration of the sins
and follies of the penitent. ‘Before this period several
doctors, indeed, looked upon this kind of confession, as
a duty inculcated by divine authority; but this
opinign was not publicly received as the doctrine of
the church. For though the confession of sins was
justly looked upon as an essential duty, yet it wasleft
to every Christian’s choice, to make this confession
mentally to the Supreme Being, or to express it in
words to a spiritual confident and director. These
two laws, which, by the authority of INNOCENT,
were received as laws of God, and adopted, of con-
sequence, as laws of the church, occasioned a multi-
tude of new injunctions and rites, of which not even
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the smallest traces are to be found in the sacred
writings, or in the apostolic and primitive ages, and
which were much more adapted to establish and ex-
tend the reign of superstition, than to open the eyes
of the blinded multitude upon the enormous. abuses
of which it had been the source.” Vol. iii. pp. 285-
237.

On page 252, speaking of the rites and ceremonies
of the church, the historian says, *Instead of men-
tioning these additions, we shall only observe in gen-
eral, that religion was now become a sort of raree-show
in the hands of the rulers of the church, who, to

render its impressions more deep and lasting, thought
proper to exhibit it in a striking manner to the
external senses. For this purpose, at certain stated
times, and especially upon the more illustrious

festivals, the miraculous dispensations of the divine
" wisdom in favor of the church, and the more remark-
able events in the Christian history, were represented
under certain allegorical figures and images, or rather
in a kind of mimic show. But these scenic-represent-
ations, in which there was a motley -mixture of mirth
. and gravity, these tragi-comical spectacles, though
they amised and affected in a certain manner the
gazing populace, were highly detrimental, instead of
being useful, to the cause of religion; they degraded
its dignity, and furnished abundant matter of laughter
to its enemies.”

So much for the prevalence of true knowledge of
. the gospel, and of true piety, among the clergy and
people, How ignorant and unchristian were both I’
‘What are we to think of the confident representations
of Professor ScHAF ?




CHAPTER IV.

ROMAN PONTIFFS AND CHURCH GOVERNMENT IN THE
MIDDLE AGES,

“The pope, as the head and representative of
Christendom,” and his influence over Princes and
people—the government of the church and its control
over civil government, are extolled by Professor
ScHAF in the highest terms.

Do facts justify his glowing statement? What is
the true and sober testimony of history in relation both
to the Popes, the self-styled heads and representatives
of Christendom, and to the government of the church,
and its unchristian assumption of a dominant power
over states and kingdoms? It condemns the Profes- ~
sor’s confident and erroneous representations |

Bearing on these two important particulars, we
might transcribe many pages from MosHEIM and
other historians. But, as we study brevity, we limit
ourselves to a few of his pages, to expose the utter
unworthiness of the Roman pontiffs of thetr exalted
station, and their unboly and wicked ambition in as-
piring to establish absolutism over both church and
state, in the middle ages.

CENTURY X.

“The history of the Roman pontiffs, that lived in -
“this century, is a history of so many monsters, and
not of men, and exhibits a horrible series of the most
flagitious, tremendous, and complicated crimes, as all -
writers, even those of the Romish communion, unani-
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mously confess. The.source of these disorders must
be sought for principally in the calamities that fell
upon the greatest part of Hurope, and that afflicted
Italy in a particular manner, after the extinction of
the race of CHARLEMAGNE. Upon the death of the
ncntiff BENEDior IV., which happened in the year
903, LEo V, was raised tofthe pontificate, which he
enjoyed no longer than forty days, beiog dethroned
by CHRISTOPHER, and cast into prison. CHRISTOPHER,
infhis turn, was deprived of the pontifical dignity the
year following by Sereius IIL, a Roman presbyter,
seconded by the protection and influence of ADAL-
BERT, a most powerful Tuscan prince, who had a su-
preme-and unlimited direction in all the affairs that
were transaeted at Rome. ANAsTasivus ITIL and LAN-
Do, who, upon the death of SERGIUS, in the year 911,
were raised successively to the papal dignity, enjoyed
it but for a short time, and did nothing that could
contribute to render their names illustrious.

“ After the death of LaNDo, which happened in the
year 914, ALBERIC, marquis or count of Zuscany,
whose opulence was prodigious, and whose authority
in Bome was despotic and unlimited, obtained the
pontificate for JorN X., archbishop of Ravenna, in
compliance with the solicitation of THEODORA, his.
mother-in-law, whose lewdness was the principle that
interested her in this promotion. This infamous elec-
tion will not surprise such as know that the laws of
Rome were at this time absolutely silent; that the
dictates of justice and equity were overpowered and
suspended ; and that all things were earried on in that
great eity by interest or corruption, by vioclence or
fraud, Jomw~ X, though in other respects a scanda-
Jous example of iniquity and lewdness in the papal



chair, acquired a certain degree of reputation by his
" glorious campaign against the Saracens, whom he
drove from the settlements they had made upon the
banks of the Garigliano. He did not, however, enjoy
his glory long: the enmity of MAROzIA, daughter of
THEODORA, and wife of ALBERIC, proved fatal to
him. For this bloody-minded woman having es-
poused Wi1po, or GUY, marquis of Tuscany, after the
death of her first consort, engaged him to seize the
wanton pontiff, who was her mother’s lover, and to
put him to death in the prison where he lay confined.
This licentious and unlucky pontiff was succeeded by
Lro VI. who sat but seven months in the apostolic
chair, which was filled after him by StepEHEN VIL
The death of this latter, which happened in the year
931, presented to the ambition of MAROZIA an object
worthy of its grasp; and accordingly she raised to
the papal dignity JoEN XI. who was the fruit of her
lawless amours with one of the pretended successors
of St. PETER, SERGIUS IIL, whose adulterous com-
merce with that infamous woman gave an infallible
guide to the Roman church.

JorN XI., who was placed at the head of the
church by the credit and influence of his mother, was
pulled down from this summit of spiritual grandeur
A.D. 983, by ALBERIC his half-brother, who had
conceived the utmost aversion against him. His
mother MAROzIA, had, after the death.of Wipo, en-
tered anew into the bonds of matrimony with Hugo,
king of Jtaly, who, having offended his step-son AL-
BERIO, felt severely the weight of his resentment,
which vented its fury upon the whole family; for
ALBERIC drove out of Rome not only Huao, but also

R0ZzIA and her son the pontiff, and confined them

1
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in prison, where the latter ended his daysin the year
936. The four pontiffs, who, in their turns, succeeded
JorN XL, and filled the papal chair until the year
956, were LEo VII. SrepHEN VIII. MARINUS IL and
AGAPET, whose characters were much better than
that of their pre !ecessor, and whose government, at
least, was not attended with those tumults and revolu-
tions that had so often shook the pontifical throne,
and banished from Rome the inestimable blessings of
peace and concord. Upon the death of AGAPET,
which happened in the year 956, ALBERIC I1. who, to
the dignity of Roman consul, joined a degree of
authority and opulence which nothing could resist,
raised to the pontificate his son OCTAVIAN, who was
yet in the early bloom of youth, and destitute, besides,
of every quality that was requisite in order to dis-
charge the duties of that high and important office.
This unworthy pontiff assumed the name of Joan XIL
and thus introduced the custom that has since been
adopted by all his successors in the see of Rome, of
changing each their usual name for another upon
their accession to the pontificate.

The fate.of Joun XII. was as unhappy as his pro-
motion had been scandalous. Unable to bear the
oppressive yoke of BERENGER II. king of Italy, he
sent ambassadors, in the year 960 to OTHO the Great,
entreating him to march into Jtaly at the head of a
powerful army, to deliver the church and the people
from the tyranny under which they groaned. To
these entreaties the perplexed pontiff added a solemn
promise, that, if the German monarch came to his
assistance, he would array him with the purple and
the other ensigns of sovereignty, and proclaim him
emperor of the Romans. OTHO received this embassy
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with pleasure, marched into Ztaly at the head of a
large body of troops, and was accordingly saluted by
JoHN with the title of emperor of the Romans. The
pontiff, however, soon perceived that he had acted
with too much precipitation, repented of the step he
had taken, and, though he had sworn allegiance to
the emperor as his lawful sovereign, and that in the
most solemn manner, yet he broke his oath, and joined
with ADALBERT, the son ot BERENGER, against OTHO.
This revolt was not left unpunished. The emperor
returned to Rome in the year 964; called & counecil,
before which he accused and convicted the pontiff of
many crimes; and, after having degraded him, in the
most ignominious manner, from his high office, he
appointed Lo, VIIL. to fill his place. Upon OTHO's
departure from Rome, JOHN returned to that city, and
in a oouncil, which he assembled in the year 964, can-
demned the pontiff whom the emperor had elected,
and soon atter died in a miserable and violent manner.
After his death the Romans chose Benepicr V.
bishop of Rome, in opposition to Lko; but the em-
peror annulled this election, restored LEo to the

papal chair, and carried BENEDIOr to Hamburgh, -

where he died in exile.

_The pontiffs who governed the see of Rome from
Lego VIII who died A. D. 965, to GERBERT or
SyLTesTER II. who was raised to the pontificate to-
wards the conclusion of this century, were more
happy in their administration, .as well as more decent
in their conduct, than their infamous predecessors ;
yet none of them so exemplary as to deserve the ap-
plause that is due to eminent virtue. Jomw XIII.
who was raised to the pontificate in the year 965, by
"o authority of OPHO the Great, was driven out of
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Rome in the beginning of his administration ; but, the
year followihg, upon the emperor’s return to Jialy, he
was restored to his high dignity, in the calm posses-
sion of whiech he ended his days, A.D. 972. His
successor BENEDIOT VI. was not so happy ; cast into
prison by CRESCENTIUS, son of the famous THEODORA,
in consequence of the hatred which the Romans had
conceived both against his person and government,
he was loaded with all sorts of ignominy, and was
strangled in the year 974, in the apartment where he
lay confined. Unfortunately for him, OTHO the Great,
whose power and severity kept the Romans in awe,
died in .the year 973, and with him expired that
order and discipline which he had restored in Rome
by salutary laws executed with impartiality and
vigor. The face of things was entirely changed by
that event; licentiousness and disorder, seditions and
assessinations resumed their former sway, and diffused
their horrors through that miserable city. After the
death of BENEDICT, the papal chair was filled by
FraNco, who assumed the name of BoNiFace VIL
but enjoyed his dig.ity only for a short time; for
scarcely a month had passed after his promotion,
when he was deposed from his office, expelled the
city, and succeeded by Doxus II. who is known by
no other circumstance than his name. Upon his
death, which happened in the year 975, BENEDIOCT
VII. was created pontiff; and, during the space of
nine years, ruled the church without much opposition,
‘and ended his days in peace. This peculiar happi-
ness was, without doubt, principally owing to the opu-
lence and credit of the family to which he belonged ;
for he was nearly related to the famous ALBERIC,
whoee power, or rather despotism, had been unlimited
in Rome. -



1 CONTRAST.

“ His successor JOEN XIV. who, from the bishoprie
of Pavia was raised to the pontificate, derived no
support from his birth, which was obscure, nor did
he continue to enjoy the protection of Ormo III. to
whom he owed his promotion. Hence the calamities
that fell upon him with such fury, and the misery
that concluded his transitory grandeur ; for BONIFACE
VIL who had usurped the papal throne in the year
974, and in a little time after had been banished Rome,
returned from Constantinople, whither he had fled for
refuge, and seizing the unhappy pontiff, had him
thrown into prison, and afterwards put to death.
Thus BONIFACE resumed the government of the
church ; but his reign was also transitory, for he died
about six months after his restoration. He was suc-
ceeded by JoEN XV. whom some writers called JoEN
XVI. because, as they allege, there was another JonN,
who ruled the church for the space of four months,
and whom they consequently call JoEN XV. Leav-
ing it to the reader’s choice to call that JOEN of whom
we speak, the XV. or the XVIL of that name, we
shall only observe that he possessed the papal dignity
from the year 985 to 996 ; that his administration
was a8 happy as the troubled state of the Roman
affairs would permit; and that the tranquility he en- -
joyed was not so much owing to his wisdom and
prudence, as to his being a Roman by birth, and to
his descent from noble and illustrious ancestors. Cer-
tain it is, at least, that his successor GrEGCRY V. who
. was a German, and who was elected pontiff by the
order of Ormo III. A. D. 996, met with a quite
different treatment ; for CRESCENS, the Roman consul,
drove him out of the city, and conferred the dignity
upon JoBN XVL formerly known by the name of
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PaILAGATHUS. This revolution was not, however,
permanent in its effects, for OrHO IIL alarmed by
these disturbances at Rome, marched into Jtaly, A. D.
998, at the head of a powerful army, and casting into
prison the new pontiff, whom the soldiers, in the first
moment of their fury, had maimed and abused in a
most barbarous manner, he reinstated GREGORY in his
former honours, and placed him anew at the head of
the church. It was upon the death of this latter
pontiff, which happened soon after his restoration,
that the same emperor raised to the papal dignity his
preceptor and friend, the famous and learned GERBERT,
or SYLvVESTER II. whose promotion was attended with
the universal approbation of the Roman people.

“ Amidst these frequent commotions, and even
amidst the repeated enormities and flagitious crimes
of those who gave themselves out for CHRIST'S vice-
gerents upon earth, the power and authority of the
Roman pontiffs increased imperceptibly from day to
day ; such were the effects of that ignorance and su-
perstition that reigned without controul in these mis-
erable times. QOrHO the Great had indeed published
a solemn edict, prohibiting the election of any pontiff
without the previous knowledge and consent of the
emperor: which edict, as all writers unanimously
agree, remained in force from the time of its publica-
tion to the conclusion of this century. It is also to be

observed, that the same emperor, as likewise his son”

and grandson, who succeeded hin® in the empire,
maintained, without interruption, their right of supre-
macy over the city of Rome, its territory, and its pon-
tiff, as may be demonstrably proved from a multitude
of examples. It is, moreover, equally certain, that
the German, French and Italian bishops, who were
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not ignorant of the nature of their privileges, and the
extent of their jurisdiction, were, during this whole
ocentury, perpetually upon their guard against every
atterapt the Roman pontiff might make to assume to
himself alone a legislative authority in the church.
Bat, notwithstanding all this, the bishops of Rome
found means of augmenting = their influence, and,
partly by open violence, partly by secret and fraudu-
lent stratagems, encroached not only upon the privil-
eges of the bishops, but also upon the jurisdiction and
rights of kings and emperors. Their ambitious
attempts were seconded and justified by the scandalous
adulation of certain mercenary prelates, who exalted

the dignity and prerogatives of, what they called, the -

apostolic see, in the most . pompous and extravagant
terms. Several learned writers have observed, thas
in this century certain bishops maintained publicly,
that the Roman pontiffs were not only bishops of
Rome, but of the whole world, an assertion, which
hitherto nene had ventured to make; and that even
among the French clergy, it had been affirmed by

some, that the authority of the Bishops, though divine in
mongm,wa.scmveyedtothembySt.Pmn,tbcpma
of the aposties.” Vol. ii. pp. 390-899.

CENTURY XL .

‘ The authority and lustre of tﬁe‘ Latin chureh, or,
to speak more properly, the power and dominion of

the Roman pontiffs, arose in this century to their

highest period, though they arose by degrees, and had
much opposition and many difficulties to conquer.
In the preceding age the pontiffs had acquired a
great degree of authority in religious matters, and in
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every thing that related to the government of the
church; and their credit and influence increased pro-
digiously towards the commencement of this century.
For then they received the pompous titles of masters
of the world, and popes, i. e. universal fathers: they
presided also every where in the councils by their
legates; assumed the authority of supreme arbiters
in all controversies that arose concerning religion or
church discipline; and maintained the pretended
rights of the church against the encroachments and
usurpations of kings and princes. Their authority,
however, was confined within certain limits; for, on
the one hand, it was restrained by sovereign princes,
that it might not arrogantly aim at civil dominion;
and on the other it was opposed by the bishops
themselves, that it might not arise to a spiritual
despotism, and utterly destroy the liberty and privi.
leges of synods and councils. From the time of Lo
IX. the popes employed every method, which the
most artful ambition could suggest, to remove these
limits, and to render their dominion both despotic and
universal. They not only aspired to the character of
supreme legislators in the church, to an unlimited
jurisdiction over all synods and councils whether gen-
eral or provincial, to the sole distribution of all
ecclesiastical honours and benefices as divinely au-
thorized and appointed for that purpose, but they
carried their insolent pretensions so far as to give
themselves out for lords of the universe, arbiters of
the fate of kingdoms and empires, and supreme rulers
over the kings and princes of the earth. Before Lxo
IX. no pope was so enormously impudent as to claim
this unbounded authority, or to assume the power of
transferring territories and provinces from their law-
4
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ful possessors to new masters. This pontiff gave the
example of such an amazing pretension to his holy
successors, by granting to the Normans, who had
settled in Ituly, the lands and territories which they
had already usurped, or were employed in forcing out |
of the hands of the Greeks and Saracens. The ambi-
tion, however, of the aspiring popes was opposed by
the emperors, the kings of France, by WILLIAM the
Conqueror, who was now seated on the throne of Eng-
land, and was the boldest asserter of the rights and
privileges of royalty against the high claims of the
apostolic see, and also by several other princes. Nor
did the bishops, particularly those of France and Ger-
many, sit tamely silent under the papal yoke ; many
of them endeavored to maintain their rights and the
privileges of the church; but as many, “seduced by
the allurements of interest or the dictates of supersti-
tion, sacrificed their liberties, and ylelded to the
pontifis. Hence it happened, that these lmpenous ‘
lords of the church, though they did not en’urely gain |
their point, nor satisfy to the full their raging ambi-
tion, yet obtained vast augmentations of power, and
extended their authority from day to day.” Vol. i
pp. 469-461.

On pages 462, 463 the historian wrxtes, “The five
pontiffs we have now been mentioning were not
chargeable with dishonouring their high station by
that licentiousness and immorality that rendered so
many of their successors infamous; their lives were
virtuous; at least, their conduct was decent. But
their examples had little effect” upon Bevepict IX. a
most abandoned profligate, and a wretch capable of
the most horrid crimes, whose flagitious conduct
drew upon him the just resentment of the Romans,
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- who, in the year 1038, degraded him from his office.

: - He was afterwards indzed restored, by the emperor

CoxraAD, to the papal chair; but, instead of learning

. eircumspection and prudence from his former disgrace,

he grew still more scandalous in his life and manners,

- and so provoked the Roman people by his repeated

crimes, that they deposed himn a second time A. D.
1044, and elected in his place Jorx, bishop of Sibina,
who assumed the name of SyLvEsTER III. About
three months after this new revolution, the relations
and adherents of BENEDICT rose up in arms, drove
SYLVESTER out of the city, and restored the degraded
pontiff to his forfeited honours, which, however, he
did not enjoy long; for, perceiving that there was no
possibility of appeasing the resentment of the Romans,
he sold the pontificate to JOEN GRATIAN, arch-pres-
byter of Rome, who took the name of GREGORY VI
Thus the church had, at the same time, two chiefs,
SYLVESTER and GREGORY, whose rivality was the
occasion of much trouble and confusion. This con-
test was terminated in the year 1046, in the council
held at Sutri by the emperor IIENRY III. who so
ordered matters, that BENEDICT, GREGORY, and SYL-
vESTER were declared unworthy of the pontificate,
and SUIDGER, bishop of Bumherg, was raised to that
dignity, which he enjoyed for a short time under the
title of CLEMENT IL”

“ This contest, indeed, (referring to a bloody con-
test between two rival pontlffs) was of little conse-
quence when viewed in comparison with the dreadful
commotions which IIILDEBRAND, who -succeeded
ALEXANDER, and assumed the name of GREGORY
V1I. excited both in c¢harch and state, and nourizhed
and fowmented until the end of his days. . Thisvche-
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ment pontiff, who was a Tuscan, born of mean
parents, rose, by various steps, from the obscure
station of a monk of Clugnz, to the rank of archdeacon
in the Roman church; and, from the time of Leo IX.,
who treated him with peculiar marks of distinction,
was accustomed to govern the Roman pontiffs by his
counsels, which had acquired the highest degree of
influence and authority. In the year 1073, and the
same day that ALEXANDER was interred, he was
raised to the pontificate by the unanimous suffrages of
the cardinals, bishops, abbotts, monks, and people,
and, consequently, without any regard being paid to
the edict of N1coLAs IL. and his election wasconfirmed
by the approbation and consent of HENRY IV. king
of the Romans, to whom ambassadors had been sent fcr
that purpose. This prince, indeed, had soon reason
to repent of the consent he had given to an election,
which became so prejudicial to his own authority, so
fatal to the interests and liberties of the church, and
so detrimental, in general, to the sovereignty and in-
dependence of kingdoms and empires. HILDEBRAND
was a man of uncommon genius, whose ambition in
forming the most arduous projects was equalled by
his dexterity in bringing them into execution ; saga-
cious, crafiy, and intrepid, nothing could escape his
penetration, defeat his stratagems, or daunt his cour-.
age; haughty and arrogant beyond all measure;

obstinate, impetuous, and intractable ; he looked up’

to the summit of universal empire with a wishful eye,
and laboured up the steep ascent with uninterrupted
ardour, and invincible perseverance; void of all
principle, and destitute of -every pious and virtuous
feeling, he suffered little restraint in his audacious
pursuits, from the dictates of religion or: the remon-

Y s —
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strances of conscience. Such was the character of
HILDEBRAND, and his conduct was every way suit-
able to it; for no sooner did he find himself in the
papal chair, than he displayed to the world the most
odious marks of his tyrannic ambition. Not tontent-
ed to enlarge the jurisdiction, and to augment the
opulence of the see of Rome, he laboured indefatigably
to render the universal church subject to the despotic
government and the arbitrary power of the pontiff
alone, to dissolve the jurisdiction which kings and
emperors had hitherto exercised over the various
orders of the clergy, and to exclude them from all
part in the management or distribution of the rev-
enues of the church. Nay, this outrageous pontiff
went still farther, and impiously attempted to submit
to his jurisdiction the emperors, kings, and princes of
the earth, and to render their dominions tributary to
the see of Rome. - Such were the pious and apostolic
exploits that employed the activity of GREGORY VIL
during his whole life, and which render his pontificate
a continual scene of tumult and bloodshed. Were it
necessary to bring any further proofs of his tyranny
and arrogance, his fierce impetuosity and boundless
ambition, we might appeal to those famous sentences,
which are generally called, after him, the dictates of
HILDEBRAND, and which shew, in a lively manner,
the spirit and character of this restless pontiff,

Under the pontificate of HILDEBRAND, the face of
the Latin church was entirely changed, its govern-
ment subverted, and the most important and valuable
of those rights and privileges that had been formerly
vested in ‘its councils, bishops, and sacred colleges,
were usurped by the greedy pontiff It is, however,
to be observed, that the weight of this tyrannic usurp-
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ation did not fill equally upon all the European
provinces; several of these provinces preserved some
remains of their ancient liberty and independence, in
the possession of which a variety of circumstances
happily concurred to maintain them.

But, as we insinuated above, the views of HILDE-
BRAND were not confined to the erection of an abso-
lute and universal monarchy in' the church; they
aimed also at the establishment of a civil monarchy
equally extensive and despotic; and this aspiring
pontiff, after having drawn up asystem of ecclesiastical
canons for the government of the church, would have
introduced also a new code of political laws, had he
been permitted to execute the plan he had formed.
His purpose was to engage in the bonds of fidelity
and allegiance 1o St. PETER, <. e. to the Roman pontiffs,
all the kings and princes of the earth, and to establish
at Rome an annual assembly of bishops, by whom the
contests that might arise between kingdoms or sove-
reign states were to be decided, the rights and pre-
tensions of princes to be examined, and the fate of
nations and empires to be determined. This ambi-
tious project met, however, with the warmest opposi-
tion, particularly from the vigilance and resolution of
the emperors, and also from the British and French
monarchs.

- That HILDEBRAND laid this audacious plan is un-
doul tzdly evident, both from his own epistles, and
also from other authentic records of antiguity. The
nature of the oath which he drew up for the king or
emperor of the Romans, from whom he demanded a
profession cof subjection and allegiance, shews abund-
antly the arrogance of his pretensions.  But lhis
conduct towards the kingdom of France is worthy of
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particular notice. It is well known, that whatever
dignity and dominion the popes enjoyed was origin-
ally derived from the kinglom of France, or, which is
the same thing, from the princes of that nation; and
yet HILDEBRAND or (as we shall hereafter enmle him)
GREGoRY VIL pretended that the kingdom of France
was tributary to the see of Rome, and commanded his
" legates to demand yearly, in the most solemn mafiner,

the payment of that tribute ; their demands, however,
were treated with contempt, and the tribute was
never either acknowledged or offered. Nothing can
be more insolent than the language in which GREGORY
addressed himself to PaIuiP I. king of France, to
whom he recommends an humble and obliging car-
riage, from this consideration, that both his kingdom
and his soul were under the dominion of St. PETER, (r.e.
his vicar the Roman pontiff,) who had the power to
BIND and o LOOSE him, both in heaven and upon earth.
Nothing escaped the all-grasping ambition of GrEG-
ORY; he pretended that Suxony was a feudal tenure
held in subjection to the see of Rome, to which it had
been formerly yielded by CHARLEMAGNE as a pious
offering to St. PETER. He extended also his preten-
sions to the kingdom of Spain, maintaining, in one of
his letters, that it was the property of the apostolic see
from the earliest times of the church, yet acknowledg-
ing in another, that the transaction by which the suc-
cessors of St. PETER had acquired this property, had
been lost among other ancient records. His claims,
however, were more respected in Spain than they had
been in France; for it is proved most evidently by
authentie records, that'the king of Arragon, and BERN-
HARD, count of Besalu, gave a favorable answer to the
demands of GREGORY, and paid him regularly an
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annual tribute; and their examble was followed by
other Spanish princes, as we could show, were it
necessary, by a variety of arguments. The despotic
views of this lordly pontiff were attended with less
success in England, than in any other country. WiL-
L1AM the Conqueror was a prince of great spirit and
resolution, extremely jealous of -his rights, and tena-
ciods of the prerogatives he enjoyed as a sovereign
and independent monarch; and accordingly, when
GREGORY wrote him a letter demanding the arrears of
the Peter-pence, and at the same time summoning him
to do homage for the kingdom of Enrgland as a fief of
the apostolic see, WILLIAM granted the former, but
refused the latter with a noble obstinacy, declaring
that he held his kingdom of God only and his own
sword. Obliged to yield to the obstinacy of the
English monarch, whose name struck terror into the
boldest hearts, the restless pontiff addressed his im-
perious mandates where he imagined they would be
received with more facility. He wrote circular letters
to all the most powerful German princes, to GEUSA,
king of Hunmgary, and SuENOo or SWEIN, king of
Denmark, soliciting them to make a solemn grant of
their kingdoms and territories ‘to the prince of the
apostles, and to hold them under the jurisdiction of
his vicar at Rome, as fiefs of the apostolic see. What
-success attended his demands upon these princes, we
cannot say ; but certain it is, that in several places his
efforts were effectual, and his modest proposals were
received with the utmost docility and zeal. The son
of DEMETRIUS, king of the Russians, set out for Rome
in consequence of the pontiff’s letter, in order to
obtain as a gift from St. PETER, by the hands of GRE-
GORY, afier professing his subjection and allegiance to the
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prince of the apostles, the kingdom which was to devolve
to him upon the death of his father; and his pious
requesi was readily granted by the officious pope who
was extremely liberal of what did not belong to him.
DEMETRIUS SUINIMER, duke of Croatia and Dalmatia,
was raised to the rank and prerogatives of royalty
by the same pontiff in the year 1076, and solemnly
proclaimed king by his legate at Salona, upon condi-
tion that he should pay an annual tribute of two hun-
dred pieces of gold to St. PETER, at every Easter festi-
val. This bold step was injurious to the authority of
the emperors of Constantinople, who, before this time,
comprehended the province of Croatiz within the
limits of their sovereignty. The kingdom of Poland ,
became also the object of GREGORY'S ambition, and a ~
favourable occasion was offered for the execution of
his iniquitous views; for BasiLAUS IL having assas-
sinated STANISLAUS, bishop of Cracow, the pontiff not
only excommunicated him with all the circumstances
of infamy that he could invent, but also pulled him
from his throne, dissolved the.oath of allegiance
which his subjects had taken, and, by an express and
imperious edict, prohibited the nobles and clergy of -
Poland from electing a new king without the consent
of the Roman pontiff. Many more examples might
be alleged of the phrenetic ambition of GREGORY, but
those which have been already mentioned are suffi-
cient to excite the indignation of every impartial
reader. Had the success of that pontiff been equal to
the extent of his insolent views, all the kingdoms of
Europe would have been this day tributary to the
Roman see, and its princes the soldiers or vassals of
St. PETER, in the person of his pretended vicar upon
earth. But though his most important projects were
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ineffectual, yet many of his attempts were crowned
with a favorable issue; for, from the time of his pon-
tificate, the face of Europe underwent a considerable
change, and the prerogatives of the emperors and
other sovereign princes were much diminished. It
was, particularly, under the administration of GRE-
GORY, that the emperors were deprived of the privilege
of ratifying, by their consent, the election of the
Roman pontiff; a privilege of no small importance,
and which as yet they have never recovered.” Vol.
ii. pp. 476-484. '

CENTURY XIIL

“The history of the popes presents a lively and hor-
rible picture of the complicated crimes that dishonored
the ministers of the church, who were peculiarly ob-
liged, by their sacred office, to exhibit to the world
distinguished models of piety and virtue. Such of
the Sacerdotal order as were advanced to places of
authority in the church, behaved rather like tyrants
than rulers, and showed manifestly, in all their con-
“duct, that they wimed at an absolute and unlimited
dominion. The popes, more especially, inculcated
that pernicious maxim, ‘That the bishop of Rome is
the supreme lord of the universe, and that neither
princes nor bishops, civil governors nor ecclesiastical
rulers, have any lawful power in church or state, but
what they derive from him.’ This extravagant
maxim, which was considered as the sum and sub-
stance of papal jurisprudence, the Roman pontiffs
maintained obstinately, and left no means unemployed
that perfidy or violence could suggest, to give it the
force of a universal law. It was in consequence of
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this arrogant pretension, that they not only claimed
the right of disposing of ecclesiastical denefices, as they
are commonly called, but also of conferring civil
dominion, and of dethroning kings' and emperors,
according to their good pleasure. It is true, this
maxim was far from being universally adopted ; many
placed the anthority. of councils above that of the
pontiffs, and such of the European kings and princes
as were not ingloriously blinded and enslaved by the
superstition of the times, asserted their rights with
dignity and success, excluded the pontiffs from all
concern in their civil transactions, nay, even reserved
to themselves the supremacy over the churches that
were established in their- dominions. In opposing
thus the haughty pretensions of the lordly pontiffy, it
was, indeed, necessary to proceed with mildness,
caution and prudence, on account of the influence
which these spiritual tyrants had usurped over the
minds of the people, and the power they had of alarm-
ing princes, by exciting their subjects to rebellion.

In order to establish their authority, .both in civil
and ecclesiastical matters, upon the firmest founda-
tions, the Roman pontiffs assumed to themselves the
power of disposing of the various offices of the church,
whether of a higher’ or more subordinate nature, and
of creating bishops, abbots, and canons, according to
their fancy. Thus we see the ghostly heads of the
church, who formerly disputed with such ardour
against the emperors in favor of the free election of
bishops and abbots, overturning now all the laws that
related to the election of these spiritual rulers, reserv.
ing for themselves the revenues of the richest bene-
fices, conferring vacant places upon their clients and
their creatures, nay, often deposing- bishops that had
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been duly and lawfully elected, and substituting, with
a high hand, others in their room. The hypocritical
pretexts for all these arbitrary proceedings were an
ardent zeal for the welfare of the church, and an
anxious concern, lest devouring heretics should get a
footing among the flock of CHRIST. The first of the
pontiffs, who usurped such an extravagant extent of
authority, was INNoceNT III. whose example was
followed by Hoxor1us III. GREGORY IX. and several
of their successors. But it was keenly opposed by

the bishops, who had hitherto enjoyed the privilege -

of nominating to the smaller benefices, and still more
effectually by the kings of England and France, who
employed the force of warth remonstrances and vigor-
ous cdicts to stop the progress of this new juris-
- prudence. Lewis IX. king of France, and now the
tutelar saint of that nation, distinguished himself by
the noble opposition he made to these papal encroach-
ments. In the year 1268, before he set out for the
Holy Land, he secured the rights of the Gallican
church against the insidious attempts of the Roman
pontiffs, by that famous edict known in France by the
" name of the pragmatic sanction. This resolute and
prudent measure rendered the pontifis more cautious
and slow in their proceedings, but did not terrify them
from the prosecution of their purpose. For Bonr-
FACE VIII. maintained, in the most express and im-
pudent terms, that the universal church was under
the dominion of the pontiffs, and that princes and
lay-patrons, councils and chapters, had no more power
in spiritual things, than what they derived from
CHRIST'S vicar upon earth.” Vol. iii. pp. 160-163.
Bexepicr CAJETAN, who had persuaded the good
pontiff now mentioned to resign his place, succeeded
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him in it in the year 1294, and took the name of
BoxiFace VIII. We may say, with truth, of this
unworthy prelate, that he was born to be a plague
both to church and state, a disturber of the repose of
nations, and that his attempts to extend and confirm
the despotism of the Roman pontiffs, were carried
to a length that approached to frenzy. From the
moment that he entered upon his new dignity, he laid
claim to a supreme and irresistible dominion qver all
the powers of the earth, both spiritual and temporal,
terrified kingdoms and empires with the thunder of
his bulls, called princes and sovereign states before his
tribunal to decide their quarrels, augmented the papal
jurisprudence with a new body of laws, which was
entitled, The Sixth Book of the Decretals, declared war
against the illustrious family of Colonnd, who disputed
his title to the pontificate ; in a word, exhibited to the
church and to Furope, a lively image of the tyrannical
administration of GREGORY VIL whom he perhaps
surpassed in arrogance. It was this pontiff that, in
the year 1800, instituted the famous jubilee, which,
since that time, has been regularly celebrated in the
Roman church, at certain fixed periods, But the
consideration of this institution, which was so favor-
able to the progress of licentiousness and corruption,
as also the other exploits of BONIFACE, aud his de-
plorable end, belong to the history of the following
century.” Vol. iii. pp. 181, 182.



CIHAPTER V.

AMAZING CONTRAST.

Let the reader compare the paragraph in Professor
Scnar’s pamphlet with the extracts taken from the
historian, MousHEIYM, and behold the amazing con-
trast| Professors ScuarF and NEVIN have made
assertions in regard to the middle ages, that are utterly
at variance with historical truth!

Those Ages, instead of being enlightened by the
pure gospel of Christ, were exceedingly ignorant of
evangelical truth. They were covered with gross
darkness. Instead of piety prevailing among the
clergy and people, both were debased and stained by
ruinous superstitions and gross immoralities.

In further confirmation of the mournful destitution
of piety, and the gross immorality of the middle ages,
we refer to Dr. EDGar’s chapter on THE CELIBACY
~ oF THE CLERGY. There he has traced the rise and

progress, and the dreadful consequences of this papal
Institution. He has shown, that, in the middle ages,
so lauded by Professor ScHAF, for the prevalence of
religion and consequently of moral purity, the clergy
of every grade, priests, bishops and Pontifs, were
become infamous for their want of continence, and
their licentious practices ; that princes, kings and em-
. perors, to stem the torrent of pollution, importuned
the Popes to restore the lawfulness of the marriage
relation, which they had dared to prohibit; but in
vain, because it did not accord with their assumed
authority, and might impair their influence over the
Church and the Slate.

|
|
|
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We give two short paragraphs at the close of this
chapter;

‘' General councils, as well as Romish pontiffs and
popish priests, outraged the laws, not indeed of celi-
bacy, but of abstinence. This was exemplified in the
universal councils of Lyons, Constance, and Basil.
The council of Lyons demoralized the city in which
it was convened. Cardinal Hugo, in a speech to the
citizens immediately after the dissolution of the sacred
synod, boasted that Lyons, at the meeting of the
assembly contained two or three stews, but, at ity .
departure, comprehended only one; which,however,
extended without interruption from the eastern to the
western gate. The sacred convention, by the perpe-
tration of licentivusness, converied the whole city
into one vist, fermenting, pestilential, overflowing
sink of accumujated pollution. The holy fathers, it
appears, were men of business and industry, and did
not confine their valuable labours to the study of
musty theology.”

“ The general council of Constance imitated the in-
continence practised at Lyons.” Omitting, for brevity
sake, what follows zbout the conduct of this council,
‘we submit his next paragraph:

“ The general council of Busil taught the theory of
Jilthiness, as those of Lyons and Constance had dis-
played the practice. Carlery, “the champion of Cath-
olicism in this assembly against Nicholas the Bohe-
mian heretic, advocated the propriety of permitting
brothels in a city. The speculation, the hero of the
faith maintained by the authority of the sainte
Jerome, Augustine, Thomas, and Gregory. Simp’
fornication, the sage and precious divine discover:
does not disturb the commonwealth ; and the populace,’
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addicted to voluptuousness and pleasure, are unwilling

to abstain. He concluded, therefore, by the most

logical deduction, that stews are to be tolerated in a

city. This theory the holy fathers heard with silent

approbation. The vile atrocity therefore was sanc-

tioned by the holy, unerring, apostolic, Roman coun-
cil.” pp. 573-574.

Such deplorable consequences have resulted from
the popish Institution, which outraged the constitu-
tion of human nature and the design of the Creator in

forming the two sexes, and impiously dared to con-
~ tradict His solemn declaration: * Marriage is honor-
able in all, and the bed undefiled; but whoremongers
and adulterers, God will judge.”

 CHAPTER VI,

GOVERKMENT OF THE CHURCH.

The government of the church in the middle ages,
so much lauded by two Protestant Professors, was
established by fraud and wviolence; as manifestly ap-
nears from the’ preceding quotations from MOSHEIM,

ud was ‘utterly at variance with the rules given by
rbppo-. - —dviour to his aposiles and ministers.

T K at the ambition of the Roman pontiffs as
ik "1 by ecclesiastical historians; and then read
o1 ‘written in Mark:—* And he came to Caper-

«um : and being in the house, he asked. them; What
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was it that ye disputed among yourselves by the
way? But they held their peace: for by the way
they had disputed among themselves who should be
the greatest. And he sat down, and called the twelve,
and saith unto them, if any man desire to be first, the
same shall be last of all, and servant of all. And he
took a child, and set him in the midst of them: and
when he had taken him in his arms, he said unto
them, Whosoever shall receive one of such children
in my name, receiveth me; and whosever shall re-
ceive me, receiveth not me, but him that sent me.”
MARK ix. 33-37.

Read also what is recorded in Mark x. 8545 :—
“ And James and John, the sons of Zebedee, come
unto him, saying, Master, we would that thou should-
est do for us whatsoever we shall desire. And he
said unto them, What would ye that I should do for
you? They said unto him, Grant unto us that we
may sit, one on thy right hand, and the other on thy
left hand, in thy glory. But Jesus said unto them,
Ye know not what ye ask: can ye drink ot the cup
that I drink of? and be baptized with the baptism
tbat I am baptized with? And they said unto him,
‘We can, And Jesus said unto them, Ye shall indeed
drink of the cup that I drink of; and with the
baptism that I am baptized withal shall ye be baptiz-
ed : But to sit on my right hand and on my left hand,
is not mine to give; but ¢t shall de given to them for
whom it is prepared. And when the ten heard it,
they began to be much displeased wi‘* T~mes and
John. But Jesus called them to him, and saf unto
them, Ye know that they which are accountc? t rule
over the Gentiles, exercise lordship over them; and
their great ones exercise authority upon ther Bt

ook
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so shall it not be among you : but whosoever will be
great among you, shall be your minister: And who-
soever of you will be the chiefest shall be servant of
all. For even the Son of man came not to be min-
istered unto, but to minister, and to give his life a
ransom for muny.”

CHAPTER VIL

CONCLUDING REMARKS,

Professor SCHAF is most unfortunate in praising
the painters and poets of the middle ages, as influenced
by truly religious motives of action. Were such
their motives when they painted * madonnas and
images of the saints,” that the ignorant and super-
stitious people might worship them ; and thus violate
the second commandment of the law of God ?

In his Biographical Dictionary, sketching the char-
acter of MICHAEL ANGELO, LEMPRIERE says: “It is
perhaps to be lamented, that the artist’s REVENGE had
been cruelly immortalized, by his representation of a
cardinal who was Aés enemy, in the number of the
damned.” What a heavenly motive actuated the
painter!

Of PervUGINO the samec writer says, “ Ile was re-
markably fond of money, and the loss of his treasure,
which he always carried abont him, and of which he
was robbed, caused his death in 1594, in his 78th
year.” What a heavenly minded painter truly [

i
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But perhaps Professor SCHAF is more fortunate in
bringing forward the poet DANTE, whom he styles
the greatest poct of the Middle Ages; “ Who, he says,
has left behind *him in his ‘Divine Comedy’ an image
simply of the religious spirit and theological wisdom
of the age, a3 occupled with eternity itself and all its
dread realities,”

But was DANTE worthy of such high commenda-
“tion? What says LEMPRIERE of this poet, who, in
the opinion of Professor ScHAF, so remarkably exem-
plified the religious spirit? He represents im as
full of Worldly ambition, and so much so, that an
insult offered to him by the Magistrates of Venice,
who treated him, the ambassador ¢f the prince of
Ravenna, with contempt, by refusing to admit him
within their walls; preyed so on his spirit that he
could “not survive the affront.” ¢“He died July
1321, aged 57.”

LEMPRIERE speaks-indeed very lngh]y of his genius
and poetical talents: Of his “Divine Comedy,” he
says: * His triple poem, of paradise, purgatory, and
hell, displays astonishing powers of genius, and at
once exhibits the sweetness and grace of poetry with
the bitterness of insatiable enmity.” He adds, *The
reputation ahd the usurped power of the Pope, BoxI-
FACE VIIL, the pedigree of the French king, and the
prostituted venality of Florence, that den of thieves,
are the subjects that engage and enflume the virulence
of the poet.” What evidences of his being a heavenly
minded man! Surely he derived all Lis motives
from above, and was ‘suffused with magic mﬂuence
from the unscen world !”

ITas Professor ScHar described the church as it
really existed in the Middle Ages, or an imuginary
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church? He utters indeed a portion of historic truth,
when he writes : “ Before the pope, as the head and
representative of Christendom, all states bowed them-
selves with reverent homage ; and even the German
emperor himself could not feel secure in his place,
save as formally acknowledged by the chief bishop of
the church. (This, however, will not apply to OrHO
the great and other emperors.) * Princes and people
arose at his bidding, forsook country and friends, sub-
mitted to the most severe privations, to kneel at the
Saviour’s tomb, and water it with thankful tears.
According to the reigning idea, the State stood related
to the Church like the moon to the sun, from which
it borrows all its light.” How well such a church
corresponds with the church as described by our
Saviour!! Whata delightful condition of the church
for worldly minded bishops and priests !

What follows in the paragraph seems to have been
dictated by a like spirit in the writer. Itismore an
external and worldly, than a spiritual church. Such
a gorgeous church may serve to dazzle the imagina-
tions of ignorant and unregenerated men; but it will
fail in its great end to honor Christ, and to glorify
God.* .

Professors ScHAF and NEVIN may be willing to
exalt the Roman pontiff, and submit to his lordly
reign; but we beg to be excused from imitating
their example. If they are inclined to make a pil-
grimage to Rome, for the purpose of worshipping
“madonnas and saints,” we feel inclined to remain
at home and worship the alone true object of worship
who will not give his glory to another. If they

# See Schaf’s paragraph printed at the beginning, pp. 17-19.
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imagine that ‘ cathedrals,—visited never by the light
of natural day, but only by mystic irradiations
pourcd through stained glass,” are so favorable to
true devotion, we beg leave to differ in opinion, and
to be permitted to frequent the less imposing edifices
erected at home, in which to worship God in spirit
and in truth.

We desire to remember what is written in the .
scriptures of truth: “ And after these things I saw
another angel come down from heaven, having great
power: and the earth was lightened with his glory
And he cried mlghtx]y with a strong vome, saying,
Babylon the great is fallen, is fallen, and is become
the habitation of devils, and the hold of every foul
spirit, and a cage of every unclean and hateful bird.
For all nations have drunk of the wine of the wrath
of her fornication, and the kings of the earth have
committed fornication with her, and the merchants of
the earth are waxed rich through the abundance of
her delicacies. © And I heard another voice from hea-
ven, saying, Come out of her, my people, that ye be.
not partakers of her sins, and that ye receive not of
her plagues: For her sins have reached unto heaven,
and God hath remembered her iniquities.” Rev.
xviii, 1-5.






PART XX.

<

ANTIDOTE

TO THE

POIQON OF POPERY,

IN THE PUBLICATIONS OF

PROFESSOR SCHAF,
Kirst in pis Essay wnd fhen in his Bistory

PAMPHLET FORM GREATLY ENLARGED, WITH ADDITIONAL
MATTER, AND MAKY NEW CHAPTERS.






INTRODUCTION.

In the introduction, may, I think, with propriety, be stated particular
facts, in regard to myself and my conérast that have induced me to pze-
pare and publish this 4ntidote to the poison ¢f Popery in Professor
Schaf’s publications.

Previously to the Professor’s arrival in this country, Rev. Dr. Wolff
of Easton, Penn., came to my house at two different times. The object
of his visits was, by representing the favorable aspect of the German
Reformed Church, to which he belonged, in regard to evangelical religion
and correct church order, 10 solicit aid intheir poverty. His representa-
tions induced me to promise to take the application into consideration.

A letter, dated Sept. 6, 1844, from the Cor. Sec. of the ¢ Diagnothian
Literary Society” of Marshall College, Mercersburg, Pa., was received,
informing me that I had been unanimously elected an Honorary Member
of the Society ; and of the efforts made for the erection of a Hall for the
use of the Society. I sent the young gentlemen fen dollars; and ofl the
receipt of a second letter in 1848, fen dollars more.

Doctor Wolff wrote me & long letter, dated Easton, Oct. 24, 1844; in
which he reminded me of my promise ‘ to consider the claims of the
Institutions at Mercersburg.” He represented the College as doing well,
with a large fund subscribed for its endowment; the students increasing
in nnmber, and animated with a noble spirit; the faculty as able and
efficient, of one heart and mind. Of Dr. Nevin and Dr. Schaf, he spoke
in high terms. Willing to help on the cause of truth and evangelical
piety, I was induced, by these representations, to send a draft on the
State Bank, N. B. for §50 to be applied to the salary of Dr. Schaf. In a
letter, dated Jan. 9, 1845, Dr. W. acknowledged, with thanks, the
receipt of the draft, on the evening before.

Having read Dr. Schaf’s Essay,in which he divulged his erroneous
views, on the receipt of another letter from Mercersburg, I replied to this
effect, ‘Young gentlemen, I fear yon are under the conduct of bad
leaders.” Here terminated all correspondence with Mercersburg.

In the * Biblical Repertory and Princeton Review,” for Ootober, 18582,

6 A
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was puhlished an able article, entitled  Remarks on the History, Struo-
tare, and Theories of the Apostle’s Creed :” as a reply to articles in the
¢t Mercersburg Review.”

To the writer of the above article, I suggested how easily that most
erroneous phssage in Schaf’s Essay, on pp. 187, 188, might be answered.
He seemed unwilling to undertake it. I, therefore, determined to break
off from my course of study, and engage in preparing for publication ¢ A
Contrast between the Erroneons Assertions of Professor Schaf, and the
téstimony of Credible Eoclesiastical Historians, &e.”* .

Some pains were taken to circulate the Contrast among the German
Reformed Churches. Isent a copy to the Rev. Dr. Wolff, and one to
the Hon. James Buchanan, with whom I was personally acquainted, as
coming from the author.

About the time of the publication of Schaf’s history, it was intimated
to me, that some one had told a wealthy and liberal gentleman of New
York, that the extract in tho Contrast was not Dr. Schaf’s ; and when
the question was proposed to the gentleman, whom I afterwards met at
Princeton ; whether such a representation had been made to him, he
answered in the affirmative. I then stated to him some of the facts
recited above ; and, without inquiring the name of the person making
such a representation, I observed to him, that if he were to cast his eye
over the first page of the Contrast, he would be convinced the extract
belonged to Schaf; and added, I will hold him responsible for it. The
object of this gross misrepresentation may be easily discerned, by any
one who considers the wealth and liberality of the gentleman.

Copies of the history were soon seen by individuals living in New
Brunswick, who told me the poison of Popery was artfully diffused
through the volume. Going to New York, the next Monday, I purchased
a copy. On my return home, no long time was required to see what
they had seen. On Tuesday, while examining the work, the publisher
of the ¢ Historical Commentaries of the state of Christianity during the
first three hundred and twenty-five years from the Christian era, by
Mosheim,” came into my study, and offered it for sale. Coming, as it

*The Coutrast was favorably reviewod, in the Presby terian Magaxine, for Nov. 1858, p. 523; and
& brief notice of it may be found in the Biblical Repertory and “ Princeton Review,” (page 187, Jan.
nmmber.)

The Rev. Dr. Sprague of Albany, wrote to the Author under date Jan. 94, 1853, thus : “I was
greatly interested In your homily written for the benefit of Dr. Nevin, and other travellers towards
the darkages. 1 wrote s brief notice of it for the Puritan Recorder.”
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. did, just at the time Dr. Schaf’s history made its appearance, I could not

hesitate to purchase it.
Looking among my papers, and finding I had written, nearly #wo

' years ago, a number of pages against the claims of the Romish Chureh,
- founded on the supposed Primacy of Peter among the Apostles, I saw it

would not require much labor to prepare, in a reasonable time, an
Antidote to Schaf’s poison in a pamphlet form of moderate size ; I deter-
mined to write one. .

The plan for preparing this Antidote is :

1. To expose the first developement of Schaf’s historical views; in the
Extract that formed the basis of my ¢ Contrast ;"

2. To exhibit the Scriptural argument against the Primacy of Peter,
assumed by the Romish Church, in support of her unbounded and anti-
christian usurpations; and

8. To expose the second and very different, if not opposite, develop-
ment of 8chaf’s historical views in his recent history.
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CHAPTER I..

THE FALSE CLAIMS OF PRO¥. SCHAF IN FAVOR OF THE
PAPACQY, IN THE MIDDLE AGES, EXPOSED.

Having carefully examined the English translation
of Prof. Schaf’s history, I proceed now to expose the
powson of Popery apparent in his published views of
history, since his residence in this country.

Let the reader, however, remember what is stated
in the Introduction, that I am writing, not an extended
review of his history, but only what may be comprised
in a pampbhlet. ,

The culling of flowers of rhetoric, beauties of style
and sentiment, to be found in his history, I leave to
others. My aim is at & more important object. I
wish to guard such against a fatal sting that may be
concealed in those flowers; and to beware lest, while
they admire beauties of style, or even beauties of sen-
timent, they drink in the poison of Popery.

In exposing his views in the history, frequent oc-
casions may offer to refer to my contrast; and as I
intend to write remarks, which, in preparing it, were
purposely avoided, in order to confront his erroneous
assertions, not with my assertions, but with the testi-
mony of credible historians; the extract from his
Essay shall be reprinted here, for the accommodation
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of readers who do not possess the Contrast. This
will be done the more readily, that Prof. Schaf’s own
published views in his history, may be seen in a
clearer light to be engirely oppostte.

Note.—What is here omitted, may be found in Part I. pp. 17-19.

Does this contain historical truth? Was religion
insuch a desirable and flourishing state during the
middle ages? Did true scriptural knowledge so pre-
vail in the Church, and bring forth such rich fruits in
the lives of professing christians, as this statement im-
ports? Was the government of the Church in rela-
tion to civil government, as it ought to be; and did
it accord with the views and instructions of the great
FouNDER and HEAD of the church, our LoRD JESUS
CHrisT?

So affirm Professors SoHAF and NEVIN.

Now, we do not intend to set up our affirmation in
opposition to their affirmation. We merely design to
set their confident statement in contrast with the tes-
timony of CREDIBLE AND FAITHFUL ECCLESIASTICAL
HISTORIANS,

As the author of the contrast adhered to his plan,
as stated above, he will now take the liberty of
making a few remarks on this singular extract from
the publication of Dr. Schaf’s views, in 1845.

But before I make the remarks, it is important to
know the character of the man with whom we have
to deal.

This we may learn from his own writings, and the
pen of Dr. J. A. Alexander, of Princeton.

In anote (p. 182 of his history,) Schaf quotes from
an article written by Dr. Alexander in the * Biblical
Repertory and Princeton Review,” for January, 1847,
p- 105.
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In the pamphlet, we had to refer the reader to the
page where it is found. Now we copy it in full from
the note in his history.

¢ Our national tendency,” says this highly-gifted writer, “so far as
we have any, is to slight the past and overrate the present. This un~
historical peculiarity is constantly betraying itself in various forms, but
it is nowhere more conspicuous and more injurious than in our theology.
Hence the perpetual resuscitation of absurdities a thousand times ex-
ploded, the perpetual renewal of attempts, which have a thousand times
been proved abortive. Hence the false position which religion has
been forced to assume in reference to various inferior yet important
interests, to science, literatare, art, and civil government. Hence, too,
the barrenness and hardness by which much of our religious literature
is distingunished, because cut off from the inexhaustible resources which
can only be supplied by history. The influence of this defect apon our
preaching is perhaps inealculable, But instead of going on to reckon up
the consequences of the évil now in question, let us rather draw attention
to the fiact that it is not of such a nature as to be corrected by the lapse
of time, but must increase with the increase of ignorance and lazy pride,
especially when fostered. by a paltry national conceit, and flattered by
those oraeles of human progress, who declare that history is only fit for
monks. To counteract-this tendency we need seme influence ab exéra,
some infusion of strange hlood into our veins.”

After the reader has carefully examined this note,
I put this question to him. Is not the design of Schaf
to impress on his mind a conviction that Dr. Alex-
ander thinks as Schaf does? But, to defeat this
design, I observe that the last line and a half begins a
new paragraph in Dr. Alexander’s article ; and I shall
transcribe largely from Dr. Alexander, beginning
where Dr. Schaf left off':

¢4 On this ground we are much disposed to look for good effects from
Dr. Schaf’s appearance, and even from the faults which have been
charged upon his writings. The grotesque English which occasionally
marks his style is not only palliated by the intimation on the title page
—¢ translated from the German”—but may serve, like the jargon of his
favourite Carlyle, to make the reader think by making him first stare and
laugh. Even the positive dogmatical authoritative tone, which some-
times verges upon flippancy, may serve, by rendering the composition
more pigquant, to make it more effective, Whether any good is likely to
result, among intelligent and cultivated readers, from the author’s habit
of pronouncing just as confidently where he is imperfectly informed as
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whete he understands his subject, from his supercilious representations
of English and American Theology as wholly unproductive, or from the
compassionate disdain with which he looks down upon all who are not
of the High Dutch breed and breeding—is a question which we leave to
be decided by himself. If even these peculiarities, however, which
ought long since to have dropped off as the exuvis of the status pupil-
laris, should, by rousing attention to the valuable truths embodied in his
writings, gjve additional effect to his undoubted talents, eloquence, and
learning, the price paid for the benefit is one of which the purchasers at
least will have no reason to complain.

The valuable truths of which we speak have, in the present case, no
necessary connexion with the author’s doctrine as to our participation in
the human nature of our Lord, nor even with his doctrine of * organic
development.”* In some directions we are not prepared to take
a step with him; in othera we can go as far as he can, for example
in maintaining the importance of Historical Theology, aswell for
its conservative as its progressive influence. We held, as thor-
oughly as he can, the necessity of knowing what has been before us,
in order to fulfil our own vocation. If he chooses to express this
same idea by the figure of organic growth, like that of plants and
animals, with all the cognate images of twigs and sap, or food and blood,
we do not make the least objection to his pleasing his own taste in the
selection of a figurative vehicle for his ideas. But so far is this theory,
or rather this poetical conception, of an animal or vegetable growth,
from aiding the effect of what it represents upon ourselves, that we
would rather look at the plain truth divested of the tropical costume in
which the author’s eloguence has dressed it up. In this we have
been influenced, no doubt, to some extent, by our long familiarity with
all kinds of ““development,” a8 regular cant phrases in our newspaper
vocabulary. The changes rung upon this term and its correlatives have
been so endless, that they seem to have lost all their power ad captandum
vulgus. This would be a very insufficient reason for rejecting any new
discovery which happened to have been baptized by this familiar name ;
but when we come to look more narrowly at Dr. Schaf’s principles, apart
from the accompanying metaphors, they strike us very much like old
acquaintances in masquerade, or we may even say like English and
American travellers, fresh from the hands of a German tailor.”

These paragraphs Dr. S. doubtless read, and read
with no pleasant feelings. Here we see his character
drawn by his own pen, and by the pen of one who
had read his publications, and the writings of many a
German author.

And what lesson should be taken from it? Clearly

#Cortainly not ; for the first is the other, G Note byd.J: J.
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this: Not to rely on the simple assertion of Dr. S.,
however confidently uttered; nor to believe a thing
to be true, merely because he affirms it; but to de-
mand proof—to scrutinize what he wntes—and to set
him in opposmon to himself, when he pens contra-
dictory statements in the same volume: and fo beware
of his principles, disguised in masquerade, lest, on ex-
amination, they be found to be strangers, and not old
acquaintances.

The utility of this rule will frequently appear in
this “ Antidote.” Itisno conjecture. I know what
will follow. It is written already. A new order is
now being made ; together with such improvement as
may be suggested by a review.

The writer is now prepared to make his intended
remarks on the wery singular extract, recited above,
written by the pen of one calling himself a PROTEST-
ANT!

In this extract, with one exception, (monastic insti-
tutions,) the state of the Roman Catholic Church, in
the Middle Ages, when it was really in the worst and
most corrupt state, is lauded to the skles, by a pro-
fessed Protestant /

Pascal, a Roman Catholic, would not have written
what this Protestant blushed not to write.

The Bishops and Priests of France, before the
revolution, would have stigmatized this as wulitra
montane. They were jealous for Gallican liberty.

The all-grasping ambition of the Roman Pontiffs is
justified :

¢ Before the Pope, as the head and representatlve
of Christendom, all states bowed themselves with
reverent homage.” This is admired by him, although
utterly inconsistent with the gospel rule; and this
wicked eminence obtained by the vilest means!

\
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“ And even the German emperor himself could not
feel himself secure in his place, save as formally
acknowledged by the chief bishop of the church !”
And why? because the emperor knew the holy
bishop would excite his subjects to rebellion, if he
did not do homage to this humble representative of
Peter * the fisherman of Galilee |”

All this was beautiful in the eyes of Prof. Schaff'|
And if the Pope could induce the U. S. A. thus to
abase themselves to papal powers, would not this be a
sight alike beautiful in the eyes of one who could pen
the above extract!

“ According to the reigning idea, the state stood
related to the Church like the moon to the sun, from
which it borrowed all its light |”

Men enlightened by the word and Spirit of God,
.look through eyes very different from the eyes of
Schaf. They regard the Romish church in the
Middle Ages, as a dismal opake body, intercepting the
rays of the Sun of righteousness ; so as to prevent his
light and heat, and fertilizing influence from reaching

the true church and the earth. She chose to abandon
them to darkness and ignorance, and coldness, and
barrenness; to render them more submissive and
_pliant to her domineering will.

Schaf adds:

¢“The Holy Sacraments ran like threads of gold through the whole
texture of life, in all its relations, from infency to old age.”

No exception is made to the seven sacraments of the
Romish Church. It would have spoiled the beauty
and interrupted the flow of the Professor’s language.
Yet he well knew that all Protestants reject five of
them as unauthorized by Christ, and allow only two—
Baptism and the Lord’s Supper—as divinely insti-
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tuted; and the Heidelbergh Catechism, which he
acknowledged, when inaugurated as a Professor in
the Theological Seminary of the German Reformed
Church, in 1844, to be the Confession of his Faith,
rejects five; for this Catechism says, in answer to
Question 68 : _

 How many Sacraments has Christ instituted in the new Covenant, or
Tébtament ? replies,

¢ Two, namely, Holy Baptism, and the Holy Supper.”

. Professor S. well knew also, at the same time, that
the Heidelbergh Catechism: contains both a question
and an answer relating to the Popish Mass; which I
here transcribe :

“ Q. 80. What difference is there between the Lord's Jupper and the
Popish Mass P

¢ A. The Lord’s Supper testifies to us that we have a full pardon of all
sin, by the only sacrifice of Jesus Christ, which he himself has once
aocomplished on the cross ; and that we, by the Holy Ghost, are ingrafted
into Christ, who, according to his human nature, is now not on earth, but
in heaven, at the right hand of his Father ; but the Mass teacheth, that
the living and dead have not the pardon of sins through the sufferings
of Christ, unless Christ is also daily offered for them by the priests ; and
further, that Christ is bodily under the form of bread and winé, and
therefore is to be worshipped in them; so thatthe Mass at bottom, is
nothing else than a denial of the one sacrifice and sufferings of Jesus
Christ, and an accursed idolatry.” :

The confession S. made, by this avowal of his faith
in 1844, and what he published in 1845, in a book-
form, as Dr. Nevin terms it, the germ of which was

. . 3 . .
delivered on the day of his inauguration, I leave to
be reconciled by the learned Professor. I cannot.
Subscriptions to Confessions, I have always regarded
as solemn matters, which no honest man can trifle
with. Of this I shall have more to say, when obliged
to show the solemn form in which Schaf’s pledge was
given.

How beautiful the idea to this Professor, when h
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wrote, “ The cathedral,” visited never by the light
of the natural day, but only by mystic irradiations
poured through stained glass I”

Ah! if the sun could look into those Cathedrals
“bearing the soul on high” by ‘their mysterious
devotional gloom;” and see the worship paid to
Madonnas, and to Saints, and to Images, instead of
being offered to Jehovah and his Son Jesus Christ
alone ;' would he not blush and hide his head, ashamed
to witness these abominations of the Romish Church ;
which she, in violation of the first and second precept
of the Decalogue, has set up in the house of God!

Yet, says this singular writer, “ Truly a great time,
and for one who is prepared to understand it, fraught
with the richest spiritual interests. He that has no
heart for the excellencies of this period, the beauty
-that belongs to the Middle Ages, must be wanting in
genuine culture, or at least in all right historical
feeling.” ‘

- Excellencies and beauty of the Middle Ages! Alas!
Popes were usurpers—the state of the Church was
anti-christian—ignorance and error everywhere pre-
vailed, with their accompanying vices and licentious-
ness—Artists and Poets were not influenced by
motives from above, or truly religious. In what,
then, consisted the excellencies and beauties of the
Middle Ages! They may please the morbid imagin-
ation of one whose mind has been perverted, by
error, from the love of truth, and carried away by its
delusions. But by a mind captivated by the love of
religious truth, and under the sanctifying influence of
the Spirit of God, no such excellencies and beauty in
the Middle Ages can be seen. It will turn away
with disgust from this vain attempt of a Protestant
to mislead his readers.
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That a real Papist, so deluded as to believe the
Pope, is divinely entitled to ocoupy the exalted posi-
tion as head of Christendom, which he claims,—that
the Church ought to control the State,—and that
the superstitious and idolatrous worship offered by
Romanists, in their magnificent Cathedrals, is true and
acceptable worship ; that a man so deluded, might,
by the aid of a vivid imagination, see and admire the
excellencies and beauty of the Middle Ages, is not
surprising,

But that a professing Protestant, who knows the
Popes to be usurpers, and admits the Romish Church
to be corrupt in many doctrines and practices, should,
in the relative condition of the Church and State as
here described, and in the worship offered in Cathe-
drals and “their mysterious devotional gloom ;” see,
and admire excellencies and beauty, and describe
them, in glowing terms, that other Protestants may
see and admire them ; is what I cannot reconcile with
truth and honesty.

Crossing the Niagara river, in 1828, just below the
falls, with a lady, in a small boat, I bade her see the
beauty and grandeur of the falls. Apprehensive of
danger, she exclaimed, “Don’t talk to me about
beauty and grandeur now |”

A mind smitten with the love of truth and duty,
while recollecting the abominations of Papacy, and
the corrupt and idolatrous worship of the Romish
Church, during the “Middle Ages,” will turn away
from the false description of beauty and excellencies,
which the pen of Schaf has attempted to throw around
them, to beguile the ignorant and unwary, with dis-
gust and: loathing.

The Doctor has read the story of the devils and the

7 :
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swine. (Matt. viii. 20-34.) Art and design appear
evident in the request of the devils.

Their design was, by destroying the swine in the
sea, to operate on the depravity of the inhabitants of a
city ; to prejudice their minds against Jesus, and
thus prevent their listening to his heavenly instruc-
tions.

Their plan succeeded. The whole city being in-
formed of all that had happened, *came out to meet
Jesus: and when they saw him, they besought him
that he would depart out of their coasts.” - He com-
plied with their request. Asthese foolish inhabitants
of the city loved gain more than godliness, the Re-
deemer, who knew the state of the desires of their
hearts, as well as the design of the devils, was pleased
to leave them to the working of their own carnal
hearts ; and to reap the consequences of their own
sinful request, and preference of earthly to heavenly
things.

‘Will the doctor try, by his vivid lmagmatlon and
glowing rhetoric, how much eauty he can extract
from this story, for his admirers?

. What-strange conceptions of truth and perceptions
of beauty, and devotional feelings, has this singular
man |

Let the reader peruse again what he says, (Part i.
p- 18,) about the cathedrals. The sentence begms -
thus:

¢The most magnificent and beantiful bmldmgs of the period, &c.”

Here we see the FIRST DEVELOPMENT of the Ger-
man Professor’s historical views.

In his published history we shall see how greatly
they are changed, and a development very different
and nearly opposite.




PETER'S PRIMACY. 76

Thus I had written and published in my pamphlet,
and given the Professor more credit than he deserveds
Having learned more of the condition of the German
Reformed Church, and of the dates of certain occur-
rences_and collated them ; and having compared the
Doctor’s inaugural address as translated by Dr. Nevin
and published in 1845, so irreconcilable with the
solemn engagement made just before his address; 1 am
now constrained to add, that the change in the Pro-
fessor’s historical views does not appear to me a8 it
did when I wrote my pamphlet. This, however,
reflects no honor on the Doctor, and confirms me in
the belief that he is not a protestant, and more than a
semi-papist, a8 I called him.

If I have erred in regard t» the amount of the
change in the development of Dr. Schaf’s Asstorical
views, 1 cannot err when I say, he has exhibited a
strange and wonderful development of mind/

—— 0

CHAPTER IL

SCRIPTURAL ARGUMENTS AGAINST THE CLAIMS OF ROMANISTS,
FOR THE PRIMACY O¥ PETER.

Romanists contend that Peter was the chief Apostle,
the Primate or Princein the Apostolic College.

In support of this assertion they urge as proof:

First, That Jesus Christ promised to build on him,
the rock, his church ; against which the gates of hell
shall never prevail :

.
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Second, That to him were given the keys of the
kingdom of heaven, and the power of binding and
lotsing, both in heaven and on the earth. See Mat-
thew xvi.’ 18-19.

But the claim to his primacy is mere assumption ;
and the proofs urged in its support are destitute of
force

Peter, it is cheerfully admitted, was highly honored
by his master, on two occasions:

1. He was selected with James and John, and con-
ducted up into a high mountain, to witness our Re-
deemer’s transfiguration; . but Peter was not more
highly honored than James or John; for they too
were witnesses of thc wonderful scene, and heard as
well as Peter, the testinony which the Father bore to
his Son. (See Matt. xvii. 1-8.)

2. Jesus selected Peter, and the two sons of Zebe-
dee, to witness his agony in the garden of Gethse-
mane. In this honor James and John shared equally
with Peter. But, on this occasion, Peter brought on
himself especially a rebuke for sleeping. All indeed,
ere criminal for sleeping, while their Master was
overwhelmed with unutterable and mysterious agony ;
8o that his soul was exceedingly sorrowful, even unto
death. Had they felt that fervent love for Jesus
which they ought to have felt, they would have
watched one hour. The disciples when warned by
their ‘Master; * All ye shall be offended because of
me this night;” Peter replied, * Though all men
should be offended because of thee, yet will I never
be offended:” And when told that he would deny
him thrice, he confidently affirmed, *“ Though I shoud
die with thee, yet will I not deny thee Likewise
said all the disciples.”
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Hence, when Jesus rebuked his three disciples for
sleeping, he singled out Peter, saying: “ Peter, what
could ye not watch with me one hour?” (Matt. xxvi.
31-46.)

On these two occasions, it is manifest, that Peter
had no preeminence in honor above his fellow dis-
ciples.

Peter was naturally warm, ardent, and zealous:
and the warmth of his feelings betrayed him some- .
times into serious faults, and once brought on him a
severe rebuke from his Master. “From that time
forth began Jesus to shew unto his disciples how that
he must go unto Jerusalem, and suffer many things of
the elders, and chief priests and scribes, and be kll]ed,
and be raised again the third day.”

“Then Peter took him, and began to rebuke him,
saying, Be it far from thee Lord: This shall not be
unto thee.” What impertinence! What opposition
to the appointment of infinite wisdom! No blind
attachment to his master could excuse such improper
boldness. What followed? “But he turned, and
saidfunto Peter, Get thee behind me, Satan: thou art
an offence to me; for thou savourest not of the things
that be of God, but of the things that -be of men.”
(Matt. xvi. 21-28.)

How humiliating the rebuke !

Thi§ rebuke was followed by a statement of the
terms of discipleship, and the glorious reward that
awaited the faithful disciples. (vs. 24-28.)

Again: how faulty the conduct of Peter, the night
in which our blessed Redeemer was betrayed and
apprehended? Peter drew his sword, and without
waiting for an answer to the question, “Lord, shall °
we smite with the sword? Smote the high priést’s
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gervant, and cut off his right ear.”—%“But Jesus
touched his ear, and healed him.” (Luke xxii. 49—
51. John xviii. 10.)

On that dreadful night all his disciples forsook him
and fled; and Peter too, who had solemnly promised
to be faithflﬂ, though at the cost of his life.

John soon recovered his courage, and followed the
Band, who conducted the Redeemer to the palace of
the high priest; and, although “known to the high
priest, boldly went in with Jesus into the palace of
the high priest.”

Knowing that Peter was at the door, John went
out, and spoke to the damsel that kept the door, and
had it opened for his admission. (John xviii, 156-16.)

The awful scene that followed, so degrading to
Peter, whom Romanists and those who sympathize
with them, pretend to be the prmoe of the Apostles,
is well known.

Thrice Peter denied his suffering Master ; first, with
a solemn declaration, *I know not what thou sayest.”
(Matt. xxvi. 70;) second, *he denied his Master with
an oath, I do not know the man;” (verse 72;) third,
when charged with being a disciple of Jesus, he began
to curse and to swear, saying, I know not the man.
And immediately the cock crew. (verse 74.)

“ And the Lord turned, and looked upon Peter.”

‘What a piercing look | It went to the heart of this
apostate | ‘

. “ Peter remembered the word of the Lord, how he
had said unto him, Before the cock crow, thou shalt
deny me thrice.”

“ And Peter went out, and wept bitterly.” (Luke
xxii. 60—62) )

Behold in this degraded, though penitent apostate
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sinner, your pretended prince of the apostles, ye
Romanists and sympathizers in Romish errors!

Compare him with John, that loving disciple, who
boldly went into the high priest's palace, although
known to him. He did not deny his Master. He
outlived Peter ; and was favored with maost extraor-
dinary revelations, for the benefit and consolations of
the Church. After Peter, penitent, and restored, and
forgiven, had finished his course, and gone, with a
crown of martyrdom to heaven ; revelations (that im-
print on Rome, on her forehead, the indelible and
infamous stigma, recorded where it cannot be obliter-
ated,) were given to John. (Rev. xvii. 5-16.)

Compare Peter and John, in regard to love to

"Jesus, courage, and faithfulness in the service of their
Master. 'Who should be esteemed first ?

But Jesus would have no. prince among his apostles,
to exercise his authority over them. (See Mark x.
31-45.)

Let us now examine the first argument by which
Romanists endeavoured to establish the princely
authority of Peter.

They bring forward this portion of the word of
God:

“When Jesus came into the coasts of Cesarea
Philippi, he asked his disciples, saying, Whom do
men say that I the son of man am?

“ And they said, Some s