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A LrzrTix to the RoMaN CatHoLics of the City of
WorcEsTER, &c. Continued,

F##‘q CouULD :;gly profecute this argument
X through a variety of initances; 1 could

1 thew you, that fome of your moit celebrated

XX divines have acknowledged, that neither the

}(ﬁj Jupremacy of the Roman cturch, nor the tnvo-
cation of Jaints, nOT the aworsbip of images, nor lhe_ precife
aumber of feven facraments, wlth feverat other import-
ant articies of your communion, can be proved from
the fcriptures, Was it therefore unreafonable to affert,
that I could never difcover them there, fince they efcaped
the notice of furh acute and interefted enquirers,

It becomes, then, neceffary to acknowledge, that
thele diferiminating doftrines derive their who'e claim to
vour aflent, from the iofaliitle authority of the church
you belong to. Or, in the words of your catechilm,
“ You muit believe thefe tinings, becaule God has re-
vezied them to his intaliib'e church.™ But where is this
reve.ation to be met with? Not in the feriptures, as you
have aiready feen.  God, theretore, has reveal-d thefe

ints by snawritten traditions.  But how can 1 know,
that fu:h traditions are from God ? .f you anfwer me,
that the infallible authority of *he church has pronounced
them to be 10 then the whole matter reits uitimately
upon this inyalitble auirors This. being once admit.
ted, all controverty mult [ceafe: but if 1t be rej. Eted,
thea muft the oniy rule of our faith be looxed tor in
giie nibie. i

1 a-a not afhamed to confefs, that it was this claim to
infulibitity, which prevented me fo long from exi-
miiing the tenets of the Koman church, Sieitercd un-
der the garb of o goigeous a vreiogative, imprfed
upon the yielding mind of youth by m=-n ot icnfe and
virtue; backed, moreover, by the ipienc r of tuppofed
miracles, and the horrors ot anathenas, on.ions the
nott ahiurd and contradiétorv muit ti.quenuy dazzie
ind ovirawe the uncderftanding.,  Amidit the taicinating
glare of 10 mishty a privilege the eyc of reaon becomes
im and inative—nothing can diipel the darksnin:
film, but the more fteady and powertul irradiations ot
truth ; tiele, however, are fo often blunted by the
wiits of ignorance, the enchantment of prejudice, by
indolence, or the fear of diftuibing antient notion.,
that they only find their way into the minds ot a few,
who are bold enough to embrace the hzrdhuod ot wif-
domr, and ditregard all authority that ciath:s with rea.
fon (a). "

should it be faid, that reafon tells me to fubmit to an
infallible church—my aniwer is, that reafcy tells me al.
fo, that fuch fubmiffion is weaknefs, unlefs this infalli
bility be demonftrated. thew ne the proofs of ths
sretenfion, and it 1 do not admit them with every fa-
wlty of my foul, you have my leave to brand me with
the pride of Luciter, Should you urge, that realon
muft tell every unprejudiced man, that fome texts in
Loly wiit go to prove the infallibility of the Roman ca-
tholic church, may I not anfwer with confidence, that
reafon and experience tell me much more forcibly that
{everal arti. les are increditle and grouadlefs, which reft
{olely on that infailibility ? Does mottfeafon, for in-

*ftance, affure me with greater evidence, that the Al-
mighty requires not our belief of a dotrine, which
ands in dire¢t contradi€tion to the ozly means he has al.
lowed us ot arriving at truth—I mean our fenfes aid our
underfianding ? Do a few controveited texts of the ferip-
ture make infallibility as evident to reafon, asit is plain
to the moft ordinary capacity, that two bodies cannot
be in the fame piace at once ; that the fame body can-
not be in a million of different places at the fame time ;
that whitenefs cannot exift without a body, that is
wlite; nor weight without a body, that is heavy ; nor
liquita@ion without a body that 1s hiquid ; that tlx e-
ternal Ged is not to be fhut up in boxes, nor Jevoured
eirperally by vermia (4) ? Does not reafon aflure me
with greater evidence, that me creatuie is to be in-
tucaled, and honourcd with religious worfhip; that

(a) * Reafen tells thofe who are virtuous and truly pli-
leiapbers to bomour and appreciate truth enly ; and =0t to Juf-
Jer themfilues to be enflaved to the opinicns of ibe antwnts, if
tkey be erroxeous.” Juttinus Martyr, Apol. il,

(6) Thefe ubfurdities and contradictions awith many 0.
thers follo w evidently yrom the delirine of tranfubftantiati-
on, "] beg leave to menticn in this place two negative ar-
Suments, awbich frem to prove to & demonfiration, that
trantubtlantiation avas uxkrows to the antient cburch. Tte
{'/’ is this. ¢ If tke axtient cburch bad believed this doc-

13¢, and paid tbe fame (upreme adoration to the boly Ja-
crament, as Keman catholics mow do is it met prabable,
nay is it et evident, that this tenst and pradice would
bave been urged by the cattelics againfl the Arians.as anin
conteflibie proof of the diwinity of Chrifi? Tbis argument,
bewewer, avas never alliged by axy oxe of the mumeroxs
azd lcarned defors during the Arian controverfy. A con-
Vincing proof 1hat fuch ax argumnt was wnknown.” 4A-
gamn, 15 it mot reafomable to think, that the ”llf.bl‘l
writers, ameng their many charges againfl the antient chrifii-
ans, avsuld bave retorted upon them the accu ation of idvla-
iry in adering @ bit.of bread, in referving tbeir God ingoid
and fiver cbalices, boxes, &c. bad the pralice or beiief of
sbe church given amy reom for fo plaufibe an argum-nt. 1
big leavve to ada moreever, that the fatbers of the fecond
eccuncil of Nice expreffly confirm the opinion that CErifi’s body
1z Heawen is mot ﬂ:jbj and bleed s bew therefore can bread
arnd wine be changed inte bis body if they tecome fiefd and
bioed ? Sea L' Abbe Cose. Nic. s a8, T. 6. pag. 543,

\
A

ruhhc fervice ought xof to be performed in an unknown
anguage; that the beloved fervants and friends of God
will met be punithgd after ceath in the flames of purga-
tO_:iy ; that thegg-is ne common ftore.houfe, in which are
laid up the fuperfluous merits of the faints, to be drawn
from thence by the pope, and applied, as he thinks
proper, to the benefit of the living and t e dead—
Such to me is the language of reafon, which was never
yet rejeéted with impunity—She will be heird—fhe
muft be relpeted—her claim to our reverence and at-
tention ariles from the fuperiority of her counfels to
thofe of fellow mortals:—Every human being muit
liften to her voice, or ceafe to be ratisnal. Created for
us, and acting within us, fhe fpeaks to us after the nan-
ner beft fuited to our feveral charaters, abi.ities and
duties—Becoming all to all, fhe addreifes berfelt with
gentleneis to fome, and with ener y to others 3 but
when paflions are filent, and prejuglce fufpsnded, her
language muit ever be the language of truth  Religion
and reafon can never be at variance, becaufe the moit
rational reli, ion muft always be the beft. You remain
Romn catholics, becaufe you think your reafon tells
you, that yours 1lone is the true church of Chritt,
You think it reafonable to beiieve, that at thefe words,
¢ This is my body,” pronounced by a priett, a bit of
bread is changed into the true natural body of Jelus
Chrift, and is to be adored as the etcrnal Sod, be-
caufe your reafon convinces you that Chrift (poke
thefe “or s in a /iteral fenfe. and bzcaule you: church
underftinis them in tins manner. But w en re.fon
aflures me, that innumeranie arguments =vince their
meaning to be fizurat:ve, am I not bounu to open my
mind to the light ot .onviction, and dilcard the in-
falvility, whivh enforces the ablurdities ot the oppo-
fite opinion ?
It trom reafon you appeal to revelation, the plea to
intaliibiity wil be found equaily unfupported. You
w | tell me, dountie!s, that tie antie.t ta‘hers wwini-
mouly interpret fome fcriptural paflag.s  this feats,
but, | ap rehen', that upon enquuy, tuch an affera
tion would appeir very huzirded indesd. Let an im.
partial man read the fathers upon tifiz, and fome other
funjelts, and I will defy him to declaie, that he has
met with this boafted unitormity among thewm. But
the cathoiic church has decieed fuch to o« the meani g
of the tathers, and every ch itian is bound to acquistce
in her decifions, So that in fadt, the whole argument
comes to this. The church is int:liible, becaule her
infallibility is gathered from f{cripture by the unan.
mous confznt of the fathiers ; and this unanimous con
fent of the fathers is aflerted, and eftabiithed, vy the
very infallible authority, which in the firtt initance it
was alleged to vemon:trate, Or in other words, the
church of Rome is infallible, becaufe the herfelf has
fo . etermined. Here is a circie of fal:e reafoning, our
of which no advocate for intaliibility can ever extricate
himielt to my fatisfaction, It is an ok, and ha:kncyed
argument, but not lefs conclufive on that account (c).
As to the fow fcriptural texts, which feem to coun.
tenance infallibility, they appeare | no onger con.lufive,
than I refuled to examine them. !he divine author
of the chriftian religion promifed, it is true, fo feach bis
difcip.es all trutb; ( ohn 14, 15, 16.) and he undount-
cdly did fo. But where dia he lo tar infure the faith
of their fucceffors, whether prefbyters, bifhops, or popes,
as to fecure them from building «wesd, bay and flubble
upon the foundations ot the golpel ? Does not st. Paul
pronounce that fuch would aétuaily be the cafe ? (s Cor.
3.12.) He promifed to b awith bis diftiples to the end

(c) It is wery remarkable, that all Roman catbolics are

bound 10 admit an infallivle autberity, yet few of them agree
where, or s whom it refides. Seme, nay almaft all the old
Sekeolmen bawe taught tke infallibity of tbe pope. But fome
popes, viz, Liberius Homorius, Jobn 23, Ec. baving unfar-
tunately fubferibed beretical opin.ons, this dofrine 15 at pre
Jent almoft out of date.  Seme place infallibility in a general
council. Others in the pope axd the ccancil receves by the
aukote church, But avhen all is faid, that polibly can te
Jaid, the pope mufi be acknowledged by c(_)n_ﬁll:nt Roman ca
thelics as the fole depofitary o infalicility. Fer fince the
councii of Trent, it is unanimoufly taught in all Roma ca-
tholic churches, that a council can decree notbing  awitbout
the affent of the pope ; that be alone kas a right to mterpres
the cauncil and expiain its decifions § and tkat tkofe temets on-
ly are of faith, awbich be determines 10 be fo. Thus stise-
wident, that infalibility refts wltimately awith the pops. The
council declares the miaming of fime poffage in jcripture, or of
fome peint o! tradition, and tken the pope proncunces inja lr-
bly upon the fenfe of this declaration.  TEis ult:mate decifien
of the pope is juppojed to be infpired by the fpirit of God.
But is the cbriflian, avbe bas mo means of coming 1 the
bnowledge of this decifion but by reading ity or bearing it
read, equally fecured jrom errer by the fpirit of Goa? It te
be, then no private Roman cathoiic can ever mt(a”r;b:_nd
the meaning of any tenst;; axd of confequence, ke is as infal-
lible as the puit bimfelf awith regard to tbe right apprabenfi-
on of any religious truth. If be be not fecured from error,
then be may as well build bis faith upox the awords of ferip-
ture, aveich be is certain avas writlen by divine fnfpiration.
A cbrifiian the.core, may mifiake the averds of & popt,
avben be bears, or reads them, as cafily al be can mifiake
the words of feripture. Why, thereiore, mot content bimpelf
avith what ail parties agree 10 be ke avord of God; in
bumbie confidence, that sf be read, or bear it with due ate
tentton, diligence and fincerity, be will be as feBually fe-
cared from any dargerous erre:, as i/ be Lad read, or bear-
ed tke Jormula of faith publybed by Pope Pins IV.

A Y
eqht,

of the avorld (Matth, 19, 20.) And who drniesit? 3'e
is with his church by his proteétion, by his grace, by
the lights Lie communicates to her by th. ftreng:h,
which he exerts in fupporting her againit viocn e “and
t mptation, But cannot he be with h's chur h w th-
out rendering her infallible? Is he not with every jult
man? Yet wlio would hence infer, that fuch a man 18
fecured from everv error, heyond a poffibi:ity of being
at any time Jeceived ? Befices why (hou'd the prefence
of Chnift render the church infallitle, ratler than im«
peccasie? Are not vice and error equaly inherent in
the corruption of m n? Is not the tormer as torm da-
bie an cnemy to religiin, as th: latte ? is notthe
chritian fyttem us perte@iy calcui ted to make us good
men, as orthonox believ. rs? Would not the church be
equally overeniown, fhouid either of thetz -vi's b-come
univerial ? Why then was it not asnecefiary to fecure her
agamit the one as the other Kut the taét is, neither
partial vice nor partial error detiroys the foud itiuns
ot the chriftian religi n, and tneretore it was unne=
ceflary to fence agamit either ¢¢ ! hat the gates of
hell, or rather ot ceath,™ (as the woid fades nania
feltly imports) ¢ f(hali never picvail ag inft the chrittian
ciurch,” Mutth, 16. 18, is an articie of iy belict, as
well 25 of yours. But the obvious mcamn- ot Chr.it's
promite is niy this, ¢ 1 hat neither the iubtity of in.
fernal {yiri s, nor tie jathons of men, nor the vivlence
ot both, f(hsl ever fucc ed in cverturnivg £ 1en1on,
to which he has been plealed to annex perpeturty  Ho v
ev-r feeie and ditordaied bus church may be at times;
the poaers ot death fhall never overcow: her. She
fhali then only ceafs to exift, wh-w time fhiib- no
more.” ‘Ine text therefore. do-s not -vei 1nfinuate,
that the chritt.an chur b fhu'd neverte ch nv aitidies,
befides fuch as are fusdamental o d nc efiary, or that
fome overtening fociety ot chriftians thou 1 not liold
out Jrany erroneout opinivns as terme of unmunton
to the 1ctt of the faithrul,  Agantt tuele grees an  of=
Jential tenets, ex ieflid in the apottes ¢ ed, a:nd
adopted thiough ev-1y age by the moit nunercus  oldy
of chuilti ns the gates o aeath .or of bed, ~.ill never
prevadl.  The enemy may fow wee 3 and tres aniog
this heavenly granj he may buiil ftructime of it w
upon thefe unfhiken .oundaticne; ti 1zno ance, and
patfions of mankind muy exhae arounrd thea tume
noxious vapours ot fupe-itition, .nd 1 mor:hty: but
they wil ever retain fufficient icht to conduct e h
upright and pious belicver to all poiuts of L duty,
upon which his ialvation de en s (4).

T h= nairow limits whithin which [ mean to reftrsin
this ad'refs, forb:d me to dwe'! any iong-r on this
fruittul argument,  ue littie I have faid coslinot,
wi:h any propriety be omitte . 1t s impofli.l- fo
apologife tor delerting old opintens witheut il.ovtly
mentioning th- reat ns, tnat piove them to e ground=
lets, I fhalonly bez your atrention o oNe jnore cone
fideration ot this pica to in.ani ‘i.ary, ani | have done,

(1) The works, awkich 1 brue chiefly made ufe ef cn
this, and otber jubjeds, are, the e agion of protettints a
fafe way to faivauion, by Wilam Chilirg.c.rtb, An
aniwer toa thallengz mad< vy ajeiuitin iean’, and
atrect e de fucc thons <t fatu chicitino eccisiie, by
arckiyjbep Upcer  Deten'c dea -@uve le tra ution du
con.tie de I'reut, far .« Pere le Cou-ayer. | verr:us
de tacrarento eucnaittie. Detenfz dz 1a reform:tivn,
par Menf. J. Ciaule, Buhop Hu .'s Alrourt-saon ine
pro. heties. Theje I bave read witk all the attentis : I am
capable ot And 10 thefe, efpeciaiy 1o the fifly which Sir,
Locke proncunces tke majlerpuce of lgic, 1 rejer every ime
pariial chrifian; who cefires to find irce 1reart utkscf the
gofpel denvered in thar genuine Simpiacity, jufporte? by
aficnifbing powers of reaf-mng  and effeciually winnowed
Jrom the ckaff of modern cor uptiins.

[To be cercluded in cur next.]

L OND ON, Augufl 7.
HE caufe of $ir John Burgeyne's arr-it in India;
is with great induitry k-pt = profound fe r t ..om,
the public: but his triends do not feru le to afiert, rhat
when the circumftance attrnuing this mygterious b fine(s
becomes known, a fcene of Afi-tic tyranny w:il be
bLrought to light of a very extraordinary nature.

By authentic lerters from .myrna, dated N ay 16, we
are aflured, that the p! gue has aimott depopulat-d that
city. Tuiks, Jews, Greeks, ard Armenians, have pee
rithed wittout number. Of the Greeks alone, ‘ome-
times above 130 were buried in aday. In Apni latt,
when the captain pacha arrived, to tak: the taxes and
tri ute money, fome hundreds of houies were found un«
occupied, or without owners.,

The balloon-hat, after having been fuperfeded for a
few days, by the adoption of the rural ftraw umbrella,
has again been reinftated as the capital ornament ot te-
male undrels. This revolution has not been fo much
the refult of caprice, as of neceflity: the rage for the
ftraw umbrellas having been fo prevalent, that the vrice
arofe to a degree of enormty. ‘T'he latitude of the rear,
from hip to hip, has confiderably decreafed in the
courfe of laft week, which has materially leffened the
price of whalebone, and, of courle, threatens preju,ice
to the Grecnland fithery.—The heel, however, has re-
ceived an eevation at laft, and the tete tegins to rife
from its late flatnets, into 2 moit refpeétable altitude.

Stays having heen found very iaconvenient, on feve-
ral occafions, are laid afide for the Marteilies or quilted
bodice 1 and the ladics not being at prefeat (o ticklifa 4¢




