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A LirTir to the Roman Caviorics of the City of
WorcEsTsR, &c, Coucluded.

-3 -4 VERY perfon, who is but moderately
x; converfant with the hiftory of the church,
X E muft have remuked, that at fome periods
X X of time, feveral points of do&rine were de-
j#ﬂ_}f fined as belonging to faith, which at others
were debated as matteis of opinion. The Millenarias
fifiem, or the opinion that atter the renovation of the
world, Chrift will reign 2 thoufand years with his faints
upon earth, was maintained as an articie of the ca-
tholic faith by almoft every father, who lived immedi-
ately after the times of th= apoties (¢). This dotrine
the Roman church dezms heretical at prefent. The ne-_
«efity, and divise inflitwtion of auricular conieflion, now
rincipal points of Romun catholic faith, were difcufled
with great freedom by many an?ent writers, and cen-
wries were requifite to fettle thid prattice in its prefent
form. The learned Alcuin, who lived in the court of
Charlemagne during the ninth century, tells us exprefl-
ly (1), ‘“that fuine faid it was fufficient to confe(s our
{ins to God alone.™ In a very antieatand authentic
copy of the Penitential of Theodore, archbithop of
Canterbury, who died in 690, which archbithop Uther
fays he tranfcribed in Sir Kobert Cotton's library (z),
we meet with thefe very remarkable wordsy ¢ It is
Jawful, that confeflion be made to God alone, if it be
requifite " and agan, ¢ Learned men think ditferently
upon this mat:er, becaufe the do&ors feem to have
delivered various and almoft oppofite opinions upon it.”
The great canonift Gratian, who wrote the Gl ffa, or
comment upon the famous Decretals, fpe-ks very ex.
plicitly upon the matter in queftion—¢* some maintain,
fays he, that forgivenefs ot fins may be vdtained with-
out any conteffion made to the church, ora prieit.”
He then cites St. Ambrofe, Auitin, and Chryloftom,
13 patronifing this opinion.  We have littie reafon,
teretore to be furprifed at what Maidonatus the jetuit
well. us (4) ; That all the canonitts following their firft
.nterpreter maintain, that confeflion was introduced by
ecciefiattical inftitution; which upinion, continues he,
is now fufficiently declared to be Reretical by the
church.” Duiing the fame deplorable zra of (upertti
ticn and ignorance, ** an ®ra,” fays Sigunius (i), and
other Roman catholic hiftorians, ¢ turpaffing the dark-
eft and mott profligate ages ot antiquity, as well by the
infamy of its princes, as the madnefs ot the peop'e ;™
when the flender ftock of knowledge pofleffed by the
clergy was employed in compiling the molt con:empti-
ble ftgends, orinvolving the plain meaning of the fcrip-
tures in the clouds of allegory, and the jargon of the
fchools; when bithops (at as judges at counciis, who
were unable to write their own namss (4); when the
amp of fcience was nearly extinguith:d in th weftern
tmpire, and the extravagance of atenct was its beft
recommendation to the credu ous multitude; at this
woeful period of the degradation of reafon and preva-
knce of vice, the nature of Chrift's prefence in the
Eucharift began firft to be agitated. The term frax-
fubfiantiatien was yet unknown to the catholic church.
An o' {.yre bithph (43, who lived elcven hundred years
after the time of the apofties, was the inventor of tkis
myfterious word, which has proved for feveral centu.ieg
the teft of orthodoxy among fome chriftians, and the
fcandal to others. [he doétrine conveyed by it was

o article of taith prior to the council of Lateran held.

in 1315, a3, ~cotus affures us (m). It was towards the
beginning of the ninth century, that Palchafius Rad-
:ex:us, firt 2 monk then abbot of Corbie, ‘pubtifhe‘d

is treatife upon the corporal prefence of Chrifi in the
Encharif, andp‘:s Bellarm?rtcll 5o,fwas the ¢ !rﬂ who
wrote feroufly and copioufly concerning it (#)." This
monk, however, intorms us himielt, that bis doétrine
was by no means uxiverfal or fettled. Inhis letter 'o Fru-
degardus, fpeaking ot the corporal prefence, ¢ You quef-
tion me, fays he, upon a fubjcél, about which many are
douhtfui"—Nay, this is fo very evident, that Rabanus

. Maurus, who is ftyled by Baronius the brightefl luminnry

ot Germany, ahout the year 847 wrote exprefily againtt
the noveity of this doétrine in a letter to Heribaldus,
bihop of Auxerres: he tells him, that « fome of late
(meaning Pafchafius and his difciples) Rot having a
right notion of the (acrament of the bodg\ and blood
of wur Loid, faid that this is the body and blood of
our Lord, which was born ot the virgin Mary, and in
which our Lord {uffered upon the crols, and rofe from

(¢) Ser tkis particular clearly and learnedly demonfirated
Dr. Burses in bis wery ingenions treatifz de ftitu mor.

—tuorum et refurgentium, cap. 10. It awas hkewwife the

deciaed opinion of almefi all the primitive fatbers, that tbe

. Jiss of good men did met enjoy the beatific wifien previous o

sbe general refurreBion. Dr. Stapleton, a Remax catbolic
divine, cites St. Iremsus, Tertulhian, Origes, Chryfofiam,
Tbesdsret, Ocumenins, Theophylald, Ambrofs, Climens Re-
manus, and St. Bernard, as ‘Wu Sor tbis do8rine (De-
Joaf. An&. Becl. l. 1. cap.3.) W ich, bowewsr, awas con-
demned a3 beretical by the council of Flaren:o.

(1) Epip. 6.

( i) See Upers anfurr, &e, art. confeflion, pag. 107.

(5) Dy}-l. ds Sacram. de Confiff. cap. 3.

(i) Li .td: Regno [talia.

(k) Ser'Wenw. %raitiln diplom. tom, 3. 9. 434 Par
deux Benedibiing,

(1) Stepben bifPop of Aniun. :

(m) Bellarw: Lib. 3. ds Buchar. cade 3y

() Bellarm, deJcripe Ecelsfe

\

the dead; vkich erver,” continues he, ¢ we have op-
pofed with all our might.” I could thew you tucgher
with what zcal, and erudi ion this growing error was
confuted by other tamous men, who lived in that cen.
tury, and efpecially by Ratramus, or Bertram, cm-
ployed cxpreflly by Charies the Bald to oppofe it. His
work is fill extant, and proved to be genuine by the
learned Manilion. [

L'hus we fee, that the do&rine of the carsal prefence
was no fooner openly maintained, than fome of the
molt celebrated dottors of the time arofe to combat it;
without incurring any fufpicion of herefy from their
opponents, A convincing proof that, at the period I
am fpeaking of, it wasregarded merely as matter of
opinion, And fuch, in faét, it continued to be for two
hundred years; when fo extravagant a centure was
paffed upon tiofe who denied it, by pope Nicholas and
a council affembled at Rome, that sxiefs, asthe com-
ment upon the canon law cautions us, ¢ we interpret
it in a found fenfe, we fhall fall into greater herely,
than that of Berengarius himfeif {o)."

What I have hitherto 1aid, was meant only to convince
you, that the Roman church regards fome doctrines,
ac prefent, as articles of fasth, which tor many ages were
debated as matters of opimson.  Now from tnis t4t once
admitted, an argument arifes againtt the fyitem of in
fallibility, to whicn I could never difiover a fatisfattory
anfwer.  For it mult be granted, thele doétrines were
delivered by Jefus Chrift and his apottles as ¢featial, or
not ¢gfential. if the firft be faid, then it is ev.dent, that
the church has forfeited her claim to infalilonity by
omitting for many ages to teach do&trines as ¢fential,
which Chrift and his apofties deiivercd as yuch. 1f they
were wot delivered as gfential, what are we to think of
that church's intsilibilry, which intorces dotrines as
necefflary avd ¢fential, - which the author of chriftianity
did not teach, nor the berfelf, for many centuries,
covceived to be fo? To fuch dilemmasare the advocates
of this fyftem reduced, In order to maintain on uni-
formity, and catholicity of opinion, they imagine 1t
neceflary to eret an infallibie tribunal. But do they
refleét that fuch an uniformity is entirely chimerical,
and that every folemn de:ifion of this tribunal over-
th ows the®unity it was meant to_eft-biith? Foir how
is it poflible tor a church to bs one in point of dcftrine,
which velieves to day as asx article of ber faith, what the
yelterday conieived to be matter of opinion ?

It foilows, moreover, trom admitting fuch a living
authority, that the number of neceffary tenets muft in-
creafe, as deuifions are multiplied.~ it will be in the
power of bifhups and councils to frame new articles of
faith by deciding ultupately upon frefh marters of dif-
pute, whether important, or not; w. ether counte-
nanced by the fcriptures, or otherwite ~ What was not
a do&rinal point yefterday, may be fo to day. Every
age will give birth to new tenets, and thus inftead of
an uniformity of tefimony, conftant variety m .ft for
ever take place, to the no fmall contufion and prejudice
of our ! eiief. The preaching of Jefus and his apofties,
fo far from being the rule of fasth %o tucceeding ages,
will be regarded only as the imperfect draught or a ree
ligion, which looks for perfetion from human decrees.
For the church muft poffets the fame autherity for ages
to come, as fthe has enjoyed in thofe that are pafled;
fo that, it as opinions become fathionable, the be au-
thorifed to erect them into articks of faith, as has tre-
quently been the cafe; your creed, periaps, is ftill in
its jnfincy, and the belief of fusceeding ages {welled
with the additions of fome future pope Pius, may be
as oifferent from yours, as is that ot the primitive
chriftians and apoftles. Under the fpecious pretext of
recurring to a living judge, in order to fix the princi-
ples of our faith, thele divines render it ftill more wa-
vering and uncertyin, They are perpetually intro-
ducing a facceffion of opinions into the {yftem of re-
ligion, as unfettled as the fancies that produced them,
as doubtful as the authority upon which they reft, as
various as the imaginations of thofe who have embel-
lithed them, and as tranfient as time which gave them
birth, and will, fooner or later, put a period to their
exiftence,

Atter what has been faid, it would be peedl_efg to
lay before you my pro/cfis of faith. By relinquithing
opinions, which I,have firiven in vain to reconcile to
reafon, or revelation, I truft, I ceafe not to be a cbrifii-
an and a catbelics Both thefe appellations belong furely
to the man, who b-lieves, and profgﬂ'n,u 1 golcmnly
do, every point of cbrifias faith, which at g/l times, and
in all places has conflituted the creed of all erthedox be-
liewers (p). This usiverjal cbriflian catholic faith is de-
livered compendioufly in the apofties creed; whoever
fubfcribes to this i its full extent, muftbe a member of
the catholic church (). The apofties,or Qgir imme-

(9) Glaffa decret, de cosfacrat. dif. a. incap. Ego Beren-
garius. : . o

() Il of werns ot germaxns catholicus, gui in fide fix-
#s ot fabilis ns, quicymid waiverfaliter antiguitus
4::11/4- catbolicam texniffs co ,
dum, credindsmque decersit, Viscs Lerin, Common. €. 35.

(9) 1t will bere be objeBed by many, that if we admit
the apofiles creed ix its full extent, s0s mafLbelisve in the
boly catbolic church avith the fams afent of Jaith «with
w'ii:b e believe in God the fatber, in God the fox, andin
God the Holy Ghofl  axd that confequently '
implicit fubmiffion to all the decipons ‘of 1his chwreb. This
arguinent is a1 falacions as it is commen and impofing y the
wofl asthentic catogbijm of the Roman church entirely over-

eris, id folum fbi tenen- -

e declare omr .

diate fucceflors, in drawing up no other profeffion of .
faith, difcovered clearly what they intended fhould bé-.
the belief of their difciples. By adhering folely to this

smiverfal belisf, which alone poff-T s the fanction of

all times, all places, and all churcbes no man can be

faid to embrace.luw religion, however he may dife

card fome dotrines, which at different pericds of time

have ‘been engrafted upon the old onej efpecially if he

difcover, after mature inveftigation, that thele doc-

trines were unknown to the bett ages of the church,

were conceived originally in ignorance, foftered by

fuperfition, fuppaited by pious (orseries, adopted by

worldly policy, propagated by artifice, and enforced

by all the power that f{piritual tyranny could exert. 1f

you afk me, therefore, to what church I now belong,

my antwer is, to the chrifian catbolic cburch, Of that

fociety of chriftians I prote(s myielf a memver, whp

ndogt the holy fcripture for the fule fandard of their

belief: the proteftant churches in general know no

other rule: fome fhades of difference may fubfift in

their public liturgies, and fpeculative difquifitions ; but

among none of the principai branches of the reformed

churches are the latter ovtruded as articles of faith, or

the former found cepugnant to reafon or moraiity.

Through the fame divine Mediator tacy worthip the

fame God; and from the fufferings and merits ot the

fame -Redeemer, they ex, et foigivenels ot their fins

and happinels for eve.more. In this country, where

the chrifian only is the eltalithed rengion, where tefts

and fubfcriptions are unknown, where 1efined fpecu-

lations are not iikely to detorm the fimplicity or intere
rupt the harmon. of the goipel, I look forwa:d with

rapture to that aufpicious day, when proteftants opsn-

ing their eyes upoa their mutual zgreement in ali the

effentiass of beiief, will forget paft animofities, and ceafe

to rezard each other as of aifferent comawunions. . Per-
naps. at that happy period, Roman catbuiics alfo may
awake from their prejudices, and dilregarding the ine.
naces of blind zeal or ignorance, may begin to think
for themfelves, throw off the galling yoke otold u-
ropean prepofleffions, and unite cordially in reftoring
primitive fimplicity both in morals and behef. To in.
dulge in thefe ideas, may, perhaps, be extravagant;

but to a mind of fenfibi'ity, it muft furely be deiight.
ful. My religion, therefore, is that of the bpibles

whatever that facred book prupofes as an objeét of my
faith, or a rule of my condu&, was infpired by the un-
erring (pirit of God, and for that reafon 1 admit it
with all the faculties of my foul.

Your religion is the dodrine of the council of Trent
mine the piain truths delivered in the fcriptures,
Yox fheiter yourtelves under the decifions of 2 tribunal,
which you' believe to be infailible : J rely feley upon
the authority ot God's word ; which, as St Curyfaftom
affures us, ¢ expounds itfe!f, and does not {uffer the
rexder to err (r)." Yow think it necefiary to recur to
unawritten tradition; but / muft demand with st. Cye
prian, ¢ whence have you that tradition ? comes it
from the authority o1 the Lord, and of ‘he golpei, or
from the cpifties of the apoftics ? for Gou tefufi-s. that
we are to do thote things that are written &c; if it be
commanded in the gefpel, or contained in the epitties
or ats of the apoftles, then iet us obferve it as a divine
and holy tradition (4).” Yes icem the weriptures deficie
entand obfcure; I am farisfied with the thiugs thut are
written; cecaufe atl is written, ¢ that the writers
thought fuffici'nt tor faith and morality (¢)." I ak,
moreover, with St. Hilary (u), ¢ where is tis defici-
ency, where is this obfcunty ? In the word of God,™
continues he, ¢ all things ase ful! and perfect, as com
ing from a full and perfet beng.” You require the
fan&ion of the church to ftamp the truth of each article
of your creed ; I am content to a.quiefce in that autho-
rity, to which alone St. Auftin and Chryioftom reter
us, in order to difcover, which is the true church of

threavs it.  The catechifm of the council of Trent bas thefe
remarkable werds, awith wbich few relicious infruders
Jeem to be acquanted; ¢ It 135 tkerefors necefary to beisve,
that there is one, bolv axd catbelic cbur:la for nuefo be-
licwe tbe thres /mfm of the trixity, tbe Fatber, and the
Sen, andthe Holy Ghoft, that in them we piace our faithj
but now the form of [peaking being altered,” we profefi to
beliewe the bely church, but mot te beiiewe in it; tha' by
this different mode of expreffion, God tbe maker of all tbings
may be difiinguifded from creatares,” 1 think tbis pafage, if
avell co ¢d, might comtribute much 10 fixifb ai contro~
werfies betwess s, 1t bebooves every chriftian thereree to
pay it foms attention. W are taught by it frem the ap ifiles
creed, awbich ave beth admit, (o beliewe in God the Father,
in God the Sem, axd in God the Hely Ghopl. In this bly
trinity ave are taught to place our faith, éat c?u believe
that there is one holy catholic churchy asd the reaf:s
alicged for this difference in oxr belisf 15 mofi fireng and ux-
anjwerable 1 for the avlele body of the church corfifling of
mortal mex, whe are all creatures; if ave Soonld belreve
in the cburch, a2 we beliewe in the bleffed trinity, «ve
Jfbosld net mate aé’:ﬁdm difference between Lod and

his creatures. This is tbe plain axd ratienal do8rins of
Jyour chareh's catuchifm, and if they, avbe ln be care of
Jeur fosls, do mat difiindlly infirudd you in ity but juffer you
o remain in ax efroxeexs matwon, that you dre to belicve in
the holy catholic church, they eortasnly da not deal wwith
you as candidly as they ought. '

(r) Hom, 13, in Cengfim.

(1) Epif. 14-
(t) 8. Cyr. lib. 13, Joan.
(s) Lib. 3. detrin.




