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If in this Treatise, written in has e, while I am yet out of
Communion with the Church, and without consultation or
supervision of any, there be, through my ignorance, any
thing contrary to the Catholic Faith, I hereby beforchand

withdraw and disavow it, submitting the whole to the judg-

ment of the Church.



TO THE RIGHT HONOURABLE

WILLIAM EWART GLADSTONE,

M.P. FOR THE UNIVERSITY OF OXFORD.

My pear Sig,

I~ a pamphlet, of which you did me the honour
to send me a copy a few weeks ago, you mentioned, * with
surprise and much grief,” an assertion of mine, that in the
time of Henry VIIIL. the See of Rome was both *the
source and centre of Ecclesiastical jurisdiction,” and
therefore ¢ the supreme judge of doctrine.” The asser-
tion was not made by me lightly and offhand. T knew
what an immense body of proof existed for it ; and I had
too much respect for you not to wish to bring at least
such a portion of that proof as the time allowed before
your notice. I trust, therefore, you will permit me to
dedicate to you what has arisen in fact out of an obser-

vation of your own.

I am, my dear Sir, with great respect,
Your faithful Servant,
THOS. W. ALLIES.

Launton, Serz. 1850.
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PREFACE.

SomE years ago the writer, already in great distress of
mind at the historical and actual position of the Anglican
Church, at the statements of her formularies, at the
want of shape and principle in her practice, and, above
all, at her general character and temperament as a com-
munion, which seemed to him thoroughly alien from the
spirit of the ancient Fathers, betook himself to the spe-
cial consideration of one point,—the Primacy of the Roman
See, which he thought more calculated than any other to
lead him to a sure conclusion. He was then, as he is
now, ‘convinced that the whole question between the
Roman Church and ourselves, as well as the Eastern
Church, turns upon the Papal Supremacy, as at present
claimed, being of divine right, or not. If i be, then have
we nothing else to do but submit ourselves to the autho-
rity of Rome; and better it were to do so before we
meet the attack, which is close at hand, of an enemy
who bears equal hatred to ourselves and Rome ;—the pre-
dicted Lawless One, the Logos, reason, or private judg-
ment of apostate humanity rising up against the Divine
Logos, incarnate in His Church.”

The writer, moreover, then professed, that “he took
up this inquiry for the purpose of satisfying his own
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mind ;” that “had he found the Councils and Fathers of
the Church, before the division of the East and West,
bearing witness fo the Roman Supremacy, as at present
claimed, instead of against it, ke should have felt bound
to obey them:” and that, “as a Priest of the Church
Catholic in England, he desires to hold, and to the best
of his ability will teach, all doctrine which the undivided
Church always held*.”

He made these professions in the simplicity, it is true,
but likewise in the sincerity, of his heart; and he made
them publicly before God and man. Now, the conclusion
to which he was at that time led by the study of anti-
quity, was, that a Primacy?® of divine institution had
indeed been given to the See of Peter, but that the de-
gree to which it had been pressed in later times formed
an excuse for those communions which, while they main-
tained the Catholic faith whole and entire, were de facto
severed from it.

Thus he made these professions when he thought that
they led him to one conclusion ; but he is equally bound
to redeem them now that in the course of years they have
led him to another.

For though his study of the question terminated for
the moment at this point, yet the Supremacy claimed by
S. Peter’s See over the whole Church was a subject

t ¢ The Church of England cleared from the Charge of Schism.”—
Advertisement.

2 This is admitted in p. 313, p. 315, and pp. 490, 491, of the second
edition of the above-mentioned work. The author ought to have seen
what it involved ; for no abuse, even could such be proved to exist,
would warrant men in rejecting what is of divine institution. This was
once put to him in a very forcible way by a much-valued friend, «if
God has instituted Baptism, men would not be justified in rejecting it,
even if the Churgh were to administer it with spittle.”
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never out of his thoughts. And, in the mean time, what
he saw of the actual state of the Roman Communion in
other lands, of the principles on which it was based, and
of the fruits which it produced, deeply moved and affected
him. That Communion seemed in full possession of the
great sacerdotal and sacramental system for which earnest
Anglicans were vainly struggling, as well as of that re-
ligious unity, the name of which in an Anglican mouth
sounded like a mockery, amid the deep contradictions
both as to principles and as to practice, which are equally
tolerated and supported by the Establishment. When
just at this moment that one only doctrine of all those
mooted at the Reformation, which had appeared to him
to be as unquestionably taught at least by the formularies
of the Anglican Church, as by the ancient Church—the
doctrine of Baptismal Regeneration—iwas brought before
the tribunal of the Court of Arches, and thence carried,
by appeal, to the Queen in Council.

This fact first brought home to the writer the real
nature of the Royal Supremacy. Up to that time, with-
out having accurately looked into that power, he had
supposed it to be practically indeed a great tyranny over
the Church subject to it, but in principle only “a su-
preme civil power over all persons and causes in temporal
things, and over the temporal accidents of spiritual
> DBut the more he considered it in its origin,
and with reference to the power which it supplanted and
succeeded, and in its exercise during three hundred
years, and in its whole tone and demeanour to the com-
munion over which it was “supreme governor,” the more
painfully he became convinced that such a limitation, de-

things ®.

3 So stated in the circular put forth by Archdeacons Manning and
Wilkerforee, and Dr. Mill.
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sirable as it might be to quiet the consciences of church-
men, was as ¢ jfact quite untenable. He felt that at his
Anglican ordination as Deacon and as-Priest, and subse-
quently, he had taken an oath of obedience to a power,
the nature and bearing of which he did not then at all
comprehend—a power which, the moment he came to
comprehend it, seemed to be utterly opposed to every
principle which he held dear as a Churchman, and to
contradict as much the relation of the Church to the
State which is set forth in the Holy Scriptures as the
teaching of the Fathers and the acts of General Coun-
cils—a power which had no parallel in all historical
Christianity up to the very time of its enactment, and
which not merely enthralled, but destroyed, the conti-
nuous life of the Church. For he found that Supremacy
of the civil power to consist in a supreme jurisdiction
over the Establishment in matters both of faith and of
discipline, and in the derivation of Episcopal mission and
jurisdiction—not as to their origin indeed, but as to their
exercise—from the Crown or the nation. The writer at
once felt that he must repudiate either that Supre-
macy, or every notion of the Church, that is, the one
divinely-constituted Society, to which the possession of
the truth is guaranteed, and which has a continuous
mission from our Lord for the spiritual government of
souls, and the building up that humanity which He re-
deemed ¢ to the measure of the stature of the perfect
man.” The Royal Supremacy, and the Church of God,
are two ideas absolutely incompatible and contradictory.

But my heart, my soul, my conscience, and no less my
reason, every power and principle within me, were long-
ing, sighing, thirsting for the Church of God, “ the pillar
and the ground of the truth.”
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Any decision to which the Queen in Council might
come was unimportant in my sight in comparison to the
fact that the Queen in Council had the power of deciding
in matters of doctrine.

Thus I felt before the decision came out; but when it
came out there was added a sense of shame, of degra-
dation, and of infamy, which had never before oppressed
me, in that 1 belonged to a communion of which the
supreme tribunal, when called upon to declare whether,
by its existing rule of doctrine, infants were or were not
regenerated by God in Holy Baptism, decided neither that
they were nor that they were not, but that the Clergy
might believe and teach either one, or the other, or both
indifferently.

And I felt thus because any error and any heresy are
innocent and innocuous compared to the tenet that error
and heresy are indifferent ; and any legal decision, how-
ever erroneous, is honourable, compared to that which
pronounces it equally lawful to believe and teach that
God the Holy Ghost is given, and that He is not given,
to a child by a certain act.

Nor can I regard the institution of Mr. Gorham by
the Court, and at the fiat, of the Archbishop of Canter-
bury, under the decree of Her Majesty as Supreme
Governor of the Anglican Church, to be any thing else
but a public profession, that the Anglican Church is
founded on the most dishonest compromise—one which
involves the denial of the whole Christian faith, and the
practical establishment of unlimited Latitudinarianism *.

* Because, “to admit the lawfulness of holding an exposition of an
Article of the Creed, contradictory of the essential meaning of that
Article, is in truth and in fact to abandon that Article ;” and, * inasmuch
as the Faith is one, and rests upon one principle of authority, the con-
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And yet T could not but acknowledge that the power
which makes this decision is one fully competent to make
it. It is that power to which the Anglican Church first
submitted itself in 1534, and finally in 1559. It is the
power under which it has lived three hundred years, and
by whose grant it holds all its property. It is the power
to which, during all that time, its Clergy have sworn
obedience, as * Supreme Governor ;” and the nature of
Supremacy is, that what is subject to it cannot call it in
question. It is the power which not only nominates,
but institutes, Bishops; erects, divides, alters, and ex-
tinguishes, bishoprics; causes Convocation to be sum-
moned, or not to be summoned; to transact, or not to
transact business ; confirms, or does not confirm its acts ;
and in short, the power which constitutes the distinctive

scious, deliberate, and wilful abandonment of the essential meaning of an
Article of the Creed, destroys the Divine foundation upon which alone
the entire Faith is propounded by the Church ;* and, “ any portion of the
Church, which does so abandon the essential meaning of an Article of the
Creed, forfeits not only the Catholic doctrine in that Article, but also the
office and authority to witness and teach as a member of the Universal
Church.”
Propositions signed by thirteen most distinguished names:—

H. E. Mannixe, M.A., Archdeacon of Chichester.

RoBerT J. WILBERFORCE, M. A., Archdeacon of the East Riding.

Troyas Tuorpe, B.D., Archdeacon of Bristol.

W. H. My, D.D., Regius Professor of Hebrew, Cambridge.

E. B. Pusey, D.D., Regivs Professor of IHebrew, Oxford.

Jon~ KeBLE, MLA., Vicar of Hursley.

W. Dopswortn, M.A., Perpetual Curate of Christ Church, St. Pancras.

W. J. E. Bexxert, M.A., Perpetual Curate of St. Paul’s, Knights-

bridge.

H. W. WiLserrorce, M.A., Vicar of East Farleigh.

Joun C. Tarpot, M.A., Barrister-at-lai.

Ricsarp Cavexpisu, M.A.

Epwarp Babevky, M.A., Barrister-at-lai.

Jamzs R. Horg, D.C.L., Barrister-at-laz.
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character of the Anglican Communion, as to its govern-
ment, making it to differ both from the Catholic Church,
and all Protestant sects. Lastly, it is the power which
alone makes it a whole, the Cathedra Petri of Anglicanism.

For all these reasons it is a power which binds the
Anglican Church, its Clergy and its Laity, as a whole
and as individuals; and, accordingly, a power by the
rightness or wrongness of whose decision in matters of
faith the conscience of every one in that communion, and
his state before God, is touched.

Now, to submit to this particular decision, I must
resign every principle of faith as a Christian, as well as
every feeling of honour as a freeman ;—I would as soon
sacrifice to Jupiter, or worship Buddha, or again, take
my faith from the civil power ;—and to remain in the
Anglican Communion is to submit to it.

But in the mean time the nearer consideration of the
Royal Supremacy had opened my mind to comprehend
the nature of its great antagonist, the Primacy of S.
Peter’s See. For, as has been said, the former consists
in supremacy of jurisdiction, whether viewed as deciding
in the last resort upon doctrine, and this as well legis-
latively, by giving licence to summon convocation, and by
confirming its acts, as judicially, in matters of appeal;
or as giving mission and authority to exercise their
powers to all Bishops. Now it was plain that such a
supremacy must exist some where in every system. And
immediately there followed the question, What is that
some where in the Church Catholic? 1 could not even
imagine any answer, save that it was S. Peter’s Chair.
And then I saw that the contest in Church history really
lay not between Ultramontane and Gallican opinions, but
between the liberty, independence, and spirituality of
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Christ’s Church on the one hand, or on its being made a
servile instrument of State government on the other:
between a divine and a human Church. And now I went
over again the testimonies of antiquity which I had be-
fore put together, and many others besides, and I found
that one or two confusions and incoherencies of mind—
especially the not understanding accurately the distinction
between powers of Order and powers of Jurisdiction, and
their consequences—had alone prevented my seeing, not
merely a Primacy of divine institution, but how full,
complete, and overwhelming was the testimony of the
Church before the division of the East and West to the
Supremacy of S. Peter’s See, as at present claimed, the
very same, and no other. I had it proved to me by the
evidence of unnumbered witnesses, that the charge of such
Supremacy being originated by the false decretals of
Isodore Mercator was a most groundless, I fear also,
a most malignant, and treacherous imputation. And,
moreover, I felt convinced that those who deny the Papal
Supremacy must, if they are honest men, cease to study
history, or at least begin their acquaintance with Chris-
tianity at the sixteenth century. Also that they must
be content with a dead Church, and no Creed.

When I had come to this conclusion, it became a
matter of absolute necessity and conscience to act upon
it, to resign my office and function of teaching in the
Anglican Church, and not only so, but to leave that
communion itself, in which, so far from being able ¢ to
hold and teach all doctrine which the undivided Church
always held,” I could no longer teach, save as an *“open
question,” (from which degradation may God preserve
me!) that very primary doctrine which stands at the
commencement, of the spiritual life.
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I lcave therefore the Anglican Communion, not simply
because it is involved in heresy * by the decision of Her
Majesty in Council, but because that Royal Supremacy,
in virtue of which Her Majesty decides at all in matters
of doctrine, is a power utterly incompatible with the ex-
istence of the Church of God, and because Anglicanism,
as a whole, has not only tampered with and corrupted
the entire body of doctrine which concerns the Church
and the Sacraments, but, as a living system, is based
upon the denial of that Primacy of S. Peter’s See to
which I find Holy Seripture and the Church of the East
and West bearing witness ; and which I believe, on their
authority, to have been established by Christ Himself as
the Rock and immovable foundation of His Church, her
safeguard from heresy and dissolution.

My last act as an Anglican, and my last duty to
Anglicanism, is to set forth, as I do in the following
pamphlet, what has induced me to leave it.

5 See Archd. Manning’s last pamphlet, ¢ If there be, therefore, such a
thing as material heresy, it is the doctrine which has now received the
sanction of the law,” p. 43. But the Anglican Episcopate has met
upon this doctrine, considered, and done acthing ; and so, as a whole,
accepts it : nor has the Church, as a whole, vejected it 3 only individuals
have protested, and this in a far smaller number than those who have
acquiesced in it. What is wanting to make it, as respects the com-
muuion itself, not only material, but formal heresy ?
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SECTION L

TITE PRIMACY OF S. PETER AN EXISTING POWER.

CurISTIANITY is now more than eighteen hundred years
old, and when we look around we find it planted, and
more or less flourishing, among all the nations of the
earth which are conspicuous for their power, their know-
ledge, and their civilization. This common term Chris-
tianity distinguishes them broadly, but decisively, from
all other nations outside of its pale. Buta second glance
makes it necessary to analyze this term itself; for it shows
a great variety of differences in the religious -belief and
spiritual government of those whom we have thus classed
together. About two-thirds in number of all calling
themselves Christians are closely united under one head,
whom they believe to be of divine institution, namely,
the Bishop of Rome, the successor of S. Peter, and in
one belief and one communion, of which that Bishop is
the special bond. Of the remaining third part two-
thirds again profess a belief very nearly, save in one
puint, identical with the former, but distinguished in that
they do not now acknowledge the Bishop of Rome as the
bond of their unity, though they freely admit that he
B
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once stood at the head of that patriarchal system of
government which they still maintain, These form the
Oriental communion, embracing the Greek and Russian
Churches. Of other Eastern sects it i1s not necessary
here to speak. The rest, forming the other third of this
latter third, or one-ninth, numerically, of all Christians,
may be classed together as the Protestant, or Anglo-
German phase of Christianity. DMost deeply opposed, in
many of their tenets, and in their whole tone of thinking
and feeling, to the last-mentioned communion, they yet
agree with it in rejecting the headship of S. Peter’s
successor, and indeed are wont to add every contumelious
epithet which language can supply to the claim of autho-
rity which he puts forth and exercises. Not, however,
that this Anglo-Geerman Christianity is united itself as to
its spiritual government, or even as to its belief. For,
whereas in England, and partly in America, it is governed
by Bishops, in Prussia and Scotland, and again in the
United States, it has thrown off such control. Nor,
again, that its component portions have one creed, for it
has been found impossible to draw up articles of belief to
which they could all agree. Nevertheless this Anglo-
German Christianity may be called one mass, for it broke
off, or at least was severed, at the same time, from the
great communion first mentioned which still acknow-
ledges the headship of S. Peter’s successor. And with
many minor diversities and gradations it has in common
certain fundamental principles ; such as the entire rejec-
tion, in some portions of it, and in others the attenuation,
of the doctrine of Sacramental Grace, and in all the
maiming of that great sacramental system to which all
the rest of Christianity adheres: and again, which is a
part of the above, a denial that the spiritual government
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of the Church is lodged by a divine succession in certain
persons.  This idea, in some of its portions, as in Prussia,
and in the Protestant sects of America, is utterly re-
jected ; in others, as the Anglican Church, made an open
question, it being notorious that part of its clergy con-
sider such a notion a corruption of Christianity, while
part as warmly maintain it to be necessary for the
Church’s existence. Again, all are united in rejecting
the Roman view of the great mystery of the Real Pre-
sence, and of that reverence to Saints, which flows forth
from it, such as the ascription of miraculous effects to
their relics, and of such prevailing power in their inter-
cessions, that they may lawfully and profitably be asked
to pray for us. Perhaps this peculiarity of mind may
be summed up in its most remarkable instance. For
whereas that before-mentioned great Roman Communion,
and no less the Eastern, is distinguished by a very special
and wholly singular love and reverence towards the most
Blessed Virgin Mary, as the mother of God our Saviour;
whereas all hearts within it are so penetrated with the
thought of her divine maternity, that they cannot behold
our Lordin His infancy, without seeing Him borne in His
mother’s arms ; nor gaze upon Him suffering on the cross,
without the thought of His mother transfixed with sorrow
at His feet, so that He and she are indivisibly bound to-
gether, on earth in the days of His flesh, in heaven at the
right hand of God, and the mystery of our redemption,
completely accomplished in Him, yet enfolds her as the
instrument of His Incarnation, has an office and a function
for her; whereas these are daily household thoughts,
and the dearest of all sympathies, in minds of the Roman
and the Eastern Communion, the .Anglo-German phase of
Christianity is quite united in looking upon this reverence
B2
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and love to the Blessed Virgin as dangerous, and tending
to idolatry, and derogatory to our Lord.

On the whole, then, we may set down the actually
existing Christianity as divided into three great portions,
the Roman Catholic, united in government and belief, and
comprehending two-thirds of the whole;

The Oriental with the Russian, and the sects parted
from it ;

The Protestant, or Anglo-German.

At this moment, then, a variety of nations, having the
most various worldly interests, and the most distinct
national, moral, and political character, are united in
acknowledging, as the head of their religion, the suc-
cessor of S. Peter, the Bishop of Rome. And after all
the divisions and conflicts of Christianity within itself,
two-thirds of all professing it are still of one mind, and
more than one hundred and sixty millions of souls, by
the confession of an adversary, see, in the divine frame-
work of the visible Church which holds them together,
one main-spring and motive power, controlling and har-
monizing all the rest: in the circle which embraces them
and the world, one centre, S. Peter’s See, the throne of
the Fisherman, built by the Carpenter’s Son.

The Anglican Church professes a belief in episcopacy ;
it is not unworthy of its attention, that of about eleven
hundred Bishops now in the world (admitting the claim
of one hundred of Anglican descent) eight hundred own
allegiance to the Pope. If a General Council could sit,
there would be no doubt on which side the vast majority
would be.

If nations could represent the Church, as at the
Council of Constance, there would be as little uncer-
tainty in the result.
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Such is the aspect of things in the present day; but
Christianity numbers more than eighteen hundred years.
* Remember the days of old: consider the years of many
generations.  Ask thy father, and he will show thee : thy
clders, and they will tell thee.” Of eighteen hundred
years let us go back three hundred and fifty, from 1850
to 1500.

Where is the Anglo-German phase of Christianity ?
What nations did it number? What powers of the
world did it set in motion? It was yet to come. lts
principle, indeed, had lurked in the restless mind of
Wickliffe ; had seemed, and but seemed, to expire in the
ashes of Huss. It was darkly and mistily agitating
unquiet thoughts in England and Germany, flying, like a
bird of ill omen, round the proud towers of the Church of
God, or festering in corners of corruption over high
powers misused. But ir fixed shape and consistency, as
yet it was not. That which now claims to be the pure
and reformed Church had no ewistence. The Anglo-
Saxon mind had been formed and grown up under the
control of S. Peter’s see: and the country of Luther
still with one voice reverenced that Winfrid, who, from
the island won to the cross by S. Gregory, went forth to
his successor, begged his apostolic blessing, and planted
in Mayence the crosier which he had received from
Rome. The Churches of Germany and England owed to
the papal see their whole organization, and had subsisted,
the one for eight hundred, the other for nine hundred
vears, under that fostering power. The claim which
Germany and England now reject was then written on
every page of the ceclesiastical legislation of those coun-
tries.  Their first metropolitans had received their juris-
diction from the Pope; the diocese of every German
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and English Bishop had been defined by the Pope;
the institution of every Bishop to his see had been
received from the Pope, and at the most awful moment
of his life, every spiritual ruler had sworn that he would
uphold the see of S. Peter, and its occupant, * principem
episcopalis coronze '.”

Go back but three centuries and a half, and this ninth
part of Christianity—this busy, prying, restless mind,
which criticises every thing, and believes nothing; pulls
down, but never builds up ; analyzes the principle of
Iife, and by the dissection kills it—which treats the holy
Scripture as the ploughboy treated the watch, pulls it to
pieces to look at its mechanism, and then wonders that it
will not go; which grudges to men even the Apostles’
Creed, and will not let them hold that there is one
baptism for the remission of sins, but on condition that
they communicate with those who deny it, this spirit
which, in its most advanced developmerit, casts Chris-
tianity itself into the alembic, and makes it come out a
volatile essence of pantheism—in one word, Protestant-
ism was not.

Thus those who most bitterly reject the papal supre-
macy as an usurpation of late times, are found themselves
to have begun to exist ages after the supposed corrup-
tion which they denounce.

But there are older, more consistent, more dignified
deniers of the Pope’s claim, than those who date from
the Reformation.

To meet these, let us go back, instead of three hundred
and fifty, a thousand years. In the year 850, not only
Italy, and Spain, and Gaul, and Britair, and Germany,

! Edict of the Emperor Valentinian, a.p. 415.
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but the Roman Empire of the east, the Patriarchs of
Constantinople, Alexandria, Antioch, Jerusalem, and
their subject Bishops and people, acknowledged S.
Peter’s successor, without a doubt and without a mur-
mur, as ‘“chief pastor of the Church which is under
heaven?” 1 shall have occasion to bring forward pre-
sently testimonies from the highest authorities among
them, and from their Bishops assembled in Ecumenical
Council ; testimonies of the complete obedience which
they yielded to the Pope’s supremacy, as well in matters
of faith as of discipline.

But in 850 modern Europe was at least in part con-
stituted—the foundations of present legislation had been
laid—some thrones, still existing, had been raised; the
north had cast forth its hordes whom the Church was
moulding into empires, and out of freemen making legis-
lators: Charlemagne had been crowned Emperor of the
Romans before S. Peter’s shrine, by the hands of S.
Peter’s successor, and Alfred was just about to receive
his first education at Rome under S. Leo the Fourth.
Let us go back another five hundred years, into that old
Roman civilization, when the children of Constantine sat
on his throne, and Athanasius was being tried for his
faith. A General Council is assembled at Sardica, a.p.
347, and it recognizes S. Peter’s successor as in full,
time-honoured possession of his supreme power. It
directs, not as a new thing, nor as the recognition of a
new power, but what was “best and most fitting,” as
being in accordance with all ancient usage, that all
Bishops, in case of difficulty, should refer Zo #he head,
that is, the sce of the Apostle Peter.”

2 8. Theodore Studites, Abbot of Constantinople. Baronius, a.n.
809, n. 14,
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And the first Council in which the whole Church was
represented, the Nicene Council, famous to all ages, stated,
not as granting a favour, but bearing witness to a fact,
and acknowledging a power existing from the very first,
without attempting to define it—for indeed that power
was neither derived from its gift nor subject to its
control—* the Roman Church always had the Primacy.”

If, then, two-thirds of all existing Christians acknow-
ledge still the Pope’s supremacy, and if the countries
forming the remaining third did formerly, and that for
many hundred years, acknowledge it, certainly it can
fairly claim the right of a power in possession ; it can
throw the burden of proof on those who deny it. And
this is a consideration of some importance. A power
now exists in most active and manifold operation at the
very centre of the Church of Christ—a supreme, con-
trolling, harmonizing, conservative, unitive, defining
power, in that mighty empire of thought which our Lord
has set up. 'Who put it there? It answers, Our Lord
Himself. And it points to a great number of proofs,
bearing witness to its existence, in the history of
eighteen hundred years. Now, these proofs are of very
various cogency. No one of them perhaps defines, or
could define, the whole range of the power; but one
exhibits it in this particular, and another in that : for
instance, one ancient saint declares, ‘ that it is neces-
sary that every Church should agree with the Roman,
on account of its superiority of headship ;” another, that
“ unity begins from it ;” a third, that *where Peter is,
there is the Church;” a fourth, that ¢ the headship of
the Apostolic see has always flourished in it.” Now, it
is plain that these expressions want a key. And such is
supplied by the present existence of that power. The
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fair and candid mind will see in them much more even
than they at first sight convey : for it was not the pur-
pose of the writers at the moment to define the power to
which they were alluding, any more than those living
uader the supremacy of the Dritish monarchy, in any
casual mention of it, would do otherwise than refer to it
as an existing thing. If such attributes, then, of the
Roman see, separately mentioned by different Fathers,
all fit into, and are explained by, an existing power, and,
when put together, here one and there another, exhibit,
more or less, such a power, it is fair so to interpret
them, and to infer, that the power which we now sce
existed then. For attaining the truth, it is most neces-
sary to begin by studying it under right conditions. In
interpreting expressions there is often a great difference
between what they smust, and what they may mean: now
an existing power has a right, in such cases as these,
that they should be interpreted in its favour.

For consider what a phenomenon, wholly without a
parallel, this power, as at present existing, exhibits.

Not merely is 1t older than all the monarchies of
Europe ; little is it to say that it has watched over their
first rudiments, fostered their growth, assisted their
development, maintained their maturity; it has been
further upheld by a deep belief, shared in common by
many various nations, older in each of them than their
existence as nations, and continuing on through the
lapse of ages, while almost every thing else in those
nations has changed, not only does it rule, claiming an
equal and paternal sway over all, in spite of their various
jealousies, their national antagonism, or their diverse
temperament, so that German and Italian, who love not
cach other, Pole and Spaniard, who are so dissimilar, have
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