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The History of Romanism

John Dowling, 1845.

This historical account, written by a vibrant, Bible believing
Berean pastor of New York, is the greatest single history of
Romanism ever written. It is a must for the library of the man of
God in order that he may understand the past, the present, the
purpose and power of the Pope of Rome. There is also a thrilling
account of our hero Martin Luther, the father of the Reformation
and thus all religious and political liberty, making his immortal
confession before the Pope’s wicked Cardinal at the Diet of
Worms while the nobles of the Holy Roman Empire watched in
awe. This book is impossible to put down!
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PUBLISHER’S NOTICE

TO THE NEW AND ENLARGED EDITION.

Apout six years only have elapsed since the First Edition of
the present Work was issued from the press, yet it has already ob-"
tained a circulation much more extensive than any other large vol-
ume ever published in America, upon the subject of which it treats;
or perhaps in England, with the single exception of Fox’s Book of
Martyrs. Upwards of T'wenty Thousand copies have already been
called for, and we have now the pleasure of presenting a new and
much enlarged Edition to an intelligent and discerning public.

To render the work as complete as possible, and in compliance
with the suggestions of many of the warmest friends of the Protes-
tant cause, the author, Dr. Dowwive, has consented to prepare for
the present edition a Supplement of about one hundred and fifty
pages, comprising biographical sketches of the last Pope, Gregory
XVI, and the present, Pius IX,, and a succint history of the revo-
lution in Rome by which the Pontiff was driven from his throne,
the noble struggle of the Roman patriots with the French, Aus-
trian, and papal forces, the Pope’s return to Rome, and the other
important and remarkable events by which the Pontificate of Pius
IX. has' hitherto been distinguished, up to the present year, A. D.,
1853.

In issuing the work with the Author’s final corrections and addi-
tions, the Publisher embraces the opportunity of tendering his thanks
to the friends of Protestantism and the Bible, of all denominations,
for the general and hearty favor with which this History of Roman-
ism has been received; and to the religious, literary, and secular
press throughout the United States, Canada, and Great Britain, for
the very flattering encomiums which, almost without an exception,
Protestant editors have united in pronouncing upon the work, and
upon its character as a standard authority upon the subject of which
it treats. EDWARD WALKER,

New York, April 3d, 1833. 114 FurtoN STREET.
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PREFACE.

Tur present work is intended to supply a chasm that has long been
felt by ministers, theological students, and other intelligent protes-
tants, in the historical and religious literature of the age.

While a multitude of works have been published (many of great
value) on the subjects of controversy between protestants and
papists, or on special topics illustrative of particular periods in the
history, or particular traits in the character of Popery, the need has
long been felt of a complete, yet comprehensive History of Roman-
ism, through the whole period of its existence, which, in the com-
pass of a single volume, might present, in chronological order, the
origin and history of its unscriptural doctrines and ceremonies, the
biography of its most famous (or ¢nfamous) popes, the proceedings
and decrees of its most celebrated councils, with so much of the
details of its tyranny over monarchs and states in the days of its
glory—of its inquisitions, massacres, tortures, and burnings—and
of the successful or unsuccessful efforts of reformers, in various
ages, to rescue the world from its thraldom, as might be necessary
for a full exhibition of its unchanging character.

There are comparatively but few ministers or private Christians
who can spare either the leisure or the expense to procure and to
study the library of works—Roman Catholic as well as protestant,
Latin as well as English—through which are scattered the multi-
plicity of facts relative to -this subject, a knowledge of which is
necessary to all who would understand the true character of
Popery, and be prepared to defend against its Jesuitical apologists
and defenders the doctrines of Protestantism and of the Bible.
Hence the desirableness of a work which should collect together
all such facts as might be necessary for this purpose from these
sources, and present them in systematic order, and in as striking
a point of light as the importance of the subject might demand.

Such a work is attempted in the present volume. The subject
has for years past occupied the attention of the author, and much
of his reading and rescarch has been directed into this channel.
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Probably, however, years more might have elapsed before he would
have summoned courage to present such a work to the world, had
it not been for the persuasions of his enterprising publisher, Mr.
Walker, and his assurances that if the author would prepare his
materials for the press, he would sparc no expense to issue the
work in a style of mechanical execution and artistical embellish-
ment superior in these respects to any work that has ever been
published in America upon the character or the history of Roman-
ism. How completely Mr. Walker has redecmed this promise, the
appearance and illustrations of the volume must testify.

With respect to the matter of the work, the author has availed
himself of all the standard and authentic works on general and
ecclesiastical history, on the Inquisition and Persecution of Popery,
on the Reformers and the Reformation, and on the points of contro-
versy between Popery and Protestantism to which he could
gain access, either in private collections or in public libraries.
Among Roman Catholic authors, the Latin annals of. Baronius and
Raynaldus (the great storehouse of Romish history), and the Chureh
histories of Fleury and Dupin, have been freely examined, besides
the works of Bellarmine, Paul Sarpi, and many others of a more
special or limited scope, relating to particular pontiffs, councils cr
events. Full extracts have been made from the bulls of Popes and
the decrees of Councils, especially of the council of Trent, illustra-
tive of the doctrines and character of Popery. These valuable
and authentic documents are taken from their own standard works,
and printed generally in the original Latin, with the English trans-
lation in parallel columns. This plan has been adopted, so as to
permit Popery to speak for itself, and for the purpose of obviating
the common objection of Romanists, of inaccurate translations.
| Among protestant writers, most of the standard historians and
writers on Romanism have been consulted, and from them impor-
tant facts have been frecly gleaned. The references at the foot of
the page will show the extent of the author’s obligation to Gieseler,
Edgar, Conyers Middleton, Isaac Taylor, Mosheim, Jones, Bower,
Walch, Ranke, Robertson, Waddington, Hallam, George Stanly
Faber, Southey, Townley, Sismondi, Russell, Tillotson, Jortin, Bar-
row, Chillingworth, L’Enfant, Bonnechose, D’Aubigné, Cox, Lim-
borch, Llorente, Puigblanch, Perrin, Cramp, Elliott, M’Crie, Lorimer,
Browning, &c. &c., besides a multitude of other authors referred to
in the course of the work. The learned “ Text-book of Ecclesiastical
History” by Gieseler, and the “ Variations of Popery” by Dr. Edgar,
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have been found especially valuable, for the copious citations from
original authorities, many of which are not to be found in America.
In some instances, the facts mentioned in these authorities have
been translated and incorporated in the present work ; and in others,
some of the most remarkable citations from original Romish author-
ities have been copied, on account of their immense value to the
scholar and the theologian, as illustrative of the character of
Romanism, as drawn by her own writers. :

The copious analytical and alphabetical Indexes, Glossary, and
full Chronological Table, have been prepared with much labor and
care; and the author hesitates not to say, from the inconvenience
he has often expericnced in consulting works, from the want of such
tables, will be found a most valuable addition to the work.

The engravings were executed by Mr. B, J. Lossing, of
New York, and are not mere fancy sketches for the‘sake of
embellishment, but are illustrative of unquestionable facts, and
intended to impress those facts more vividly upon the memory. A
full description of the subject of each will be found in the page
adjoining ; an important desideratum, the absence of which de-
stroys more than half the value of many pictorial embellishments.

The author only deems it necessary to add, that he has en-
deavored to avoid all matters of controversy between the differ-
ent denominations of protestant Christians. He has written as a
member of the great protestant family, and not as a member of any
one particular branch of that family. It is his belief that all pro-
testants should unite in the conflict with Rome; and it has been
his aim to furnish, from the armory of truth, weapons for that con-
flict, which shall be alike acceptable to all—to the Protestant Epis-
copalian, the Presbyterian, the Lutheran, the Dutch Reformed, the
Congregationalist, the Methodist, the Baptist, and, in a word, to
every one who is not ashamed of the name of PROTESTANT.

To that God, who has declared in the sure word of prophecy,
that “Babylon the Great” must fall, the author humbly commits his
book. If the work shall be the means of extending light through-
out our yet happy America, upon the history and character of that
hierarchal despotism, which is straining every nerve to reduce the
people of this land to its tyrannical sway, and of thus arresting the
efforts of Rome to spread over the western continent, the darkness,
the superstition and the mental and spiritual thraldom of the middle
ages, he will feel that he is richly rewarded. J. D.
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HISTORY OF ROMANISH.

BOOK I.

POPERY IN EMBRYO.

FROM THE EARLIEST CORRUPTIONS OF CHRISTIANITY TO THE

PAPAL SUPREMACY, A. D., 606.

CHAPTER I

CHRISTIANITY PRIMITIVE AND PAPAL.

§ 1.—TuE blessed founder of Christianity chose to make his advent
among the lowly and the despised. This was agreeable to the spirit,
of that Holy Religion which he came to establish. There was a
time when a multitude of his followers, astonished and convinced
by the omnipotence displayed in his wondrous miracles, were dis-
posed to “take him by force to make him a king,” but so far from
encouraging their design, the inspired historian tells us “that he
departed again, into a mountain himself alone.” (John vi., 15.)
In reply to the inquiries of the Roman governor, he uttered those
memorable words, My xiNepoM Is NoT oF Tuis worLp,” and his
whole conduct from the manger to the cross, and from the cross to
the mount of ascension, was in strict accordance with this char-
acteristic maxim of genuine Christianity.

§ 2.—In selecting those whom he would send forth as the apostles
of his faith, he went, not to the mansions of the great or to the
palaces of kings, but to the humble walks of life, and chose from
the poor of this world, those who, in prosecuting their mission, were
destined, like their divine master, to be despised and rejected of
men. In performing the work which their Lord had given them to
do, the lowly but zealous fisherman of Galilee, and the courageous
tent-maker of Tarsus, with their faithful fellow-laborers, despising
all earthly honors and worldly aggrandizement, were content to lay
every laurel at the foot of Christ’s cross, and to “count all things
but loss for the excellency of the knowledge of Christ Jesus, their
Lord,” for whom they had “suffered the loss of all things.” (Phi-
lippians, iii., 8.)
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Contrast. Effect of persecution.

§ 8.—A few centuries afterward, we find the professed suceessor
of Peter the fisherman, dwelling in a magnificent palace, attended
by troops of soldiers ready to avenge the slightest insult offered
to his dI;gnity, surrounded by all the ensigns of worldly greatness,
with more than regal splendor, proudly claiming to be the sovereign
ruler of the universal chureh, the Vicegerent of God upon earth,
whose decision is infallible and whose will is law. The contrast
between these two pictures of Primitive Christianity in the first
century, and Papal Christianity in the seventh or eighth, is so
amazing, that we are irresistibly led to the inquiry, can they be the
same ! If one is a faithful pieture of Christianity, can it be possible
that the other is worthy of the name?

Leaving the reader to answer this question for himself, after ae
companying us in the present history, we proceed to remark that
this transformation cannot be supposed to have taken place all at
once. The change from the lowliness of the one to the lordliness
of the other, required ages to complete, and it was not till the lapse

(‘011; more than five centuries from the death of the last of the apostles*
at the transformation was entire.

§ 4.—The apostle Paul tells us that even in his day “the mystery
of iniquity ” had begun to work, and had it not been for the purify-
ing influence of the fires of persecution kindled by the emperors
of pagan Rome, the advance of ecclesiastical corruption and spir-
itual despotism would probably have been far more rapid than it was
—and at an earlier period “ the man of sin” have been “revecaled,”
even that “ son of perdition, who opposeth and exalteth himself above
all that is called God or that is worshipped; so that he as God,
sitteth in the temple of God, showing himself that he is God.” For

/three centuries after the ascension of Christ, his disciples were ex-
' posed, with but few and brief intermissions, to a succession of cruel
and bitter persecutions and sufferings. The pampered wild beasts,
\ kept for the amusement of the Roman populace, fattened upon the
bodies of the martyrs of Jesus in the amphithcatres of Rome or of
 other cities of the empire, and hundreds of fires were fed by the
living frames of those who “loved not theirilives unto the death.”
| “ They were stoned, they were sawn asunder, were tempted, were
slain with the sword ; they wandered about in sheep skins and goat
| skins, being destitute, afflicted, tormented (of whom the world was
inot worthy); they wandered in deserts and in mountains, and in
dens and caves of the earth.” ,
Under such a state of things, there was of course but little
{inducement to the worldly minded and ambitious, to seek admission
to the church; and if during a season of relaxation some such might
creep within its pale, it required only the mandate of another em-

* St. John is supposed to have died about A.D. 100. «“He lived,” says Dr.
Cave, “till the time of the Emperor Trajan, about the beginning of whose reign,
he departed this life, very aged, about the ninety-eighth or ninety-ninth year of %is
age, as is generally thought.” See Cave’s Lives of the Apostles, page 104.

-
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How Pupery proves the Bible, Because predicted in it

peror to kindle anew the fires of persecution in order to separate
the dross from the gold. This opposition of the powers and poten-
tates of the earth, constituted the most cffectual barrier against the
speedier progress of corruption in the church, and according to the
prediction of St. Paul, before “the man of sin” could be revealed
it was necessary that this let or hindrance should be removed.. It
can scarcely be doubted that the aﬁostle referred to the continu-
ance of persecuting pagan Rome, when he said, “ and now ye know
what withholdeth, that he might be revealed in his time, for the
mystery of iniquity doth already work, only he who now letteth will
let until he be taken out of the way; AND THEN SHALL THAT WICKED
BE REVEALED.”

§ 5.—It is an important fact that Popery is plainly a subject of
prophetic prediction in the Sacred Scriptures, and though the
almost entire subversion of true Christianity, which occurred in the
course of only a few centuries, might otherwise have a tendency to
stagger our faith in its divine origin, yet when it is remembered
that this great antichristian Apostasy or “falling away” (emoo7usie)
happencdg in exact accordance with “the scriptures of truth,” the
fact serves to strengthen rather than to shake our faith in the divinity
of our holy religion. - Not long ago, the remark was made by a
Roman Catholic, “ The Bible cannot be true without Holy Mother
of Rome.” He meant to say that the Pope gives it all its evidence
and authority. “Very true,” said a Protestant: “for as the Holy
Bible has predicted the rise, power, and calamities of Popery—if
these predictions had not been fully manifested in the actual exist-
ence and tremendous evils of Popery, the Bible would have wanted
the fulfilment of its prophecies, and therefore would not have been
true!” The same thought was recently suggested in an eloquent
discourse by Professor Gaussen, of Geneva, before his Theological
class. “In pointing to the Pope,” said he, “we point to a miracle
which calls upon us to believe the Bible! Considered in this view,
the obduracy of the Romanists, like the obduracy of the Jews,
wonderfully instructs the church, because it has been foretold ; and
thus it is that the scandals of Rome are transformed into an eloquent
argument. The sovereign pontiff and the Romish hierarchy be-
come, in this way, admirable supports of the truth.”

To prove that Popery is the subject of prophetic prediction, it
would be easy to produce a multitude of passages, but we shall
content ourselves for the present with citing entire the full length
portrait of the Romish Apostasy in the second epistle to the Thessa-
lonians, chap. ii.,, v. 1, &e., and in first Timothy, chap. iv., v. 1, &e.
“Now we beseech you, brethren, by the coming of our Lord Jesus
Christ, and by our gathering together unto him, that ye be not soon
shaken in mind, or be troubled, neither by spirit, nor by word, nor
by letter as from us, as that the day of Christ is at hand. Let no
man deceive you by any means; for that day shall not come,
except there come a falling away first, and that man of sin be re-
vealed, the son of perdition; who opposeth and cxalteth himself
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above all that is called God, or that is worshipped; so that he,
as God, sitteth in the temple of God, showing himself that he is God.
Remember ye not, that when I was yet with you I told you these
things? And now ye know what withholdeth that he might be re-
vealed in his time. For the mystery of iniquity doth already work :
only ‘he who now letteth will let, until he be taken out of the way.
And then shall that wicked be revealed, whom the Lord shall
consume with the spirit of his mouth, and shall destroy with the
brightness of his coming: Even him whose coming is after the
working of Satan, with all power and signs and lying Lwonders,
and with all deceivableness of unrighteousness in them that perish ;
because they received not the love of the truth, that they might be
saved.” “ Now the Spirit speaketh expressly, that in the latter times
some shall depart from the faith, giving heed to seducing spirits,
and doctrines of devils; speaking lies in hypocrisy, having their
conscience seared with a hot iron ; forbidding to marry, and com-
manding to abstain from meats, which God hath created to be re-
ceived with thanksgiving of them which believe and know the
truth.” How accurate is this inspired portrait of the ¢rraT Apos-
Tasy of Rome, although penned five or six centuries before its
complete development! Aside from the accurate symbolical de-
scriptions of the same power in the prophecies of Daniel and the
Revelations, these two passages alone constitute a complete pro-
vhetical picture of the Papal anti-Christ, in which every feature,
every lineament is drawn to the very life ; nor is this to be won-
dered at, for it was sketched by the pencil of Omniscience itself.

It is obvious that the wicked power which in the former of these
passages is the subject of the apostle’s discourse, and denominated
THE MAN OF sIN, had not then been fully displayed, and that there
existed some obstacle to a complete revelation of the mystery of
iniquity. The apostle uses a particular caution when hinting at it ;
but the Thessalonians, he says, knew of it; probably from the
explanation he had given them verbally, when he was with them.
It can scarcely be questioned, that the hindrance or obstacle, refer-
red to in these words, was the heathen or pagan Roman govern-
ment, which acted as a restraint upon the pride and domination of
the clergy, through whom the man of sin ultimately arrived at his
power and authority, as will afterwards appear. The extreme
caution which the apostle manifests in speaking of this restraint,
renders it not improbable that it was something relating to the
higher powers ; for we can easily conceive how improper it would
have been to declare in plain terms, that the existing government
of Rome should come to an end.

There is a remarkable passage in Tertullian’s Apology, that may
serve to justify the sense which Protestants put upon these verses’;
and since it was written long before the accomplishment of the pre-
dictions, it deserves the more attention. “Christians,” says he, ¢ are
under a particular necessity of praying for the emperors, and for
the continued state of  the empire ; because we know that dreadful
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power which hangs over the world, and the conclusion of the age,
which threatens the most horrible evils, is restrained by the continu-
ance of the time appointed for the Roman empire. 'This is what we
would not experience ; and while we pray that it may be deferred,
we hereby show our good-will to the perpetuity of the Roman
state.”* From this extract it is very manifest that the Christians,
even in Tertullian’s time, a hundred and twenty years before the
pagan government of Rome came to its end, looked forward to that
period as pregnant with calamity to the cause of ‘Christ ; though it
1s probable they did not accurately understand the manner in which
the evils should be brought on the church. And this, indeed, the
event proved to be the case. For while the long and harassing
persccutions, which were carried on by the pagan Roman emperors,
continued, and all sccular advantages were on the side of Paganism,
there was little encouragement for any one to embrace Christianity,
who did not discern somewhat of its truth and excellence. (

§ 6.—DMany of the errors, indeed, of several centuries, the fruit oi\
vain philosophy, paved the way for the events which followed ; but
the hindrance was not effectually removed, until Constantine the')
emperor, on professing himself a Christian, undertook to convert the
kingdom of Christ into a kingdom of this world, by exalting the
teachers of Christianity to the same state of affluence, grandeur, and)
influence in the empire, as had been enjoyed by pagan priests and|
secular officers in the state. The professed ministers of Jesus hav-|
ing now a wide field opened to them for gratifying their lust of |
power, wealth, and dignity, the connection between the Christian
faith and the cross was at an end. What followed was the king
dom of the clergy, supplanting the kingdom of Jesus Christ. '

Every feature in the inspired description corresponds to that of
a religious power, in the assumption of Divine authority, Divine
honors, and Divine worship; a power which should arrogate the
prerogatives of the Mosr Hrcy, having its seat in the temple or
house of God, and which should be carried on by Satan’s influence,
with all deceit, hypocrisy, and tyranny ; and with this corresponds
the figurative representation given of the same power, in the thir-
teenth chapter of Revelations. :

As many things in the Christian profession, before the reign of
Constantine, made way for the kingdom of the clergy, so, after they
were raised to stations of temporal dignity and power, .t was not
wholly at one stride that they arrived at the climax here .'epicted
by the inspired apostle. Neither the corruption of Christianity, nor
the reformation of its abuses, was effected in a day ; “ evil men and
seducers waxed worse and worse.”

In the sequel, it will appear, that when the bisLops were once
exalted to wealth, power, and authority, this exaltation was of itself
the prolific source of every corrupt fruit. Learning, eloquence, and
influence, were chiefly exerted to maintain their own personal

* Tertullian’s Apology, ch. xxxii.
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dominion and popularity. Contests for pre-eminence over each
other, became the succedancum of the ancient contention for the
faith, and its influence over the world. e

All the violent contentions, the assembling of councils, the perse-
cutions alternately carried on by the different parties, were so many
means of preparing the way for the assumption of spiritual tyranny,
and the idolatry and superstition of the Roman hierarchy. In all
these transactions, the substitution of human for divine authority ;
contentions about-words instead of the faith once delivered to the
saints ; pomp and splendor of worship, for the primitive simplieity ;
and worldly power and dignity instead of the self-denied labors

' of love and bearing the cross ;—this bancful change operated in
.| darkening the human mind as to the real nature of true Christianity,
Kuntil, in process of time, it was lost sight of.

When Jesus Christ was interrogated by the Roman governor
concerning his kingdom, he replied, “ My kingdom is not of this
world.” This is a maxim of unspeakable importance in his religion ;
and almost every corruption that has arisen, and by whieh this
heavenly institution has been debased, from time to time, may be
traced, in one way or other, to a departure from that great and
fundamental principle of the Christian kingdom.*

CHAPTER IL
RELIGION IN ALLIANCE WITH TIE STATE.

§ 7.—Ir was owing to forgetfulness or disregard of the important
principle, mentioned at the close of the last chapter, viz., that Christ’s
kingdom 1is not of this world, that the emperor Constantine, soon
after his remarkable, and as some suppose, miraculous conversion
to Christianity in the year 312, took the religion of Christ to the
unhallowed embraeces of the state, assumed to unite in his own
person the civil and ecclesiastical dominion, and claimed the power
of convening councils and presiding in them, and of regulating the

xternal aftairs of the church. The account of Constantine’s con-
version, which is related by Eusebius in his life of the Emperor,
' by whom the particulars were communicated to the historian, is as
\follows : (Eusebius, vita Const., lib. i., chap. 28., &c.) At the head of
his army, Constantine was marching from France into Italy, op-

* See Jones’s Ch. Hist., ch. ii, sect. 4.
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pressed with anxiety as to the result of a battle with Maxentius;
and looking for the aid of some deity to assure him of success, when
he suddenly beheld a luminous cross in the air, with the words
inscribed thereon, “ By Tuis overceme.” Pondering on the event
at night, he asserted that Jesus Christ appeared to him in a vision,
and ﬁirected him to make the symbol of the cross his military
ensign. Different opinions have been entertained relative to the
credibility of this account. Dr. Milner receives it, though in evident
inconsistency with his creed ; Mosheim supposes, with the ancient
writers, Sozomen and Rufinus, that the whole was a dream ; Gre-

ory, Jones, Haweis, and others reject it altogether, and Professor

ieseler, with his usual accuracy and good sense, reckons it among:
“the legends of the age, which had their origin in the feeling that
the final struggle was come between Paganism and Christianity.”
For my part,ilmyp no hesitation in regarding the yhole as a fable.
It was not till many years after it was said to have occurred, that
Constantine related the story to Ilusebius, and in all probability he
did it then by the instigation of his superstitious mother Helena, the
celebrated discoverer of the wood of the true cross (?) at Jerusalem,
some 250 years after the total destruction of that city, and all that
it contained, and the disappé¢arance of the identity of its very foun-
dations, under the ploughshare of the Roman conqueror Vespasian,
The subsequent life of Constantine furnished no evidenee that he
was a peculiar favorite of Heaven ; and the results of his patronage
of the church, eventually so disastrous to its purity and spirituality,
are spfficient to prove that God would never work a miracle to
accomplish such a purpose.

§ 8.—Soon after Constantine’s professed conversion to Christianity,
he undertook to remodel the government of the church, so as to make
it conform as much as possible to the government of the state. Hence:
the origin of the dignities of patriarchs, exarchs, archbishops, canons,
prebendaries, &c., intended by the Emperor to correspond with the:
different secular offices and dignities, conneeted with the civil ad-
ministration of the empire. Taking these newly constituted digni-
taries of the church into his own special favor, he loaded them with
wealth and worldly honors, and richly endowed the churches over
which they presided, thus fostering in those who professed to be the
followers and ministers of HIM who was “meek and lowly in
heart,” a spirit of worldly ambition, pride, and avarice. And thus
was the let or hindrance to the progress of corruption, and the
revelation of “the man of sin” spoken of by Saint Paul in the
remarkable prediction, already referred to, in a great measure re-
moved.

From this time onward, the progress of priestly domination and
tyranny was far more rapid than in any previous age. The lofty
title of Patriarch was assumed by the bishops of Rome, Alexandria,
Antioch, and Jerusalem, and also of Constantinople, after the re-
moval of the seat of empire to that city, claiming, according to
Bingham (Antiquities, B. IL, chap. 17), “ the right to ordain all the

3
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metropolitans of their own diocese ; to call diocesan synods, and to
preside over them; to receive appeals from metropolitan and pro-
vineial synods’; to censure metropolitans and their suffragan bishops ;
to pronounce absolution upon great criminals, and to be absolute
and independent one of another.”

In relation to these five patriarchates, the Romanists, as Coleman
says (Christian Antiquities, chap. 3, Sect. 5), are careful to say
that « there were, at first, five patriarchs in the church; that those of
Rome, Alexandria, and Antioch were deservedly so called per se
et ex naturd, but that those of Constantinople and Jerusalem were
by mere accident, per accidens, graced 'with this title.” The fact that
these patriarchs were absolute and independent of each other, shows
that, up to this time, notwithstanding the proud pretensions of the
bishop or patriarch of Rome, he was not as yet acknowledged as
head of' the universal church.

§ 9.—The bishops of the three great cities of the Roman Empire,
Rome, Alexandria, and Antioch, according to the learned and accu-
rate Giescler, had the largest dioceses. Hence they were considered
as the heads of the church, and in all general affairs, particular de
ference was paid to their opinion. Still, however, great stress was
laid on the perfect equality of all bishops ; and each, in his own diocese,
was answerable only to God and his conscience. Nor were they
likely to allow any peculiar authority to the supposed successor of
Peter, inasmuch as they attributed to Peter no superiority over the
other apostles. In the West, indeed, a certain regard was paid to
the church of Rome as the largest, but by no means were any
peculiar rights conceded to it over other churches. Of course, this
would be still less the case in the East.*

It is true that so early as before the conclusion of the second
<entury, Victor, bishop of Rome, had attempted to lord it over his
brethren of the East, by forcing them, by his pretended laws and
decrees, to follow the rule, which was obscrved by the Western
churches, in relation to the time of keeping the paschal feast, to
which, in later times, the name of Faster was applied. The Asi-
atics did not observe this festival on the same day as the Western
churches, and in order to make them conform to his wishes, Victor
wrote an imperious letter to the churches in Asia, commanding them
to obscrve it on the same day as he did. The Asiatics answered
this lordly summons by the pen of Polycrates, bishop of Ephesus,
who declared, in their name, and that with great spirit and resolu-
tion, that they would by no means depart, in this matter, from the
custom handed down to them by their ancestors. Upon this, the
thunder of excommunication began to roar. Victor, exasperated
by this resolute answer of the Asiatic bishops, broke communion
with them, pronounced them unworthy of the name of his brethren,
and excluded them from all fellowship with the church of Rome.

* Gieseler'’s text-book of ecclesiastical history, translated from the German
edition by F. Cunningham. Vol I, page 153.
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This excommunication, indeed, extended no further ; nor could it
cut off the Asiatic bishops from communion with the other churches,
whose bishops were far from approving the conduct of Victor. The
progress of this violent dissension was stopped by the wise and
moderate remonstrances, which Irenzeus, bishop of Lyons, addressed
to the Roman prelate upon this occasion, in which he showed him
the imprudence and injustice of the step he had taken, and also by
the long letter which the Asiatic Christians wrote in their own
justification. . In consequence therefore of this cessation of arms,
the combatants retained each their own customs, until the fourth
century, when the council of Nice abolished that of the Asiatics, and
rendered the time of the celebration of Easter the same through
all the Christian churches. “This whole affair,” remarks the learned
Mosheim, “ furnishes a striking argument, among the multitude that
may be drawn from Ecclesiastical History, against the supremacy
and universal authority of the bishop of Rome.”*

§ 10.—Another proof equally conelusive, that the bishop of Rome
was not acknowledged as supreme head of the church, may be drawn
from the dispute that arose between the imperious Stephen of Rome
and Cyprian, bishop of Carthage, in Africa, about the middle of the
third century, relative to the validity of baptism administered by
heretics. ~As there was no express law which determined the man-
ner and form, according to which those who abandoned the heretical
sects were to be received into the communion of the chureh, the
rules practised in this matter were not the same in all Christian
churches. Many of the oriental and African Christians placed re-
canting heretics In the rank of catechumens, and admitted them, by
baptism, into the communion of the faithful ; while the greatest part
of the European churches, considering the baptism of hereties as
valid, used no other forms in their reception than the imposition
of hands, accompanied with solemn prayer. This diversity pre-
vailed for a long time without kindling contentions or animosities.
But, at length, charity waxed cold, and the fire of ccclesiastical
discord broke out. In this century, the Asiatic Christians came to
a determination in a point that was hitherto, in some measure, unde-
cided ; and in more than one council established it as a law, that all
heretics were to be rebaptized before their admission to the commu-
nion of the church.t When Stephen, bishop of Rome, was in-
formed of this determination, he behaved with the most unchris-
tian violence and arrogance toward the Asiatic Christians, broke
communion with them, and excluded them from the communion of
the church of Rome. These haughty proceedings made no impres-
sion upon Cyprian, bishop of Carthage, who, notwithstanding the
menaces of the Roman pontiff, assembled a council on this occa-
sion, and with the rest of the African bishops, adppted the opinion of
the Asiatics, and gavenotice thercof to the imperious Stephen. The

* Mosheim’s Ecclesiastical History, Vol. L., page 205, note. SIS,
1 Eusebius, Ecclesiastical History, B. VIL, chap. 5,7, page 273, 274. Phil. Edition.
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fury of the latter was redoubled at this notification, and produeced
many threatenings and invectives against Cyprian, who replied, with
great force and resolution, and, in a second council held at Carthage,
declared the baptism, administered by heretics, void of all efficacy
and vaiidity. Upon this, the choler of Stephen swelled beyond
measure, and, by a decree full of invectives, which was received
with contempt, he excommunicated the African bishops, whose
moderation, on the one hand, and the death of their imperious anta-
gonist on the other, put an end to the violent controversy.*

In relating these quarrels, of course, we express no opinion as to
which party was right. In all probability, the heretics, whose bap-
tism they questioned, were in many cases ncarer the truth than
cither party. Our single object in relating the dispute is to show,
that so late as the year 256, when the council of Carthage was held,
the decisions of the bishop of Rome, when they conflicted with the
iews of other bishops, were not received as authority; and that
Cyprian, as he is called by Romanists themselves, could
reject his decrees with contempt without forfeiting his title to the
honors of subsequent canonization. What greater proof could be
required that the blasphemous dogma that the bishop of Rome is
supreme head of the church, and vicegerent of God upon earth, had
never vet been heard of? He was travelling step by step, towards,
but he had not yet reached, nor did he attain, till more than three
centuries afterwards, that blasphemous eminence, when, aceording
to the prediction of Paul, he “opposed and exalted himself above
all that is called God or is worshipped.”

He far surpassed all his brethren in the magnificence and splen-
dor of the church over which he presided ; in the riches of his reve-
nues and possessions ; in the number and variety of his ministers ;
in his credit with the people; and in his sumptuous and splendid
manner of living. Ammianus Marcellinus, a Roman historian, who
lived during these times, adverting to this subject, says, “It was no
wonder to see those who were ambitious of human greatness, con-
tending with so much heat and animosity for that dignity, because
when they had obtained it, they were sure to be enriched by the
offerings of the matrons, of appearing abroad in great splendor, of
being admired for their costly coaches, and sumptuous feasts,
outdoing sovereign princes in the expenses of their table.” This
led Preetextatus, a heathen, who was prafect of the city, to say,
« Make me bishop of Rome, and I'll be a Christian too I"t

These dazzling marks of human power, these ambiguous proofs
of true greatness and felicity, had such a mighty influence upon
the minds of the multitude, that the See of Rome became, in this
century, a most seducing object of sacerdotal ambition. Hence it
happened, that when a new pontiff was to be elected by the suffrages
of the presbyters and people, the city of Rome was generally agitated

* Cyprian’s Epistles, lxx., Ixxiii.
+ Ammianus Marcellinus, Liber xxvii., cap. 2.
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with dissensions, tumults, and cabals, whose consequences were
often deplorable and fatal. The intrigues and disturbances that
prevailed in that city in the year 366, when, upon the death of Libe-
rius, another pontift was to be chdsen in his place, are a sufficient
proof of what we have now advanced. Upon this occasion, one
faction elected Damasus to that high dignity, while the opposite
party chose Ursicinus, a deacon of the vacant church, to succeed
Liberius. This double clection gave rise to a dangerous schism,
and to a sort of eivil war within the city of Rome, which was carried
on with the utmost barbarity and fury, and produced the most cruel
massacres and desolations.

In this disgraceful eontest, which ended in the victory of Damasus,
according to the historian Socrates, great numbers were murdered
on either side, no less than one hundred and thirty-seven persons
being destroyed in the very church itself. 'Who does not perceive,
in these wicked strifes and sanguinary struggles, a proof that now
that which “let” or hindered was “ taken out of the way,” the full
revelation of the predicted “man of sin” was rapidly hastening
onward ?

While such an example of worldly pride and domination was set
by those who were looked up to as the heads of the church, it is not
surprising that other bishops partook of the same spirit. As an
instance of their haughty bearing towards earthly kings and rulers,
it is related of Martin, bishop of Tours, in France, that in the
year 455, he was invited to dine with the Emperor Maximus. When
the cup of wine was presented to the Emperor by the servant, he
directed that it should be first offered to the bishop, expecting, of
course, that then he should receive it from the hand of Martin..
Instead of this, however, Martin handed the cup to a priest of infe-
rior rank who sat near him, thus by his rudeness intimating that
he regarded him as of higher dignity than the Emperor.*~ Some
time after this the queen asked her husband’s consent that she might
be allowed, in the character of a servant, to wait on the bishop at
supper, and, strange to say, her request was granted. For this con-
duct, according to the superstitious notions of the times, Sulpitius,
the biographer of Martin, compares her to the queen of Sheba. A
Roman Catholic historian, referring to this hishop, uses the follow-
ing language :—* The great St. Martin, the glory and light of Gaul,
was a disciple of St. Hilary. The utter extirpation of idolatry out
of the diocese of Tours, and all that part of Gaul, was the fruit of his
edifying piety, illustrious miracles, zealous labors, and fervent ex-
hortations and instructions. He was remarkable for his Aumility,
charity, austerity, and all other heroic virtues.”t Certainly this
historian, to say the least, must have had singular notious of what
constitutes true Christian humility.

* “ Exspectans atque ambiens, ut ab illius dextera poculum sumeret. Sed Mar-
tinus ubi ebibit, pateram presbytero suo tradidit, nullum scilicet existimans dignio-
rem, qui post se biberet.” Sulp. Severus de vila Mart. c. 20, quoted by Gieseler.

1 Gahan’s History of the Church, page 153,
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CHAPTER IIL

STEPS TOWARDS PAPAL SUPREMACY. !

§ 11.—Notuine could be more simple and unpretending than the
form of church organization and government in primitive times.
Bach church consisted of a company of believers in the Lord
Jesus, united together in covenant relationship, for the worship-of
God, the maintenance of gospel doctrines, and the due administration
of the ordinances appointed by Christ. “Every church,” says
Waddington, an Episcopalian, “in the management of its internal
affairs, was essentially independent of every other.” The same histo-
rian adds that “ the churches formed a sort of federative body of
independent religious communities, dispersed through the greater
part of the empire, in continual communication and in constant
harmony with each other.” (Wad. Ch. Hist., p. 43.)

“The rulers of the church,” says Mosheim, a Lutheran, “ were
called either presbyters (i. e. clders), or bishops, which two titles are,
in the New Testament, undoubtedly applied to the same order of
men.”* (Acts xx., 17,28 ; Phil. i,, 1), &c. (Mosheim, vol. i., p. 99.)
These were persons of eminent gravity, and such as had distin-
guished themselves by their superior sanctity and merit. ¢ Let
none,” says the same learned author, “ confound the bishops of this
primitive and golden period of the church, with those of whom we
read in the following ages. For, though they were both distinguished
by the same name, yet they differed extremely, and that in many
respects. A bishop, during the first and sccond century, was a
person who had the care of one Christian assembly, which, at that
time, was, generally speaking, small enough to be contained in a

rivate house.” Thus when writing to the Colossians, the apostle
’aul sends a salutation to Nymphas, and “the church which is in
his house.” (ch.iv.,15.) In the commencement of the epistle to the
Philippians, he refers to the officers of these primitive churches,
when be directs his letter “to all the saints in Christ Jesus, which
are at Philippi, with the bishops and deacons.” (ch. i., 1.)

§ 12.—In process of time, however, the beautiful simplicity of the
primitive churches was abandoned ; the independence of each par-
ticular church was lost, and as we have already seen, a variety of
church dignitaries were created in the place of the primitive elders
or bishops of the apostolic age ; and as this change constituted the

* This is now universally admitted by all denominations, Episcopalians as well
as others. Thus, in the tract « Episcopacy tested by Scripture,” published by the

Protestant Episcopal Tract Socicty, New York (p. 12), the author, who is ac- .

knowledged to be one of their ablest advocates, remarks concerning the use of the
title bishop in the New Testament, “ That the name is there given to the middle
order or presbyters ; and all that we read in the New Testament concerning ¢ bishops,
including of course the words ¢ overseer ’ and ¢ oversight,” which have the same
derivation,” says he, “is to be regarded as pertaining tothat middle grade,” that
is, to the presbyters or elders.

.
i
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foundation stone upon which the structure of papal assumption was
afterward reared, I shall relate, in the words of two distinguished
historians, the account of this first step in this pernicious inno-
vation. ?

It has been seen from Dr. Mosheim and others, that according to
New Testament usage, the title bishop belonged to presbyters or
clders. Soon after the death of the apostles, however, this title
began to be eclaimed exclusively by such as sought pre-emi-
nence over their brethren in the ministry. The words in which
Gieseler relates this change, are as follows : “ After the death of the
apostles, and the pupils of the apostles, to whom the general direc-
tion of the churches had always been coneeded, some one amongst
the presbyters of each ehurch was suffered gradually to take the
lead in its affairs. In the same irregular way the title of éaiexomog
(bishop) was appropriated to the first presbyter. - Hence the differ-
ent accounts of the order of the first bishops in the church at Rome.”*
Mosheim’s account of the gradual assumption of authority by these
early bishops, and of the early loss of the primitive independency of
the churches, is as follows: “ The power and jurisdiction of the
bishops were not long confined to their original narrow limits, but
soon extended themselves, and that by the following means. The
bishops who lived in the eities, had, either by their own ministry or
that of their presbyters, erected new churches in the neighboring
towns and villages. These churches, continuing under the inspec-
tion and ministry of the bishops, by whose labors and counsels they
had been engaged to embrace the gospel, grew impereeptibly into
ecclesiastical provinees, which the Greeks afterwards ealled dioceses.
The churches, in those early times, were entirely independent ; none
of them subjeet to any foreign jurisdiction, but each one governed by
its own rulers and its own laws. For, though the ehurches founded
by the apostles had this particular deference shown them, that they
were consulted in difficult and doubtful cases; yet they had no
juridical authority, no sort of supremaey over the others, nor the
least right to enact laws for them. Nothing, on the contrary, is
more evident than the perfect equality that reigned among the
primitive churches ; nor does there even appear in the first eentury,
the smallest trace of that association of provincial churches, from
which councils and metropolitans derive their origin.

“During great part of the sccond century, the Christian churehes
were independent of each other; nor were they joined togcther by
association, confederacy, or any other bonds but those of charity.
Each Christian assembly was a little state, governed by its own
laws, which were ecither enacted, or at least approved by the
society. But, in process of time, all the Christian churches of a
provinee were formed into one large eeclesiastical body, which,
like confederate states, assembled at certain times, in order to
deliberate about the common interests of the whole. This institus

* Gieseler’s Ecclesiastical History, Vol. i., page 65.
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tion had its origin among the Greeks, with whom nothing was more
common than this confederacy of independent states, and the regular
assemblies which met, in consequence thereof, at fixed times, and
were composed of the deputies of each respective state. But
these ecelesiastical associations were not long confined to the
Greeks; their great utility was no sooner perceived, than they
became universal, and were formed in all places where the gospel
had been planted. To these assemblies in which the deputies or
commissioners of several churches consulted together, the name of
synods was appropriated by the Greeks, and that of councils by the
Latins ; and the laws that were enacted in these general meetings,
were called canons, i. e., rules.

“ These councils, of which we find not the smallest trace before the
middle of the second century, changed the whole face of the church,
and gave it a new form; for by them the ancient privileges of the
people were considerably diminished, and the power and authority
of the bishops greatly augmented. The humility, indeed, and
prudence of these pious prelates, prevented their assuming all at
once, the power with which they were. afterward invested. At
their first appearance in these general councils, they acknowledged
that they were no more than the delegates of their respective
churches, and that they acted in the name, and by the appointment,
of their people. But they soon changed this humble tone, imper-
ceptibly extended the limits of their authority, turned their influence
into dominion, and their counsels into laws; and openly asserted,
at length, that Christ had empowered them to prescribe to his
people, authoritative rules of faith and manners.

/ “Another effect of these eouncils was the gradual abolition of that
/ perfect equality which reigned among all bishops in the primitive
times. For the order and decency of these -assemblies required
that some one of the provincial bishops met in council, should be
Jinvested with a superior degree of power and authority ; and henece
the rights of metropolitans derive their origin. In the mean time,
the bounds of the church were enlarged, the custom of holding
councils was followed wherever the sound of the gospel had
reached; and the universal church had now the appearance of one
vast republie, formed by a combination of a great number of little
states. This occasioned the creation of a new order of ecclesiastics,
who were appointed in different parts of the world, as heads of the
church, and whose office it was to preserve the consistence and
union of that immense body, whose members were so widely dis-
persed throughout the nations. Such was the nature and office of
the patriarchs, among whon, at length, ambition being arrived at
its most insolent period, formed a new dignity, investing the bishop
of Rome, and his successors, with the title and authority of prince
of the patriarchs.

“The Christian doctors had the good fortune to persuade the
people that the ministers of the Christian church succeeded to the
character, rights, and privileges of the Jewish priesthood ; and this
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persuasion was a new source both of honors and profit to the sacred
order. This notion was propagated with industry, some time after
the reign of Adrian, when the second destruction of Jerusalem had
extinguished among the Jews all hopes of sceing their government
restored to its former lustre, and their country arising out of ryins.
And accordingly the biskops considered themselves as invested with
a rank and character similar to those of the high priest among the
Jews, while the presbyters represented the priests, and the deacons
the levites. It is, indeed, highly probable, that they who first intro-
duced this absurd comparison of offices so entirely distinet, did it
rather through ignorance and error, than through artifice or design.
The notion, however, once introduced, produced its natural effects ;
and these effects were pernicious. The errors to which it gave rise
were many ; and one of its immediate consequences was the estab-
lishing a greater difference between the Christian pastors and their
flock, than the genius of the gospel secems to admit.”*

§ 13.—It was long-after these innovations upon primitive sim-
plicity, before the bishops of Rome enjoyed, or even claimed that
spiritual sovereignty over other bishops, and over the universal
church, which they afterwards demanded as a divine right. Not-
withstanding the pomp and splendor that surrounded the Roman
See, in the fourth century it is remarked by the same historian from
whom we have just quoted, that the bishops of that city had not then
acquired that pre-eminence of power and jurisdiction in the church
which they afterwards enjoyed. In the ecclesiastical commonwealth,
they were indeed the most eminent order of citizens as well as their
brethren, and subject like them to the edicts and laws of the empe-
rors. None of the bishops acknowledged that they derived their
authority from the permission and appointment of the bishop of
Rome, or that they were created bishops by the favor of the apos-
tolic see. On the contrary, they all maintained that they were the
ambassadors and ministers of Jesus Christ, and that their authority
was derived from above. It must, however, be observed, that even
in this century, several of those steps were partly laid by which
the bishops of' Rome mounted afterwards to the summit of eccle-
siastical power and despotism. These steps were partly laid by
the imprudence of the emperors, partly by the dexterity of the
Roman prelates themselves, and partly by the inconsiderate zeal and
precipitate judgment of certain bishops.t i

One of these steps was a decrec of a somewhat obscure council
held at Sardis, during the Arian controversy, in the year 347.
Among other things enacted in this council, it was provided “that
in the event of any bishop considering himself aggrieved by the
sentence of the bishops of his province, he might apply to the bishop
of Rome, who should write to the bishops in the neighborhood of the
province of the aggrieved bishop, to rehcar the cause; and should

* Mosheim, cent. i., part 2, cent. ii., part 2.
t See Dupin de antiqua Ecclesiz disciplina.

.
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also, if it seemed desirable to do so, send some presbyters of his
own church ‘to assist at the rehearing.” It is probable, indeed, as
Richerius in his History of Councils observes, that -this decree was
only provisional, and intended for the sccurity of the Eastern ortho-
dox bishops against the Arians, and that the privilege conferred
upon the bishop of Rome, was not meant to be given to the See of
Rome, but only to the then bishop Julius, who is expressly men-
tioned therein ;-and consequently that it was only designed for the
case then before the council. An attempt, however, was made, at
the beginning of the fifth century, by Zosimus, bishop of Rome, to
establish his authority in the African churches, by means of this
decree, on the following occasion. Apiarius, a presbyter of the
church of Sicea, in Africa, having been deposed by his bishop for
gross immoralities, fled to Rome, A.D. 415, and was received to
communion by Zosimus, who forthwith sent legates into Africa, to
the bishops there, demanding that Apiarius’s cause should be heard
over again; asserting that the bishops of Rome had the privilege of
requiring such rehearings conferred upon them in virtue of this
decree of the Council of Sardis. The African bishops, however,
refused to acknowledge the authority of this decree, and after a pro-
tracted controversy, sent a final letter to the bishop of Rome, “in
which they ‘assert the independence of their own, and all other
churches, and deny the pretended right of hearing appeals claimed
by the bishop of Rome: and further exhort him not to receive into
communion persons who had becn excommunicated by their own
bishops, or to interfere in any way with the privileges of other
churches.”* A

§ 14.—A second step toward the papal supremacy, was a law
enacted in the year 872, by the emperor Valentinian, which favored
extremely the rise and ambition of the bishops of Rome, by empower-
ing them to examine and judge other bishops. A few years afterward,
the bishops assembled in council at Rome, without considering the
dangerous power they entrusted to one of their number, and intent
only upon the privilege it secured to them of exemption from the
jurisdiction of secular judges, declared in the strongest terms their
approbation of this law, and recommended that it should be imme-
diately carried into effect, in an address which they presented to the
emperor Gratian.t 3

A third circumstance which contributed toward the rapidly
increasing influence of the Roman bishops, was the custom which
obtained somewhat extensively before the closc of the fourth century,
of referring to their decision in consequence of their claim to
apostolic “descent, all questions concerning the apostolic customs
and doctrines. This gave them occasion to issue a vast number of
didactic letters, generally called Decretals, which soon assumed a
tone of apostolic authority, and were held in high estimation in

* See ITammond on the Six Councils—Oxford, 1843, p. 40.
t See Dr. Maclaine’s note in Mosheim, i., p. 344.
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the West, as flowing from apostolic tradition. *From this time

forth, there was no controversy in the East in which each party did

not seek to win the bishop of Rome, and through him the Western

church, to its cause, vying with each other in flattery and servility.

At the councils, his legates were always treated with the greatest

deference, and at the council of Chalcedon, they, for the first time,
resided.”*

The council of Chalcedon was held A. D. 451, and notwith-
standing the pre-eminence assumed therein by the legate of the
bishop of Rome, he had not power or influence to prevent the
passage of a canon which proved extremely odious .to his lordly
master Leo, who has been surnamed the Great, and which resulted
in a protracted and bitter controversy between the bishops of Rome
and Constantinople who should be greatest. Some years previous
to this time, since the removal of the seat of empire to Constanti-
nople, the ambition and assumption of the bishop of Constantinople
had almost equalled that of Rome. He had lately usur}i_()ad the
spiritual government of the provinces of Asia Minor, Thrace, Pontus,
and the eastern part of Illyricum, very much to the chagrin and
dissatisfaction of Leo. -This dissatisfaction was increased when,
by the twenty-eighth canon' of the council of Chalcedon, it was
resolved, that the same rights and honors which had been con-
ferred upon the bishop of iome, were due to the bishop of Con-
stantinople on account of the equal dignity and lustre of the two
cities, in which these prelatés exercised their authority. The same
council confirmed also, by a solemn act, the bishop of Constantinople
in the spiritual government of those provinces over which he had
ambitiously usurped the jurisdiction.. Leo opposed with vehe-
mence the passing of these decrees, and his opposition was seconded
by that of several other prelates. But their efforts were vain, as
the emperors threw in their weight into the balance, and thus sup-
ported the decisions of the Grecian bishops.

In consequence then of the decrees of this famous council, the
bishop of Constantinople began to contend obstinately for the supre-
macy with the Roman pontiff, and to crush the patriarchs of Alex-
andria and Antioch, so as to make them fecl the oppressive effects
of his pretended superiority. Elated with the favor and proximity
of the imperial court, he cast a haughty eye on all sides where any
objects were to be found on which he might exercise his ambition.
After reducing under his jurisdiction these two patriarchs, as_pre-
lates only of the second order, he invaded the diocese of the Roman
pentiff, and spoiled him of several provinces. The two former pre-
lates, though they struggled with vehemence, and raised consider-
able tumults by their opposition, yet they struggled ineffectually,
both for want of strength, and likewisc on account of-a variety
of unfavorable circumstances. But the Roman pontiff, far superior
to them in wealth and power, contended also with more vigor and

* Gieseler, Vol. i., page 260,
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obstinacy, and in his turn, gave a deadly wound to the usurped
supremacy of the patriarch of Constantinople. Notwithstanding
the redoubled efforts of the latter, a varicety of circumstances upited
in augmenting the power and authority of the Roman pontiff, though
he had not, as yet, assumed the dignity of supreme lawgiver and
judge of the whole Christian church.  The bishops of Alexandria
and Antioch, unable to make head against the lordly prelate of
Constantinople, often fled to the Roman pontiff' for sueeor against
his violence ; and the inferior order of bishops used the same method,
when their rights. were invaded by. the prelates of Alexandria and
Antioch. So that the bishop of Rome, by taking -all these prelates
alternately under his protection, daily added new degrees of influ-
ence and authority to the Roman See, rendered it everywhere
respected, and was thus imperceptibly establishing its supremaecy.
This was, evidently, another of the steps by which he was rapidly
asecending to the summit of ghostly dominion.*:

§ 15.—One more circumstance is worthy of mention, as contributing
in no small degree to the increase of the power and influence of the
bishop of Rome, viz., the regard -almost universally paid to him by
the fieree and barbarous tribes; who now.in quick succession poured
in from the north, and conquered and ravaged Italy and the eapital
of the ancient empire. In the years 408, 409, and 410, the proud
city of Rome was three times in succession subjected to a siege by
the renowned Alaric, king of the Goths, who is distinguished by
contemporary historians by the terrible epithets of the scourge of
God and the destroyer of mations. At first he was bought oft by
the terrified inhabitants, but at. length the city was taken and given
up to be pillaged and sacked by the fierce Gothic soldiery. In the
year 452, the ferocious Attila, king of the Huns, invaded the north
of Italy, laid waste some of its fairest provinces, and was only
prevented from marching to Rome and renewing the horrid cruelties
and excesses of Alaric by an immense ransom, and the powerful
influence of the Roman pontiff; Leo the Great, who, at the head of
an embassy, waited on Attila, 'as he lay “encamped at the place
where the slow-winding Mincius is lost in the foaming waves
of the lake Benacus, and trampled with his Scythian cavalry the
farms of Catullus and Virgil.”t In the year 454, Rome was again
taken and pillaged by Genserie, king of the Vandals ; and in the
year 476, the western empire was finally subverted, and Italy, with
its renowned and time-honored capital, reduced under the dominion
of the Gothic barbarians by the conquests of Odoacer, king of the
Heruli, a tribe of Goths, and-the deposition and banishment of
Augustulus, the last of the western Roman emperors.

§ 16.—These barbarous nations, these fierce and warlike Germans
who, after the defeat of the Romars, divided among them the west-
ern empire, bore, with the utmost patience and moderation, both

* See Mosheim, Cent. v. Part 2, Chap. ii.
1 Gibbon’s Decline and Fall of the Roman Empire, Vol. ii., p. 303. X




| POPERY IN EMBRYO.—TO A. D. 606. 43

Heathen rites adopted at Rorme. £ : Opinions of Robertson and Hallarm.

the dominion and vices of the bishops and priests, because, upon
their - conversion to Christianity, they became naturally subject to
their jurisdiction ; and still more, because they looked upon the
ministers of Christ as' invested with the same rights and privileges,
which distinguished the priests of their fictitious deities.” Nor is 1t at
all to be wondered at that these superstitious barbarians, accustomed
as they were to regard with a feeling. amounting almost to adora-
tion, the high priests of their own heathen gods, should manifest a
readiness to transfer that veneration to the high priests of Rome,
especially when .they saw the multitude of heathen rites that were
already introduced into Christian worship, and the willingness of
the Roman pontiffs, by still further increasing the number of these
pagan ceremonies, to accommedate their religion to the prejudices
and inclinations of all.

In ages of ignorance and credulity, remarks a celebrated Scottish
historian, “ the ministers of religion are the objects of superstitious
veneration. When the barbarians who overran the Roman empire
first embraced the Christian faith, they found the clergy in possession
of considerable power ;. and they-naturally transferred to those
new guides the profound submission and reverence, which they
were accustomed to yield to the priests of that religion which they
had just forsaken... They deemed their persons to be equally sacred
with their function, and would have considered it as impious to subject
them to the profane jurisdiction of the laity. The clergy were not
blind to these advantages which the weakness of mankind afforded
them. They established courts, in which every.question relating to
their own character, their function, their property; was tried and
pleaded, and obtained an almost total exemption from the authority
of eivil judges.”* Thus was a kind of mutual compromisc effected
between these barbarous heathen conquerors, and the bishop of
Rome, and his clexgy. . The former generally agreeing to accept
the Christian name, and the latter tacitly consenting to conform
as much as possible to their heathen rites and ceremonies of worship.

The blind submission of these heathen tribes to the degenerate
ministers of Christianity, tended much to increase the wealth and
consequently the power of the clergy. On this subject remarks the
clegant historian of the middle ages, “The devotion of the con-
quering nations, as it was still less enlightened than that of the
subjects of the empire, so was it still more munificent. They left,
indeed, the worship of Hesus and Taranis in their forests; but they
retained the elementary principles of that, and of all barbarous
idolatry, a superstitious reverence for the priesthood, a credulity that
seemed to invite imposture, and a confidence in the efficacy of gifts
to expiate offences.  Of this temper it is und®niable that the minis-
ters of religion, influenced probably not so much by personal cove-
tousness as by zeal for the interests of their order, took advantage.
Many of the peculiar and prominent characteristics in the faith and

* Robertson’s Charles .V.,Americanedition, page 34.
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discipline of those ages appear to have been either introduced, or
sedulously promoted, for the purpose of sordid fraud. To those
purposes conspired the veneration for relics, the worship of images,
the idolatry of saints and martyrs, the religious inviolability of sanc-
tuaries, the consecration of cemeteries, but; above all, the doetrine of
purgatory, and masses for the relicf of the dead. A creed thus
contrived, operating upon the minds of barbarians, lavish, though
rapacious, and devout though dissolute, naturally caused-a torrent
of opulence to pour in upon the church.”*

‘ 58, 4

CHAPTER 1IV.

DIVINE RIGHT OF SUPREMACY CLAIMED AND DISPROVED.

§ 17.—By general consent a kind of superiority of rank had long
been conceded to the bishops of Rome, chiefly from the fact that
that city was the first in rank and importance, and the ancient
capital of the empire ; and upon the same ground it was that the
council of Chalcedon, already referred to, “proceeding on the
principle that the importance of a bishop -depended alone on the
political consequence of the city tn which he lived, decreed the same
rights to the bishop of Constantinople in the Eastern church, which
the bishop of Rome enjoyed in the Western.”t After the fall of the
ancient capital, however, and its consequent diminution of political
importance, as compared with the Eastern capital, the bishops of
Rome found it necessary to assert with renewed ecarnestness, the
pretensions which they had occasionally hinted at before, of their
divine right of ‘supremacy, in consequence of their elaiming to be
the successors of the apostle Peter, who, they now asserted, without
a shadow of scriptural -or historical proof, was the first bishop of
Rome, and was constituted by Jesus Christ, supreme head of the
church upon earth.

§ 18.—As this is a fundamental point with the Romish church,}

-

* Hallam’s Middle Ages, chap. vii., pages 261, 262, American edition,

t Gieseler, vol. i., page 269.

i The views of Romanists on this point, so essential to their whole system, are
explicitly set forth in the fQlowing translation from the Latin of an extract from
the theology of Peter Dens, a standard work, prepared for the use of Romish
seminaries and students of theology. Mechlin edition, 1838.

“ Concerning the Supreme Pontiff. (Nos. 90, 93, 94.)

“What is the Supreme Pontiff?
“He is Christ’s Vicar upon earth, and the visible head of his church.
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it may be well, at this place, to make a short digression, for the
purpose of examining the validity of this claim. In relation to the
first supposition, that of Peter having been bishop of the church
at Rome, there is no historical proof whatever. There is no men-
tion in the New Testament that Peter ever was at Rome, and hence
Scaliger, Salmasius, Spanheim, Adam-:Clarke, and many. other
learned writers, have denied that he ever visited that city. But
supposing the Romanist tradition to be true, that he suffered death
at Rome, in company with the apostle Paul, about A. D. 65, still,
there is no proof whatever that he was bishop of Rome, or that he .
had any particular connection with the church or churches in that
city, any more -than Paul or any other of the apostles. Indeed, it
would be much easier to prove that Paul was bishop of the church
of Rome than that Peter was, for it is expressly mentioned in the
New Testament, that Paul visited Rome, and that he remained
there for “two whole years—preaching the kingdom of God, and
teaching those things which coneern the Lord Jesus Christ.” (Acts
xxviil., 30, 81.) Now if Pope Peter was also at Rome, and more
especially if he was there in the character of “supreme head of
the church universal,” is it not most, astonishing that Paul should
take not the slightest notice of him,.-and that neither the Sacred

“ Christ instituted the church of the New Testament upon earth, not on the plan
of an aristocratic or democratic government, but on the plan of a monarchical
ﬁovemment, yet tempered by that which is best in an aristocracy, as was said

o. 81. DBut when Christ was about to withdraw his visible presence by his
ascension into heaven, he ‘constituted his Vicar the visible head of the church, he
himself remaining the supreme, essential and visible head.

“Who is called Supreme Pontiff, and wherefore ?

“The Roman Pontiff, not only because he holds the highest honor and dignity
in the church, but principally, because he has supreme and universal authority,
poewer and jurisdiction over all bishops and the whole church.

- “From whom does the Pope, legitimately elected, receive his power and juris-
iction ? ! :

“ Ans. He receives: it immediately from Christ as his Vicar, just as Peter re-
ceived it.  Nor is-it any objection that the Pope is elected by cardinals ; for their
election is only an essential requisite, which being supplied, he receives power and
jurisdiction immediately from Christ. *

“ From whom do the Bishops receive the power of jurisdiction ?

“Ans. The French contend that they receive it immediately from Christ; but
it seems that it ought rather to be said that they receive it immediately from the
Roman Pontiff, because the government of the czurch is monarchical,” &c., &c.

“What power has the Roman Pontiff?

“ We reply with St. Thomas, &ec.: ¢ THE PoPE HAS PLENITUDE OF POWER IN
THE CHURCH ; so that his power extends to all who are in the church, and to all
things which pertain to the government of the church.

“This is proved from what was said before : because the Roman Pontiff is the
true Vicar of Christ, the head of the whole church, the pastor and teacher ; there-
fore,” &c. “ Hence it follows, that all the faithful, even bishops and patriarchs,
are obliged to obey the Roman Pontiff; also, that he mist be obeyed in all things
which concern the Christian religion, and therefore, in faith and customs, in rites,
ecclesiastical discipline,” &c. " Hence, the perverse device of the Quesnellites falls
to the ground ; namely, that the Pope is not to be obeyed, except in those things which
he enjoins conformably to Sacred Scripture.”



46 HISTORY OF ROMANISM. |Booxk 1.

No proof that Peter was constituted by Christ supreme head of the Church.

Scriptures nor any of the apostolic fathers should say one word
in relation to his connection with the church in that eity ? :

Look again, at the style .in which Peter alludes to himself in
his epistles; how different fromthat which'-has ever been adopted
by his professed suceessors, the lordly Roman pontiffs, since the
establishment of their supremacy ! If Peter really was, as Romanists
contend,.the first Pore or Rome, why do-we not find him adopting
a style something like the following: “ We, Simon-Peter, sovereign
pontiff of Rome, apostolic vicar, and supreme head of the church ?”

.&e., or something in the style of Pope Gregory’s Encyelical Letter
of '1832, viz.: “Encyeclical Letter of our mosT Hory FaTuer, Pore
Perer, by Divine Providence, the Iirst of the name, addressed to
all Patriarchs, Primates, Archbishops, and Bishops.”* “ But instead
of this, we read simply “ Simon Peter, a servant and apostle to them
that have obtained like precious faith.” - (2 Pet., i, 1)

§ 19.—The second supposition; viz.: that Peter was constituted
by Christ, supreme head of the Chureh, is professedly derived from
the following conversation between Christ and Peter, “ When Jesus
came into the coast of Cesarea Philippi, he asked his disciples,
saying, who do men say that I, the Son of man,am? and they-
said, some say that thou art John the Baptist, some Elias, and
others Jeremias, or one of the prophets. He saith unto them, but who
say ye that lam? And Simon Peter answered and said, thou art the
Christ, the Son of theliving God. And Jesus answered and said unto
him, blessed art thou, Simon Bar-jona, for flesh and blood hath not
revealed it unto thee, but my Father which is in-heaven.. And I
say also unto thee, that thou art Peter, and upon this roek I will
build my chureh, and the gates of hell shall not prevail against it.
(Matt. xvi, 18, &ec.) Now in reference to this passage, it is suffi-
cient to remark that the rock =ergx (petra), on which Christ prom-
ised to build his church, was not, as Romanists maintain, the fallible
mortal Peter, ITe1gos (Petros), who had made this confession, but the
glorious and fundamental truth which this confession embodied, or
the glorious and divine personage, who was the subject of it,
“Thou art TRE Curist, THE Son oF TnE 11vine Gon.” The words
in the Greek are % Xv e ITeTgos, xar e Taviy 1 merge,” “Thou art
Peter, and upon.this werpe roeck,” which thou hast confessed, &c.
So also the Latin Vulgate has “ Tu es Petrus (mas.), et super hanc

etram (fem.), edificabo ecclesiam meam.” The interpretation which

oman Catholic writers put upon this expression, is comparatively
modern in its origin, and directly opposed to the opinions of some
whom they regard as the most enlightened among the ancient
fathers. In their authorized creed, Romanists solemnly profess to
receive no interpretations of Scripture, except “ according to the
unanimous consent of the fathers.” (Nisi juxta unanimem ¢onsen-
sum patrum. Creed of Pope Pius.) To prove that in their inter-

* Title of Pope Gregory’s Letter, “Encyclical Letter from our most Holy
Father, Pope Gregory, the Sixteenth of the name, addressed to all Patriarchs, Pri-
mates, Archbishops, and Bishops.”
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FARMER’S GUIDE

SCIENTIFIC AND PRACTICAL AGRICULTURE.

PROSPECTUS.

HENRY STEPHENS, F.R.S.E., of Edinburgh, the celebrated author of the *“ Book o.
THE FarM,” and PROF. NORTON, of Yale College, New Haven, are preparing
for the Press, a Book under the above title.

It will embrace every subject of importance connected with Agriculture in all its various
branches, both Theoretical and Practical.  Science, in as far as it has, up to the present
time, been made available to Practice by Eaxperiment, will be treated in its relation to every
operation as it occurs in the course of the seasons.” The work will be arranged under four
distinct heads, representing the seasons, beginning with Winter and ending with Autumn.
The following are among the subjects to be treated of in the first and second seasons in-
cluding the Introductory, viz:

INITIATION.

On the best of the existing Methods for acquir-
ing a thorough knowledge of Practical Hus-
bandry.

On the Difficulties to be encountered in learning
Practical Husbandry,and on the Means of over-
coming them.

On the Different kinds of Farming.

On the Persons required to Conduct and Execute
the Labor of the Farm.

PRACTICE

On the Treaxment of Farm-horses in Winter.

On the Treatment of the Farmers Saddle and
Harness Horse in Winter.

On the Fattening of Swine in Winter.

On the Branches of Science most applicable to
Agriculture.

On the Institutions of Education best suited to
Agricultural Science.

On the Evils attending the neglect of Land-
owners and others to learn practical Agricul-
ture.

On observing the details and recording the facts
of Farming by the Agricultural Student.

—WINTER.

On the Accommodation of the Grain Crops in
the Steading.

On the Forming of Dunghills in Winter.

On the Forming of Composts in Winter.

On the Treatment of Fowls in Winter.
On the Rationale of the Feeding of Animals. On Seaweed as Manure.
On the Thrashing and Winnowing of Grain. On Gaulting or Claying the Soil.
PRACTICE—SPRING.
Summary of the Field Operations, and of the | On the Rolling of Land.
‘Weather in Spring. On the Sowing of Oats.
On the Calving of Cows. On the Lambing of Ewes
On the Milking of Cows. On Cross-ploughing Land.
On the Rearing of Calves. On Ribbing Land for the Seed-Furrow.
On the Sowing of Spring Wheat. On the Sowing of Grass-Seeds.
On Drilling up the Land. On the Sowing of Barley.
On the Sowing of Beans. On the Turning of Dunghills.
On the Sowing of Peas. On the Planting of Potatoes.
On the Sowing of Tares. On Paring and Burning the Surface.

The Work will also embrace many important operations not included in the ordinary rou-
tine of farming, suchas % Judging of Land * Stocking of a Farm,” « Improvement of the
Soil,” &e., &ec. 3

The contributions by Prof. Norton will add greatly to the value of the book, by edapting it to
the Soil, Climate, Growth, &c., of our own Country; and the united labors of two such dis-
tinguished mer. will make this work one of the most complete and valuable to the American
Farmer, everissued from the press. 4

13~ The work will be comprised in about 22 Nos. of 64 pages each. It will contain some 18
or 20 engravings on steel, and more than 600 wood engravings, in the highest style of the art.
It will be handsomely printed on fine paper,and sold at 25 cts. a number,or $5 in advance for
the twenty-two numbers. The numbers can be sent. by mail at periodical postage.

The First Number was issued in March, and the work will be completed in about ora
year. The first volume, written by Mr. Stephens, is already published in Edinburgh, and the
American Edition will be printed from the Stereotype plates imported for that purpose.

BookseLLERs axD DEALERs IN PErIopicavLs will be furnished on liberal terms. 4

PosTMasTERs and others remitting the money, post-paid or franked, for three copies at the
above prices, will receive a fourth copy gratis.

LEONARD SCOTT & Co., PuBLIsHERS,
No. 79 Fulton Street, Entrance 54 @ 1d Street.

On Liquid Manure.
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