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TO THE PUBLIC

The 1’ublishers being well aware of the importance of obtaining a
full and correct report of this discussion, have spared no pains nor
expense to effect this object.

They employed two gentiemen well qualified as reporters.

From the joint notes of these, they furnished each of the parties
with a copy of his part of the report for revision, with the express
understanding, that nothing should be added or subtracted to make
their speeches different from what they were when originally delivered.

After being put in type'a proof sheet of all was sent to cach, for his
last corrections.

Believing that by this ineans the desideratuin sought has been ob-
tained, this work is now commended to an enquiring, intelligent, and
reading community.

THE PUBLISHERS.
Cincinnati, February, 1837.



INTRODUCTION

To introduce the following report to the reader, we lay before him
the correspondence of the parties, which immediately preceded the de-
hate.

LETTHR FROM MR. CAMPBELL.

CINCINNATL, JAN. 11th, 1837,
Bishop Purvecll—Respected Sir:

At two o'clock this morning, after a tedious and perilous journey of ten days.
I safely arrvived in this city. The river having become innavigable in conse-
quence of the ice, I was compelled to leave it and take to the woods, about two
handred miles above. By a zigzag course which carried me to Chillicothe and
Columbus, sometimes on foot, sometimes on a sleigh, and finally Ly the mail stage,
.1 accomplished a land tour of two hundred and forty miles, equal to the whole
distance from Wheeling te Cincinnati.

After this my travei’s history, I proceed to state, that it is with pleasure 1
received either from you or some of my friends, a copy of the Daily Gazette, on
the 22d ult. intimating your fixed purpose of meeting me in a public discussion
of my propositions, or of the points at issue between Roman Catholics and I'rot-
estants. 'This, together with your former declarations In favor of full and free
discussion, is not only in good keeping with the spirit of the age, and the genius
of our institutions, but fully indicative of a becoming coufidence and sincerity in
your own cause. 'This frank and manly course, permit me to add, greatly heighi-
ens my esteem for you.

Now, sir, that T am on the premises, I take the earliest opportunity of inform-
ing you of my arrival, and of requesting you to name the time and place in which
it may Dbe most convenient for you to meet me for the purpose of arranging the
preliminaries. It has occurred to me, that it would be useful and commendable
to have an authentic copy of wour discussion, signed by our own hands. and pub-
lished with our consent; and that it might have all the authority and credit
which we could give it, it would be expedient to sell to some of the publishers in
this city, the copyright, and let them employ a stenographer or stenographers to
report faithfully the whole matter.

It will also secure for such a work a more extensive reading, and consequently
a wider range of usefulness, and I have no doult, be most acceptable to our feel-
ings, and every way reputable, to devote the profits, or the proceeds of the copy-
right, to some benevolent institution, on which we may both agree; or in case
of a difference on a fitting institution, that we select such an object to which we
ean most conscientiously assign all the profits of such publication.

In ordew to these ends, it will be necessary, that we timeously arrange all the
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preliminaries, and as many persons are now in waiting, 1 trust it may be every
way practlicable, during the day, to come (o a tull understanding on the whole
premises.
Very respectiully,
Your ob’t, serv't,,
A. CAMDPBELI.

BISHOP PURCELL’S REPLY.

Crxerxxart, 11ih Jaxvary, 1837,
Mr. Alexander Campbell-—My Dear Sir:

I sincerely sympathize with you on the tediousness and perils of your journey.
from Bethany to Cincinnati. This is truly a dreadful time to embark on our
river, or to traverse our state. ‘The sun's bright face I h:}\'(\ not seen for several
days; I hope when the forth-coming discussion is once finished, our minds, like
his orb, will be less dimmed by the c¢louds, and radiate the lighi and vital warmih
without which this world would be a desert waste.

If it meet your convenience, I shall be happy to meet you, at any time in the
niorning, or in the afternoon, at the Athenzum.

- Your proposition respecting the sale of an authentic copy of the discussion to
a publisher, and the proceeds, all expenses deducted, applied to the benefit of
some charitable institution, ov institutions, meets my hearty concurrence. And
I propose that one-half the avails of sale be given to the *‘ Cincinnati Orphan
Asylum,” and the other hall to the * §t. Peter's Female Orphan Asylum.” corner
of Third and Plum streets, Cincinnati.

With best wishes for your eternal welfare, and that of all those who sincerely
seek for the truth as it is in Christ Jesus, I remain,

Very respectfully vours.
+JOHN B. PURCELL.
Bishop of Cincinnati.

The parties met in the Athenaum at 2 o'clock, P. M, of Jan 11th,
when after some debate on the question, Who shall be the respondent’
they finally agreed to the following

RULES OF DISCUSSION.

1. We agree that the copy-right of the discussion shall be sold to some book-
seller, who shall have it taken down by a stenographer, and that all the avails
of the copy-right shall be equally divided between two such public charities as
Bishop Purcell and Mr. Campbell shall respectively designate.

2, That the discussion shall take piace in the Sycamore-street meeting house:
and it shall continue seven days. exclusive of Sunday. commencing to-day, (Fri-
day, 13th) from half past 9 o’clock A. M. to half past 12, and from 3 to H I’. M.,
each day.

3. Mr. Campbell shall open the discussion each session, and Bishop Iurcell re-
spond. During the morning session the first speech of each shall not exceed an
hour, nor the second hall an hour. Tn the afternoon. each speaker shall occupy
only hailf an hour.
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4. This discussion shall be under the direction of a Loard of five moderators;
of whom each party shall choose two, and these a fifth: any three of whom sghall
constitute a quorum.

6. The duties of the moderators shall be to preserve order in’the agsembly, and
to keep the parties to the question.

$JOHN B. PURCELL,
A, CAMPBELL.

In order to meet, as far as possible, the arrangements entered into
for conducting the contemplated debate for seven days, Mr. Campbell,
according to agreement, sent to bishop Purcell, on Thursday morning,
Jan. 12, the following statement of the

POINTS AT ISSUE.

1. The Roman Catholic Institution, sometimes called the ** Holy, Apostolic,
Catholie, Church,” is not now, nor was she ever, catholic, apostolic, or holy; but
is a gect in the fair import ¢f that word, older than any other sect now existing,
not the “ Mother ard Mistress ct all Churches,” but an apostasy from the only
true, holy, apostolic, and catholic church of Christ.

2. Her notion of apostolic succession is without any foundation in the Bible,
in reason, or in fact; an imposition of the most injurious consequences, bullt upon
unscriptural and anti-sceriptural traditions, resting wholly upon the opinions of
interested and fallible men.

3. She is not uniform in her faith, or united in her members; but mutable and
fallible, as any other sect of philosophy or religion-—Jewish, Turkish, or Chris-
tian—a confederation of gects with a politico-ecclesiastic head.

4. She is the *“ Babylon ™ of John, the ‘“ Man of Sin' of Paul, and the Empire
of the * Youngest Horn” of Daniel's Sea Monster.

5. Her notion of purgatory, induigences, auricular confession, remission of
sins, transubstantiation, supererogation, &c., essential elements of her system,
are lmmoral in their tendency. and injurious to the well-heing of society, religious
and political.

8. Notwithstanding her pretensions to have given us the Bible, and faith in it,
we are perfectly independent of her for our knowledge of that Dook. and its evi
dences of a divine original,

7. The Roman Catholic religion, if infallible and unsusceptibie of reformation.
as alleged, is essentially anti-American, being opposed fo the genius of all free
ingtitutions, and positively subversive of them, opposing the general reading of
the scriptures, and the diffusion of useful knowledge among the whole commn-
nity, so essential to liberty and the permanency of zood government.

A. CAMPBELL.

CiNcINNATI, 12th January, 1837,
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The parties met according to appointment, on the 13th January, 1837. at the
Sycamore Street Meeting House, at half past nine o'clock, A. M.

MODERATORS.

MESSES. SAMULL Lewis, Troyas J. Biees, WILLIaM DisNey, JoHN RoGuks
- AND J. W. PrarT.
WILL1AM DISNEY, CHAIRMAN.

Mr. Samuel Lewis, having called the meeting to order, read the rules of the
debate, as agreed upon between the parties, and the propositions advanced by
Mr. Campbell for discussion. IHe requested the audience to refrain from abny
audible signs of approbation or disapprobation, as it would interrupt the debate.

Mr. Campbell then opened the debate as follows: —

My Christian I'riends and Fellow-Citizens—

I appear before you at this time, by the good providence of our
Heavenly Father, in defence of the truth, and in explanation of the
great redeeming, regenerating and ennobling principles of Protestant-
ism, as opposed to the claims and pretensions of the Roman Catholic
church. I come not here to advocate the particular tenets of any sect,
but to defend the great cardinal principles of Protestantism.

Considerable pains appear to have been taken by the gentleman
who is my opponent on this occasion, to impress upon the minds of
the public the idea that he stands here in the attitude of a defender
of Catholicism, and to represent me as its assailant. [ am sorry to
say that even some Protestants have contributed to give that color to
this debate; for I saw in this morning’s Gazette an article, in which
I am represented as conducting a crusade against the Roman Catho-
lies. Its editor appears to have his sympathies morbidly enlisted in
their cause. He is very sympathetic indeed, in behalf of the Roman
Catholic religion. Every agony the mother church feels is a pang
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tc him; for every groan she heaves he has a bottle full of tears ready
to be poured out. I will not stop to enquire whether they are polit-
ical or religious tears. I have to do with the worthy gentleman here,
who has represented me as having volunteered to come forward with
an attack upon the Catholic church.

[ need scarcely infarm that portion of my audience, who were pres-
ent at the last meeting of the College of Teachers in this city, that
s¢ far from its being true that I made an attack in the first instance
upon the Roman Catholic church, the gentleman did first assail the
Protestants.

He says in the Gazette of the 19th of Dec. 1836, that I am a bold and
wanton challenger; buf a word of comment on this document will shew
that it is quite the other way.

The issue was made in the first instance in the College of Teach-
ers. You will recollect that when Dr. J. L. Wilson read an oration
on the subject of universal education, the gentleman arose, and in that
Protestant house, and before a Protestant assembly, directly and pos-
itively protested against allowing the book which Protestant claim
to contain their religion, to be used in schools. He uttered a tirade
against the Protestant modes of teaching, and against the Protestant
influence upon the community. This was the origin of the dispute
Had it not been for the assertions made by the gentleman on that oc-
casion, we should not have heard one word of a discussion.

It is true that the propositions just read may present me in the at-
titude of what he is pleased to call an assailant of the Roman church.
But the question is—how has the controversy originated? And let
me ask, how is it possible for the gentleman to prove that, because,
a year ago, I made some answer to an attack on Protestantism from
the state of Illinois, and called for some more reputable antagonist,
that on this account he did not assail Protestantism, and that I am
the assailant in this case? Does my having been plaintiff in that
case made me necessarily plaintiff in every other case? Does my
having told him that T stood prepared to discuss the guestion at large
with any credible gentleman—[Here Mr. C. was interrupted by the
moderators as not speaking to the point.] I submit to the decision
of the moderators. I thought it due to myself, that the public should

know precisely the attitude in which the gentleman and myself stand
in thia matter T atand haora ac tha dafandnar nf Dmatnntanticmm and
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“Pror. 1. The Roman Catholie Institution. sometimes called the  Holy, Apos-
tolic. Catholie. Chureh.” is not now. nor was she ever, catholie, aposiolic, or holy:
but is a sced in the faiv import of that word. c¢lder than any other sect now
existing, not the ‘Meother and Mistress of all Churches.” but an apostasy from
the only true, holy, apostolic. and catholie chureh of Christ.™

As this is the place and time for logic rather than rhetoric; I will
proceed to define the meaning of the important terms contained in
this proposition. The subject is the Roman Catholic Institution.
This institution, notwithstanding its large pretensions, I affirm, can
be proved clearly to be a sect. in the true and proper import of the
term. Though she call herself the mother and mistress of all churches,
she is, strictly speaking, a sect, and no more than o seci. We now
propose to adduce proof to sustain this part of the proposition.

In the first place, the very term Roman Catholic indicates that she
it a sect, and not the ancient, universal and apostolic church, the
mother and mistress of all churches. If she be the only universal or
Catholic church, why prefix the epithet Roman? A Roman Catholic
church is a contradiction. The word Catholic means universal—the
word Roman means something local and particular. What sense or
meaning is there in a particular universal church? It is awkward on
another account. If she pretends to be considered the only true and
universal church of Christ among all nations and in all times, why
tall herself Roman? To say the Roman Catholic church of Amer-
ica, is just as absurd as to say the Philadelphia church of Cincinnati,
—the London church of Pittsburgh,—the church of France of the
United States. The very terms that she chooses indicates that she
cannot be the universal church.

It will not help the difficulty to call her the Church of Rome. These
words indicate a sect and only a sect, as much as the words Roman
Catholic. They signify strictly, only the particular congregations
meeting in that place.

The Roman Catholic historians endeavor to reconcile this discrep-
ancy of terms by saying that, though those particular congregations
are meant, in their larger sense the terms are used to designate all
those congregations. scattered throughout the world, who are in com-
munion with the church of Rome. Thus testifies Du Pin—

“ 1t is true, that at the present time, the name of the churel of Rome, is given
to the Catholic church, and that these two terms pass for synonymous.

“But In antiquity no more was intended by the name of the church of Rome,
than the church of the city of RRome, and the popes (bishops) in their subscrip-
tions or superscriptions, look simply to the qualily of bishops of Rome, The
Greek schismntics seem to he the flrst who gave (he hame of the chureh of Rome

to all the churches of the wesi, whence the Lating made use of this to distin-
gulsh the churches which communicated with the church of Rome, from the
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Greeks who were separaied from her communion. Ifrom this came the custom to
wive the name of the church of Rome to the C(Catholic church. But the otber
churches did not from this lose thieir name or their authority.”

I shall hereafter give the day and date of this separation, when she
received this sectarian designation and became a sect, in the proper
acceptation of that term:. It may, perhaps, appear that it was not
only unscriptural, but dishonorable; as opprobrious as ever were the
terms Lutheran or Protestant.

But suppose we call her ““ Catholic” alone; and her advocates now
endeavor to impress the idea that she is no longer to be called * Ro-
man Catholic,” but Catholic, this term equally proves her a sect; for
in the New Testament and primitive antiquity there is no such des-
ignation. It is simply the church of Christ. It is one thing for us
to choose a name for ourselves, and another to have one chosen for us
by our enemies. Societies, like persons, are passive in receiving
their names. It is with churches as it is with individuals; they may
not wear the name they prefer. She wishes now to be called no longer
Roman Catholie, but Catholic. She repudiates the appellation of
Roman; and claims to be the only Catholic church that ever was,
and is, and ever more shall be. But we cannot allow her to assume
it; and we dare not, in truth, bestow it, for she is not catholic. But,
as there is no church known in the New Testament by that name,
could we so designate her, still she would be a sect.

But let me ask, what is the church of Rome of the nineteenth cen-
tury, or rather, what is the present Roman Catholic institution? Per-
mit me here to say, most emphatically, that I have not the slight-
est disposition to use terms of opprobrium in speaking of this church;
or of the worthy gentleman who is opposed to me in this debate. 1
do not wish or intend to use the slightest expression which could be
construed into an unfriendly tone of satire, irony or invective towards
the respectable gentleman, or towards his church. I shall speak freely
of her pretensions as to the only true church, &c., but I shall observe
a scrupulous respect in all my language towards the present repre-
sentatives of the Catholic church in the nineteenth century.

Are we then to understand her as the immutable, universal, ancient,
primitive, apostolic church of Christ? Are we to understand this by
the Roman Catholic church of the nineteenth century, with her popes,
her cardinals, her patriarchs, primates, metropolitans, archbishops,
archdeacons, monks, friars, nuns, &c. &c. teaching and preaching the
use and worship of images, relics, penances, invocation of departed
men and women, veneration for some being whom they call “the
mother of God,” teaching and preaching the doctrine of priestly absolu-
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tion, auricular confession, purgatory, transubstantiation, extreme unc-
tion, &c. &c.

Is this the ancient, universal, holy apostolic church? Not one of
these dogmas can be found in the bible.

They originated hundreds of years since, as I am prepared to show,
from the evidence of Roman Catholic authors themselves. How then
can we call it the ancient apostolic church? Not one of these offices
nor dogmas is mentioned in the New Testament. Hear Du Pin on
this point. In exposing the imposition, practised, by an effort, so late

as the ninth century, to foist into the history of the church certain

pretended decrees or writings of those called the first popes, Du Pin,
an authentic Roman Catholic historian, proves these decrees and writ:
ings to be spurious, because in them there are numerous allusions to
offices and customs not yet existing in the times referred to.

*“The following proves them spurious. 1st. The second epistle of $t. Clement
directed to St. James, speaks of the Ostiorii or doorkeepers, archdeacons and
other eccleslastical officers, that were not then introduced into the chureh.”

2nd. “ This lettey mentions sub-deacons. an ovder not then established in the
chyrch.” p. 584.

3d. “In the first Epistie attributed to St. Sirtus. he is called an *archbishop,”
a word not used in this time.”

4th. “ The second, attributed to the same pope, mentions congecrated vessels,
and appeals to Rome, the grandeur of the church. It is there pretended that al)
bishops wait for the pope's decision, and are instructed by his letters: modes of
speaking never used by the first bishops of Rome.”

5th. ** The epistle attributed to P'clcspliorus calls him an archbishop. a name
nnknown in the first ages.”

6th. * There is a decree in if, {o enjoin three masses on our Savior's nativity,
a custom not so ancient.™”

Tth. “ We (ind several passages in the letter attributed to A nicetus, which does
not agree with the time of that pope: as, for instance, what is there laid down
concerning the ordinations of bishops. sacerdotal tonsure. archbishops and pri-
mates., which were not instituted till long after : besides many things of the same
nature.”” p. H85.

How, then, can we suppose that this church of the nineteenth cen-
tury, with so many appendages, is the apostolic church—the only orig-
inal, primitive, universal institution of Christ?

But she glories in the name of mother and mistress of all churches
throughout the world. This astonishes me still more; for with the
bible in his hand and history before him, who can stand up and say,
that this church ever was the mother and mistress of all churches!

The most ancient catholic church was the Hebrew. She was the
mother, though not the mistress of all churches; for the christian
church has no reigning queen on earth, to lord it over her—as Paul
says, on another occasion—"“Jerusalem is the mother of us all.”
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If the gentleman admit Luke to be a faithful historian, he must not
only place the Hebrew church first, but' the Samaritan, Phenician,
Syrian and Hellenist churches as older than the church in Rome. I
say if we speak of churches, as respects antiquity, the Hebrew, Sa-
maritan, Syrian and Phenician churches must be regarded as prior to
her. The Acts of the Apostles close with Paul’s first appearance in
Rome.

But that the Roman Catholic institution may stand before you in
hold relief as a sectarian establishment, I will give you a definition
of her pretensions, from an authentic source, one of her own stand-
ards. The Douay catechism, in answer to the question—* What are
the essential parts of the church?” teaches “A pope, or supreme head,
bishops, pastors and laity.,” p. 20.

These, then, are the four constituent and essential elements of the
Roman Catholic church. The first is the pope, or head. 1t will be
confessed by all, that, of these, the most essential is the head. But
should we take away any one of these, she loses her identity, amdl
ceases to be what she assumes. My first effort then shall be to prove
that, for hundreds of years after Christ, she was without such a head;
the most indispensable of these elements; and consequently, this be-
ing essential to her existence, she was not from the beginning. Be-
cause no body can exist before its head. Now, if we can find a time
when there was no pope, or supreme head, we find a time when there
was no Roman Catholic party.

By referring to the scriptures, and to the early ecclesiastical rec-
crds, we can easily settle this point. Let us begin with the New
Testament, which all agree, is the only authenticated standard of
faith and manners—the only inspired record of the christian doctrine.
This is a cardinal point, and I am thankful that in this we all agree.
What is not found there, wants the evident sanction of inspiration,
and can never command the respect and homage of those who seek for
divine authority in faith and morality.

I affirm then, that not one of the offices, I have enumerated, as be-
longing to the Roman Catholic church, was known in the days of the
apostles, or is found in the New Testament. On the contrary, the
very notion of a vicar of Christ, of a prince of the apostles, or of a
universal head, and government in the Christian church is repugnant
to the genius and spirit of the religion. We shall read a few pas-
sages of scripture, from the Roman version, to prove that the very idea
of an earthly head is unscriptural and anti-scriptural. The version
from which I am about to quote was printed in New York, and is cer-
tified to correspond exactly; with the Rhemish original, by a number
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of gentlemen, of the first standing in society. If it differs from any
other and more authentic copy, I will not rely upon it. I am willing
to take whatever bible the gentleman may propose. I read from the
twentieth of Matthew. ‘*‘Jesus said to his disciples, You know that
the princes of the Gentiles overrule them, and those that are the
greater exercise power against them. It shall not be so among you,
but whosoever will be the greater among you, let him be your minis-
ter!” Does this convey the idea of a prince among the apostles, a vicar
of Christ, a lord over the people of God? Does it not rather say there
shall not be any lordship amongst you! This command is express,
that there shall not be a pope, a supreme lord of the christian church.
Again, Matt. 23. 8, ‘ Be not you called Rabbi, for one is your Master
and all ye are brethren: and call none father (i. e. pope,) for one is
your father, he that is in heaven. Neither be you called masters, for
one is your master, Christ. He that is the greater of you shall be
your servitor!” If the very question about a pope had been betore
the Messiah at this time, he could not have spoken more clearly.
This expression indicates the most perfect equality of rank among
the apostles and disciples of Christ, and positively forbids, in a reli.
gious sense, the assumption of the title of father or pope. The com-
mandment which says “ thou shalt not steal,” is not more clearly laid
down than the command * call no man father”

Now will the gentleman deny that “pope” (in Greek ‘‘pappas,”
in Latin, “ papa”) means “father?” and that the case clearly comes
within the command. Jesus Christ says, ‘“call no man pope;” yet
they ordain a bishop and call him pope; and this pope claims the title
of “ universal father "—supreme head and governor of the church of
Christ. He is sometimes called Lord God the pope.

This testimony of Christ will outweigh volumes. Put all the folios
and authorities, which the gentleman may bring, on one side, and this
text of Jesus Christ on the other, and the former, in comparison, will
be found light as the chaff which is blown away by a breath.

Can any one, then, who fears God and believes in the Messiah, call
the pope, or any human being “ father,” in the sense here intended.
The Lord anticipated the future in all his precepts, and spoke with
an eye to it as well as to the men of his own time. He had the pride
and assumptions, of the Rabbis of Jerusalem, in his eye, who cov-
eted renown, who loved such greetings in the market place, and re-
ceived such compellations in the synagogues. Describing these men
to his disciples, he cautions them against their example, and teaches
them to regard each other as brethren. I hope the gentleman will pay
particular attention to this point in his reply to these remarks.
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The third testimony on which we rely will be found in Ephesians
iv. 11, This passage sums up all the officers or gifts which Jesus
gave the church after his ascension into heaven. “And” says Paul
‘““he gave some apostles, and some prophets, and some evangelists,
and some pastors, and doctors” or teachers. In this enumeration,
which contains the whole, there is no pope. The highest or first rank
is given to apostles.

In every other enumeration found in the epistles, there is the same
clear reference to the apostles as the first class. 1 Cor. xii. 28. But
let Peter himself speak as to his rank. We see that in his own 1st
Epistle, ch. 1, he calls himself an apostle, not the apostie of Jesus, not
the prince of apostles, not the supreme head of the church. Peter had
no idea of such headship and lordship.

Again in addressing the “seniors” or elders, chap. v. 1, he says,
“1 myself am a fellow senior.” They were all co-elders, co-bishops,
co-apostles, as respected each other; and as respected all other officers
the apostles were first. The thought of a suprewe head amongst them
is not found in the New Testament; only as reprobated by our Savior.

1 will not, at present, advance any more scriptural authority upon
the point, but shall proceed to examine what foundation this element
of the Roman church, has in ancient history. But I would here say
distinctly, once for all, that I will not open a single document to prove
any doctrine, tenet, or principle of Protestantism, other than this holy
record of the prophets, and apostles, the holy men of God, who spake
as they were moved by the Holy Spirit. On these I rely, and I af-
firm that these contain no authority for the assumption of the doctrine
of a universal father, pope, or head of the church. There was no
such person mentioned—no such idea cherished until hundreds of years
after the death of the apostles.

I will read the following general remarks by this learned historian.
The title page is as follows:—

A New History of Ecclesiastical Writers, containing an account of
the authors of the several books of the Old and New Testaments; of
the lives and writings of the primitive Fathers: an abridgment and
catalogue of their works; their various editions, and censures, deter-

. mining the genuine and spurious. Together with a judgment upon
style and doctrine. Also a compendious history of the Councils; with
Chronological Tables of the whole, written in French by Lewis El-
lies Du Pin, doctor of the Sorbonne, and Regius Professor at Paris.
3 vols. Folio. The Third Edition corrected, Dublin, printed by and for
George Grierson, at the Two Bibles in Essex Sirect, MDCCXXIV.
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I am happy to find, appended to the preface, the seals and signatures
of men high in the church, which [ cannot now stop to read.

From this work I will proceed to read some passages in proof of
the proposition I have advanced, that there is not a vestige of evi-
dence in favor of the cardinal idea, of the Roman Catholic religion,
that there was a pope in the first ages of the church. At the close of
the third century the highest advance yet made towards any suprem-
acy in the church on the ground of metropolitan standing, is thus de-:
scribed by Du Pin.

*“ The bishops of great cities had their prerogatives in ordinations, and in coun-
c¢ils; and as in civil affairs men generally had recourse to the civil metropolis, so
likewise in ecclesiastical matters, they consulied with the bishop of the metropol
itan city. The churches of the three principr) cities of the world were looked
upon as chief, and their hishops attributed great prerogatives to themselves. The
church of Rome, founded by St. Peter and St. Paul, was considered as first, and
its bishops as first amongst all the bishops of the world; yvet they did not believe
him to be infallible: and though they frequentiy consulted him, and his advice
was of great consequence, yel they did not receive it blind-Told and implicitiy.
every bishop imagining himsell to have a right to judge in ecclesiastical matters.”
p. H90.

Observe the bishops of the principal cities attributed to themselves
greal prerogatives. And Rome, the chief city, began to assume the
chief prerogatives. But the general character of the clergy as de-
tailed by this writer was not yet favorable to such assumption—for,
says he,

“ The clergy were not distinguished from others by any peculiar habits, but by
the sanctity of their life and manners, they were removed from all kind of ava-
rice, and carefully avolded every thing that seemed to carry ihe appearance of
scandalous, filthy lucre. They administered the sacrament gratis, and believed
it to be an abominable crime to give or receive any thing for a spiritual blessing.
Tithes were not then appropriated to them. Lt the people maintained them vol-
untarily at their own expense.”

“The clergy were prohibited to meddle with any eivil and secular » "airs.  They
were ordained against their will and did not remove from one church to another
out of a principle of interest or ambition, ’l'h(iv were extremely chaste and reg-
ular, It was lawful for priests to keep the wives they married hefore they were
crdained.”

Nothing indeed like an ecclesiastical establishment was yet in ex-
istence: for says Du Pin, speaking of these times,

“After all, it must be confessed. that the discipline of the church has been so
extremely different and so often altered. that it is almoest impossible to say any

thing positively concerning it.,"" p. 590. .

So stood the matter at the close of the third century.

But we have still more definite and positive testimony, in the great
conneils of the 4th and Ath ecanturies [.et ne then examine the earlv
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councils. The famous council of Nice which sat in 325, is the first
weneral council that ever assembled; for although they call the con-
sultations of the apostles—Aects 15., a council, yet in the enumeration
of general councils, of which they establish eighteen, that of Nice is
called the first.

At this council there were present 318 bishops. It was called by
the, Roman emperor in order to settle certain discords in what was
then called the church. By the sixth canon of this first council it ap-
pears, according to Du Pin, that the idea of a pope, or supreme head,
had not begun to be entertained. The sixth canon of the council of
Nice is as follows.

*The 6th canon is famous for the several questions it has occasioned. 'The
most natural sense that can be given to it, is this: * We ordain that the ancient
custom shall be observed. which gives power to the bishop of Alexandria, over
all the provinces of Egypl, Libya, and Pantapolis, because the bishop of Rome
has the like jurisdiction over all the suburbicary regions (for this addition must
be supplied out of Rufinus;) we would likewise have the rights and privileges of
the church of Antioch and the other churches preserved; but these vights ought
not to prejudice those of the metropolitans. 1f any one is ordained without the
consent of the metropolitan, the council declaves, that he is no bishop: but if any
one is canonically chosen by the suffrage of almost all the bishops of the province,
and if there are but one or two of a contravry opinion. the suffrage of the far
greater number ought to carry it for the ordination of those particular persons.
This canon being thus explained has no difficulty in it. Tt does not oppose the
primacy of the church of Rome, but neither does it establish it

“In thig sense it is, that it compares the church of Rome to the church of
Alezandria, Ly considering them all as patriarchal churches. It continues also
to the church of Antioch and all the other great churches, whatsoever rights

- they could have; but lest their authority should be prejudicial to the ordinary
metropolitans, who were subject to their jurisdiction, the counecil confirms what
had been ordained in the fourth canon concerning the authority of metropolitans
in the ordination of bishops. 'This explication is easy and natural, and we have
given many proofs of it in our Latin dissertation concerning the ancient disci-
pline of the church.”

“This canon,” says Du Pin, who be it remembered was always anx-
jous to find some authority for the pope’s supremacy, “ DOES NOT ES-
TABLISH THE SUPREMACY OF THE CHURCH or RoME.” Willing as he
was to have this primacy traced to the beginning of christianity,
he is constrained to admit, that even the council of Nice does not es-
tablish it. Nay more—it is in truth against it; for it gives the Bishop
of Alexandria like jurisdiction with the church of Rome; and also pre-
serves to the church of Antioch its metropolitan dominion.

It would be too tedious to go into an exposition of the causes, why
so much power was accumulated in the hands of four or five bishops.
It originated in the divisions of the empire. In Roman jurisdiction,

thara wara fanr awaat nalitinal dinracae (far dincoes waa than a nalit.
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ical term) and to these the church conformed. Hence the patriarchal
sees of Rome, Constantinople, Antioch, and Alexandria. In process
of time, Jerusalem was added, and these all became radiating centres
of ecclesiastical power and patronage. The bishop of each diocese
assumed a sort of primacy, in his own district; and as various inter-
ferences and rivalries in jurisdiction occurred, the council of Nice so
far decided that the same power should be given to them all—that all
primates should be co-ordinate. Hence Du Pin could not find in that
council authority for the supreme primacy of Rome. In the canons
" of the second and third general councils there is no reference to these
matters whatever.

I shall therefore proceed to the great council of Chalcedon, of pre-
eminent authority, the greatest of the first four general councils.

From all the canons of the council relating to government, it is evi-
dent that they had not yet excogitated the idea of a supreme head.
Says Du Pin,

“The 28th canon grants to the church of the city of Constantinople, which is
called New Rome, the same privileges with old Rome, because this city is the sec-
ond city in the world. It also adjudges to it, besides this, jurisdiction over the

dioceses of Pontus, Asia, and Thrace, and over the churches which are out of the
bounds of the emperor, and a right to ordain metropolitans in the provinces of

these dloceses.” . 678.

Thus this council, composed of 340 bishops, and assembling in the
year of our Lord 451, gave the same power to the patriarch of Con-
stantinople as to the patriarch of Rome, and makes the supremacy of
the one equal to the supremacy of the other.

I have examined the proceedings of all the councils of the first six
centuries, of which I find about 170, promulgating in all about 1400
canons. I have read and examined the twenty creeds of the fourth

century with all their emendations down to the close of the gixth;

and I affirm, without the fear of contradiction, that there is not in all

these a single vestige of the existence of a pope or universal head of
the church down to the time_ of Gregory the great, or John the Faster
of Constantinople.

1 shall now proceed to show from the same learned historian when
this idea began to be divulged. And be it emphatically observed that
the title of pope in its peculiar and exclusive sense was first assumed
by the patriarch of Constantinople, and approved by the patriarch of
Rome. Du Pin says in his life of Gregory, chap. 1, “He did often
rigorously oppose the title of universal patriarch, which the patri-
archs of Constantinople assumed to themselves.” Indeed he calls
the title, “ proud, blasphemous, anti-christian, diabolical,” and says,
the bishops of Rome refused to take this titie upon them “Ilest they
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should seem to encroach upon the rights of other bishops.” ' But the
following document or remonstrance against the title shews what a
novelty the idea of an universal head, father, or pope was even at
Rome, A. D, 588:—

“ 8t. Gregory does not only oppose this title in the patrlarch of Conatantino-
ple, but maintains also, that it cannot agree to any other blshop. and that the
bishop of Rome neither ought, nor can assume it. John the younger, pntrhrch
of Oomtantmoplc, had taken upon him this title in a council held in 588, in the
time of pope Pelagius, which obliged this pope to annul the Acts of this coun-
cll. Bt. Gregory wrote of it also to this patriarch; but this made no impression
on him, and Jokn would not abandon this fine title, B. 4, Ep. 36. St. Gregory
addressed himself to the emperor Mauritius, and exhorted -him earnestly to em-
ploy his authority for redressing this abuse, and force him who assumed this
title to quit it. IIe remonstrates to him in his letter, that although Jesus Cbrist
had committed to 8t. Peicr the care of all his churches, yet he was not called
universal apostle. That the title of universal bishop Is against the rules of the:
" gompel, and the appointment of the canons: that there cannot be an universal
bishop but the authority of all the other will be destroyed or diminished; that
i thé Bllhop of Conatantinople were universal bishop, and it should happen that
he ghould fall into heresy, it might be said that the universal church was fallen.
Into destruction. That the council' of Chalcedon had offered this title to Lco,
but neither he nor his successors would accept it, lest by glving something pe-
culiar to one bishop only, they should.take away the rights which belong to all
the bishops. That it belongs to the emperor to reduce by his authority -him who
‘despises the canons, and does injury to the universal church by assuming this
singular name.” RB. 4. Ep. 32.

But at this tlme the patriarchs of Constantinople and Rome were
contending-for ‘the supremacy, and while it appeared to Gregory that
his rival of the east was likely to possess the title, he saw in it, every
thing anti-christian and profane. When a new dynasty, however, as-
cended the throne and offéered the title to a Roman bishop, it lost all
its blasphemy and implety, and we find the successor of Gregory can
wear the title of universal patriarch when tendered him by Phocas,
without the least scrupulosity.

It is then a fact worthy of much consideration in this discussion,
that John bishop of Constantinople first assumed the title of univer-
sal head of the whole christian church, and that the bishop of Rome
did in that case oppose it as anti-scriptural.,and anti-christian.

Concerning the reputation of Saint Gregory I need not be profuse.
Of the Gregories he {s deservedly called the Great. Renowned in his-
tory as one who stamped his own image on the Roman world for a-
period of five hundred years, yet he could not brook the idea of a pope,
especially when about to be bestowed on his rival at Constantinople.

8t. Gregory, be it remembered, says Du Pin, did not only oppose
the title in the case of John the Faster, as proud, heretical, blasphe-
mous, &c., but could not agree to its being assumed by any other bishop;
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he affirmed that the bishops of Ronie ought not, dare not, cannot as-
sume this pompous and arrogant title.

Thus stood matters as respects a supreme head up to within 14
years of the close of the 6th century.—[Time expired.]

Eleven o'clock A. M.
Lisnor PurcbLn rises -

1 thought it likely, my respected and beloved fellow-citizens, that I
should have to-day a difficult task before me. But I perceive that 1
shall have an easy one. I expected from the reputation of my antag-
onist as a debater, that he was going to argue so closely, and to press
me so hard. that he would, to use a common expression, make minced
meat of me, and not leave one bone of me unbroken. I thought that
my creed, so ancient, so venerable, so holy, was to be torn into tat-
ters and scattered to the four winds of heaven—I was mistaken!

The gentleman occupied ten minutes of his time in endeavoring to
bias the judgment of his hearers in favor of the idea, that this contro-
versy otriginated not with himself, but that I was the aggressor, in
doing which he was called to order. I will not trespass more than
two or three minutes on your patience in answering his preliminary
observations.

I am willing to let that matter rest on its own merits. As to the
question of assailant and defender in this controversy, the public have
the data, antd it is for them to judge. My worthy opponent began the
present debate by representing himself as the staunch defender of
Protestantism, endeavoring thereby to enlist the sympathies of Prot-
estants in his favor. And what, 1 would presume to inguire, are his
principles? What are his claims, his pretensions, or his right to ap-
pear before this assembly as the defender eof Protestantism? We are
all aware what sad pranks have been lately played off “before high
Heaven by men styling themselves Protestants, which all classes of
Protestants unite in deprecating, which they all condemin. I Kinow
not whether there be not some Protestants here, who will not admit
his gratuitous advocacy of their principles-—who will not believe that
the principles of Protestantism which he volunteers to defend wiil be
fully or fairly represented by him. For one, I think the Episcopa-
lians, a numerous and respectable class, will mot consent to be repre-
sented by him; for he denies, if I am rightly informed, that there is
properly any ministry in the Protestant church so called—that a di-
vine call should precede the assumption of the sacred office. [Here the
moderators interrupted, by requesting the speaker to confine himself
fo the question.i

Well we are so far even, |a laugh.] 7The gentieman, then, began
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by the assertion that the term Roman Catholic was an incongruity.
But I deny it to be an incongruity. Terms, as we all know, are used
the more clearly to designate the idea or object which they represent.
“ Catholic ” is the name of our church; and we only prefix the word
Roman to signify that she is in communion with the see of Rome.
We acknowledge there a primate of superior, ecclesiastical jurisdic-
tion, and in this communion do we abide.

He says the word Roman is incongruocus; yet his own authority,
Du Pin, says it was synonymous with Catholic. It was so under-
stood formerly. And here T may observe that I deny the authority
of Du Pin to be competent to the settlement of questions to be called
up for decision in the course of the present controversy. Du Pin was
a Pansenist, removed from his place of Regius Professor at the Sor-
bonne for his doctrinal errors, by Louis XIV. to whom Clement XI.
addressed a brief on this occasion, commending his zeal for the truth.
The claim of Rome was undisputed in the early ages, and it was only
when her pre-eminence was contested that the term “ Roman” was
used before the word Catholic. Hence it was no incongruity, but a
clearer designation of the see in whose communion were all the
churches. He has stated an inaccuracy in saying that the word cath-
olic was not found in the bible. Is not the epistle of St. James called
catholic? And will he presume to say the word was not placed there
in the very first age of Christianity?

The gentleman says he will use no words that may convey an op-
probrious meaning. God forbid that I should set him the example.
I shall debate this questjon with earnestness, but not with passion.
As soon as the discussion closes, I can meet the gentleman without a
single unkind or unfriendly feeling.

But in enumerating various doctrines of the Catholic church, I was
shocked to hear him use the language ‘“ some being called the mother
of God.” Great God! didst thou not send into the world thy Son,
Jesus Christ, to save perishing man, and didst thou not select one of
all the daughters of Eve, to be the mother of that child of benediction.
and was not Mary this holy one, to whose care was committed his
infancy, and to whom he was subject? Was she not the chosen one
of heaven, to whom its archangel was sent with the communication—
* Halil, full of Grace,” or as it is in the Protestant version—* thou that
art highly favored—the Lord is with thee,” and do we now hear her
stigmatized in such language, and designated as “some being called
the mother of God?”

The gentleman then contests the doctrine 'of a hierarchy in.t.hu
church; and says what he asserts is proved by the scriptures. I
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would ask—has he read the bible? Has he read the book of Leviti-
cus? Does he not find there the example set of a distinction of orders
in religious affairs? Did not the Lord speak to Moses, saying—
“‘Take Aaron with his sons, their vestments and the oil of unction,’
and he poured it on Aaron’s head—he put also the mitre on his head.
And after he had offered his sons, he vested them with linen tunics
and girded them with girdles,” &c. &c. *And Nadab and Abiu were
consumed with fire for opposing them, and they died before the Lord.”
Did not Moses lead? Did not Aaron assist? Were there not council-
lors appointed by the Lord, to divide the burden of their ministry?
Did not king Josaphat send Zachariah and Nathaniel and Michael,
and with them the Levites, Senneias, &c., to teach the people? Par-
alip. 17. 7. What is this but a distinction of orders and of authority
in the Jewish dispensation?

He says there was no distinction of orders in the early christian
church; and he refuted himself by appealing for a solution of the dif-
ficulty to St. Paul. Were there no orders, no hierarchy? What says
St. Paul in 4th Ephesians? “And he gave some apostles, and some
prophets, and other some evangelists, and other some pastors, and
teachers, for the perfecting of the saints, for the work of the ministry,
for the edifying of the body of Christ; until we all meet unto the
unity of faith, and of the knowledge of the Son of God, unto a perfect
man, unto the measure of the age of the fullness of Christ.” We
must here remark a gradation of authority in the church of God. For
what? For the work of the ministry. There never has existed a so-
cial body without subordination, or distinction of rank. The church
of Christ is a social body. It needs to be subjected to order, even
more than a political body; and as if St. Paul anticipated the objec-
tion, which we have, not without surprise, heard this day urged, he
expressly states the object of the institution of a hierarchy by him,
who ascending on high gave gifts to men, to bhe the perfecting of the
saints—the unity of faith. ‘“Are all,” he asks, (what my friend would
make them) ‘ prophets? Are all pastors?”—He elsewhere asks,
“How can they preach unless they be sent?” By whom? By an ec-
clesiastical superior. So much for the evidence of the Old Testament,
and the New Testament. They both teach a head, a hierarchy and
subordination among the people of God.

This takes me to the examination of the title, assumed by the Cath-
olic church, of mother and mistress of all the churches. He says
Jerusalem was the mother church at first—and then the Samaritan,
and so on, I need not follow him. T will explain what we mean by
the term. We call her mother because she guides, she cherishes us.
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We call her mother, because we feel a filial reverence for her—just
as.an orphan calls her who protects her, educates her, and guides her
wandering feet, by the same tender appellative. There is no blas-
phemy in this comparison. It is the Son of God that established the
authority of that church? 'The name is its designation.

But the word ‘mistress’ is never used in speaking of the church,
in the sense of lordship, or queenship. It is the way in which chil-
dren address their teacher. They frequently use the expression, as
we read in Cordery’s Colloquies, ‘‘ salve magister.” Magistra here is
addressed to her in her capacity of teacher, and such she is, and, as 1
shall prove, by the appointment and the express institution of Jesus
Christ.

He next referred to the Doway catechism to show from the defini-
tion of the Catholic church, that she consisted of four elements, viz.
the pope, bishops, pastors, and laity. .

Now the catechism of this diocese defines the Catholic church to be
the congregation of all the faithful, professing the same faith, receiv-
ing the same sacraments, and united under one visible head, the pope,
or vicar of Jesus Christ, on earth.

It is defined to be the congregation of all the faithful. This is the
definition which most authors give. It is that of the catechism from
which my friend has quoted.

But let us adopt his definition, and I am prepared to show that the
idea of a supreme head has its origin in the bible, and is supported
by the earliest ecclesiastical authority. I must here take notice of the
promise he gave to put his finger on the precise day and date when
the church called the Roman Catholic church, ceased to be the church
of Christ. He has left- us as much in the dark as ever on this most
important of all events. It is a point which has puzzled the world,
and will for ever puzzle it, to fix that date. It will, T am sure, puz-
zle my friend. The whole world has never been able to state at what
particular moment the Catholic church lost her prerogative and the
favor of God—when she ceased to be in the true sense the Catholic
Church. The reason of this is obvious. She has never forfeited her
prerogative. But to the matter before us. It is opposed to scripture
to assert that the church in apostolic days had no.head. What did
Christ say to Peter when he addressed him the mysterious question—
“Lovest thou me more than these?” Peter says he does love him.
Jesus gives him the order, ““ feed my lambs.” A second time he asks
the question, and receives the same reply. The third time he repeats
the same gquestion. Peter, troubled that his Lord should doubt his
affection, replies, “ Oh, Lord, thou knowest all things—thou knowest
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that I love thee,” and Jesus repeated the command—* fegd my lambs ”’
—*“feed my sheep.”

Thus Christ establishes the headship of the church in Peter, and
him he makes his vice-gerent, or common pastor, to feed both lambs
and sheep—both clergy and laity.

Mr. Campbell quarrels with the doctrine of the pope’s headship be-
cause it carries a power and an authority with it: 'and he quotes the
New Testament to prove no such power to have been exercised in the
days of the apostles. I have disproved his argument upon this point
already. Christ d1d institute a body of leaders, a ministry to guide
“his people, ‘“ that henceforth we be no more children tossed to and fro,

"and carried about by every wind of doctrine, by the wickedness of

men, by cunning craftiness, by which they lie in wait to deceive.
But doing the truth in Christ, we may in all things grow up in him
"who is head, even Christ; from whom the whole body being compacted
and fitly joined together, by what every part supplieth, according to
the operation in the measure of every part, maketh increase of the
body, unto the edifying of itself in charity,” Must not the body
have a head, the house a foundation? He objects that we call the
sovereign pontifi—Pope, or father, whereas Christ says, *‘ call not any
man Father.” But is this prohibition of our Savior to be taken liter-
ally? Is there any guilt or impiety in calling a parent “ Father?”
Many of Christ’'s commands are similar.- He commands us to call
no man good: for God only is good. But do we not, in saluting a
friend in common life, say ‘“ Good Sir,” “my good friend?” &c. Is
there any impiety in this? It is the using these terms in that sense
~ in which they are peculiar to the divinity, which Christ forbids. And
the pope when he corresponds with the bishops, does not assume these
proud titles, but addresses them as an elder BrorHER. We do not call
him “Lord God the Paope.”

Mr. C. says, St. Paul did not lord it over the eclergy. Neither
does the pope. He is to govern the church according to the canons.
He can make no articles of faith. He cannot, he does not act arbi-
trarily in proposing articles of belief unknown to Catholic antiquity.
But neither will he suffer innovation. His language is like St. Paul’s,
“Were I or an angel from Heaven to preach to you any other gospel,
than what has been preached, let him be Anathema!” This expressed
the sense the great apostle entertained of his own responsibility, and
the danger of novelty in religion. He would not suffer altar to be
. raised against altar, on the ground of private interpretation of the
~ bible. He would not suffer the wolves of heresy and error to prowl
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around the fold, and tear, and scatler the sheep entrusted to him by
Jesus Christ.

It would be horrid blasphemy to apply to man the title Father, in
the sense in which it is addressed to God. We never call the pope
in any sense God. When the pope writes to the bishops, he begins
by ¢ Dilecti Fratres,” * BELOVED BRETHREN,’—a republican, and if you
please democratic address. The bishops are all brethren under one
common Father. The pope is accused of letting himself be wor-
shipped. This is not so. But when the Pope comes before the altar
he bows down like the humblest of his people. ‘I confess,” says he,
“to Almighty God, to the blessed Virgin Mary, the holy Apostles,
and to all the Saints,” the least of whom he therefore acknowledges
to be greater than himself, *“that I have sinned;” and this is what is
called setting himself up to be a God! See how you have been de-
ceived by the invidious representations you have had of the pope, and
of our doctrine, my friends.

1 agsert again that the authority quoted by my friend, Mr. C., viz.
Du Pin, is no authority. He was the rank enemy of the Roman see,
a Jansenist, reproved and censured by the Catholic church. Mr. C.
knows this, for I have read to him the documents that prove it, and
he was confounded by them. It is neither good faith, nor good logic,
to quote him as an authority against my argument. As for the signa-
tures appended to the Endlish translation, I care not for them; they
may have been wrongfully placed there, or those certificates suborned.
This makes nothing for the authority of the book, and no argument
can be drawn from them. But, my friends, I am sure you discov-
ered his discomfiture when he appealed to Du Pin. There was a
stumbling block in his way, something he could not get over. Did
you not notice how with the rapid speed of a rail-road car dashing
suddenly on an obstruction, ke fled the track, when he found to his as-
tonishment that the testimony adduced by his author, was not unfa-
vorable to the supremacy of St. Peter, and his successors! I will
examine his writings to show that even in the third century, the bish-
ops of Rome claimed this prerogative, and Du Pin tells you that this
was acknowledged. He says there were three principal bishops. This
is a great admission, and I am thankful for it. He says that even
then, bishops came from inferior sees, and iaid their conflicting claims
before the see of Rome; and submitted to the chair of Peter, doubts
in religious matters; and urged it to proclaim a solution of their
difficulties; but he says, they did not believe the pope of Rome in-
fallible. This is granting to the Catholics the whole mooted ques-
tion. The question is clearly settled by this admission. Appeals
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were lodged before the bishop of Rome, though he was not belleved
to be infallible. Neither is he now. No enlightened Catholic holds
the pope’s infallibility to be an article of faith. I do not; and none
of my brethren, that I know of, do. The Catholic believes the pope,
as & man, to be as liable to error, as almost any other man in the uni-
verse. Man is man, and no man is infallible, either in doctrine or
morals. Many of the popes have sinned, and some of them have
been bad men. I presume my worthy antagonist will take his brush
in hand, and roll up his sleeves, and lay it on them hard and heavy;
so will I; and whenever he uses a strong epithet against them, I will
use a stronger. But let us return to the gentleman’s authority, Du
Pin. We come to the council of Nice, which was held A. D. 325, and
where 318 bishops were assembled. This council was convoked by
the first christian emperor Constantine the Great, at the suggestion,
I might have more correctly said the instigation of Sylvester, bishop
of Rome, and of course, with his consent. Osius, bishop of Cordova,
and two legates, Vitus and Vincentius, presided in it, in the name
of the Roman pontiff. The principal doctrine on which the council
was assembled to decide, was the divinity of Jesus Christ denied by
the Arians. From the manner of the convocation of the council, the
circumstance of its having been presided over by the representatives
of the pope, or bishop of Rome, the submission of the entire chris-
tian world to its decrees, and the authentic records of its transaciions
which have reached us, we have the most convincing evidences of the
reverence which was even then entertained for the successor of St.
Peter; and the best practical illustration of the wisdom that estab-
lished his pre-eminence of rank among his brethren, to watch over
the purity of doctrine, the soundness of morals, the uniformity of dis-
cipline, and the maintenance of union among the churches. What
more direct and satisfactory testimony could we require of the suprem-
acy of the see of Rome, than the distinct recognition of its authority
by so venerable an assembly? And what if rival claims were ad-
vanced by other sees? This ambitious spirit is as old as Christian-
ity, as ancient as the origin of the human race. The apostles, them-
selves, strove for the mastery. They contended which of them was
the greater. But this rivalry only served, in the end, to establish
more firmly the precedency of the claim of St. Peter. In answer ‘to
the pretensions of the bishop of Alexandria, the council says to him,
. “As the bishop of Rome has his primacy in Rome, so the bishop of
Alexandria has his primacy in Alexandria.” It says to him, “you
have no cause to complain—if he has his authority, you have yours;
in your respective sees, or churches, you have the chief control; but
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it is his prerogative, as occupying the place of Peter, to watch over
the welfare of all.” ‘ Neither,” says Du Pin, “poEs IT DISPROVE THE
PRIMACY OF ROME.” The council offered a sedative to the pride of the
bishop of Alexandria, or asserted his authority in his own see, but
it does not disprove the primacy of Rome. ‘

What more do, you want than what God has caused to be thus re-
corded here?

The dissension first originated among the patriarchal sees. The
counsel took cognizance of it, and decided according to the rules and
usages of the apostolic and immediately subsequent ages. ‘From this,
whatever follows, it sur'ely does not follow that there was no primacy
in Rome.

He says that the bishop of Constantinople assumed to call himself
the universal bishop, and that the emperor winked at it. What does
this mean? Why that the crafty emperor, and the more subtle bishop
intended to compel Rome to acknowledge Constantinople as her -equal.
This attempt of the emperor and the patriarch illustrates the point
at issue, and clears it in fact of any difficulty. They knew that
Rome was referred to on every occasion; and that her decision was
final. They were jealous of her authority. The manner of this as-
sumption of the bishop of Constantinople, and of the emperor wink-
ing at it, are in fact proofs of the supremacy of Rome. Now, thought
the proud Greek, I will bring this haughty pontiff of Rome crouching
to my feet, I will make him surrender all his authority, and we, the
emperor and myself, will divide the earth between us. It was tlere-
fore that the bishop made this assumption, and that the emperor
winked at it. It was in this unjust and intolerable sense of the term
UNIvERSAL FATHER, that Gregory who deserves all the praise which has
peen given him, and more, objected to its assumption. It was thus
that he reprobated the title of universal father.

If the bishop of Rome now claims to be called the first pastor in
christendom, he pretends to be no lord of the consciences of his breth-
ren, or dictator of the terms of salvation to the servants of God.
He acknowledges with humility his own intrinsic‘noth‘ingness, unless
supported by God, and guided and guarded by him in the administra-
tion of tlis entinently responsible office.

He is a father because he breaks the mystic bread, and dispenses
the spiritual nourishment of sound doctrine to the souls of the people
of God. He is a father because to him we appeal in our doubts, and
to him refer in every emergency, as to the vicar of Christ.

The term Universal Father was likewise worthy of the condemna-
tion of Gregory, in the bad sense in which it was assumed by the pa-
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‘triarch of Constantinople, yiz. that of lord and master of spiritual
power and of the consciences of the brethren, so as not to need or ask
the advice of the bishops. The pope never gives a decree without
taking counsel from his constitutional advisets, availing himself of
the light of present wisdom and past experience. He takes all human
means to weigh the subject well and to.come to a sound and scriptural
conclusion. Discard the pope—sever from the communion of the
church of Rome, and yon lose all clajm, or shadow of claim to a con-
nexion with the apostles. Hear Waddington speaking of the Vaudois—

“1In our journey lLack towards the apostolic times, these separatists conduct
us as far as the lLeginning of the twelfth century; but when we would advance
farther, we are intercepted by a broad reglon of darkness and uncertainty A
spark of hope is indeed suggested by the history of the Vaudois. '"Their origin is

. not ascertained by any authentic record, and being immemorial, it may have bLeen
coeval with the introduction of chrigtianity.

* But.since there is not one direct proof of their existence during that long
space; since they have never been certainly discovered Ly the curiosity of any
writer, nor detected by the inquisitorial eye of any orthodox bishop nor named
by any pope, or council, or any church record, chronicle, or memorial, we mre
not justified in attaching any historical credit to thelr mere unsupported tradi-
tlon. It is sufficient to prove, that they had an earlier existence than the twelfth
century ; but that they had then been perpetuated through eight or nine centu-

" ries, uncommemorated abroad, and without any national monument to attest their
existence, is much more than we can venture, on such evidence, to assert. Here
then the golden chain of our apostolic descent disappears; and though it may
exigt, buried in the darkness of those previous ages, and though some writers

- have seemed to discern a few detached links which they diligently exhibited, there
Is still much wanting to complete the continuity.” [Page 554 of the History
of the Church from the carliest ages, by Rev. Geo. Waddington, A. M. fellow of
Trinity College, Cambridge, and Prebendary of Ferring, in the cathedral church
of Chichester, New York edition, 1835.]

‘Well if Christ established a church on earth, that church must be
catholic. “1 believe in the holy catholic church,” is the language
of the apostles and of councils, of Protestants as well as of Catholics.
The true church must be catholic. What church then is catholic?
The universe answers the question—Italy, France, Spain, Austria, Ire-
land, South America, Canada, five hundred churches lately erected
in England, Calcutta, Ceylon, Oceana, all the islands of the Pacific
and the Atlantic: even in every country where Protestantism is dom-
inant, Denmark, Norway, Sweden, the testimony is given, and the
words “ I believe in the holy catholic church” are used by the mem-
bers of the Roman Catholic church, who alone have a right to use
them. Applied to any other church they are a misnomer. Protestants
cannot employ such language. They are cut up into a thousand dis-
cordant and chaotic seets. As no other church but ours is now cath-
olic, so no other but ours ever has been or will be catholic. “ Chris-
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tian is my name and Catholic my surname,’ said Pacian. With love
and charity to all men the Roman Catholic church subsists throughout
all time, teaches all truth, and gathers into her communion the chil-
dren of every clime. What she lost in one region, she gained in an-
other. The .axe of persecution that lopped off some of her branches,
made the vigorous trunk produce the more luxuriantly.

“ Investigating,” says Iletcher. * in those countries, where either christianity
has once subsisted, or where it subsists at present—the monwmenis which they
exhibit, and Interrogating these (monuments have voiecs, my brethren, that speak
plainly,)—it will be found that they all Joudly attest the greatness and the an-
tiguity of our religion. *“We are Catholics,” the venerable vuins say, “ and the
emblems even, which still adorn us. shew it.” It is so. likewise, not only in
the monuments, which were once. or are yet. sucred to religion, but in a great
variety of other vestiges. The proofs of the anclent splendor of Catholicity are
legible on almost every object, that has seen the tide of ages roll away,—on the
palaces of princes.—on the castles of the great,—on the gates of cities,—on the
asylums of charity,-—on the tombs of the dead. They may be read in the con-
stitutions and laws of kingdoms—in the foundations and rules of universities,—
in the customs and peculiarities of the vulgar. * * #* * «

It is indeed, possible that prejudice may object to those arguments. that ** they
are very general and indistinet,—proving, it is true. that in almost every nation,
and in every age, there has existed a widely diffused religion.—-a Catholic reli-
glon, but not proving that this veligion, its principles and doctrines. were in
every age the same—in every age, the Identical religion, which the Catholic le-
lieves at present.” It is the essence of the true religion to remain unchanged;
and to have descended, and to descend always, down the stream of time, without
corruption or alteration. If, therefore, I undertake distinctly to prove, that the
Catholtc religion of the present period is indeed, the true religion, then should
1 also distinctly prove that it has never undergone any alteration, and that it is
the same, which, revealed originally to mankind. has, during the course of eight-
een centuries, formed always the object of the veneration of the orthodox be-
lever.,” vol. 2, p. 173.

“As it was the design of God, that the true church should be Catholic; so it
was also his design, that the true church should always be distinguished by the
honorable appellation of Catholic:—as it was the will of Jesus Christ, that the
establishment which he formed, should extend through every nation, and subsist
through every age; so also it was his will, that this establishment should be dig-
nified by a2 pame corresponding {o these great characteristics. “ 1 believe,” the
apostles commanded the faithful in every age to say, “ in the holy CaTHOLIC
Church,” “ by this name Carionic,” says St. Austin, “I am retained in the
Cutholic church,” “my name,’ adds St. Pacian, “ig Christian; wmy surname
CATIIOLIC ; and BY THIS SURNAME, I am distinguished from all the sects of
nheresy.”  Sermon on the catholicity of the church, page 195, vol. il. Balt. edit.
1830.

It is certainly, my beloved friends, a very animating circumstance, to view the
immensity and the long duration of our church; to see it stretching out its em-
pire through every climate; consoling by its benefits, and enlightening by its doc-
trines, the remotest corners of the universe: to see it existing through the long
lapse of so many ages, unmoved, while the strongest empires sink to ruin; and
unshaken, while all things fall in decay around it. It is animating to remark it
triumphant over all the powers of darkness, and the exertions of human malice,
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combating often, it s true, with the storms of persecution and the artifices of
berdsy ; yet combating, always, to come off with victory; riding through the
tempest, and exalted by the very means which had been levelled at its depression.
-Ibld. page 198.

From this contemplation, my christlan friends, we may derive the consoling
assurance, that happen or befall what may, though the blllows of persecution
swell and the tide of error rage; every effort to destroy the church shall turn
out fruitless. The church, these scenes assure you, Is an edifice protected by the
hand of the Almighty, a rock fixed on the basls of the divine power amid the
ses of human life. The billows of persecution shall swell, the tide of error
dash against it in vain. They will no more move it, although they may, in-
deed, sweep away many of its unguarded members, than the gentlest spray will
move the firmest mountain that the ocean laves. I should be sorry to see the
misfortune happen, yet could 1 behold the most furlous tempest gathering with-
out one feeling of anxiety for the stabllity of the chureh. As the Psalmist says.
“4t should come to nothing, like the running water,” (Ps. lvii,) It would prove
but the preparation for fresh conquests. 'The security of the church amid storms,
during the long interval of eighteen centuries, is alone sufficient assurance of its
security, amid the fury of future tempest. Ibidem, page 198.

If it can be proved that the Catholic church had not these char:
acteristics, we admit she is not the church of Christ. I shall go to
trial on this point. If she has ever ceased to teach the whole doc-
trine of Christ, to diffuse over all nations, the true christian precepts,
or if she has not had a larger body of professors, than any of the sects,
that separated in every successive age from her communion, then will
[ yield the question. But it will try the ingenuity of the gentleman
to prove any such thing, and still more, to show in that case, what
church was catholic. This difficulty meets him at the very threshold.
[Time expired.]

Thaee o'clock, P. M.
Mnr. CAMPRBELL rises—

My learned and worthy opponent commenced his forenoon speech,
saying that he found before him a more easy task than he had ex-
pected. Were it a question of rhetoric rather than of logic, I confess
I should have more to fear. He has been more accustomed than I, to
the display of that art. I am rather a matter of fact man, and logic
more than rhetoric has occupied my attention.

I apprehend, however, before this discussion is ended he may find
his task not quite so easy as he would seem to anticipate. And to me
the good book has suggested a caution which I hope always to remem-
ber. It is happily couched in these words, “ Let not him that buck-
leth on his armor boast as he that taketh it off.”

But to examine his defense, so far as in it there is reference to my
speech, has he not made in the very first effort an unfortunate admis-
sion? The name Catholic he admits is generic and the name Roman
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specific,—and that the term Roman only indicated the church in which
this catholic communion is to be enjoyed: that the universal church
is found in the particular, the genus in the species. Thus we can
have Greek:catholic, English catholic, American catholic, as well as
Roman catholic. These particular universals are susceptible of in-
definite multiplication. And so the catholicity ‘of Rome is specifically
the same with that of England!!

His second admission is equally unfortunate. He did not:seem to
perceive that he argued for me rather than against me, on the word
father. He said that it could not be understood literally. So said I.
How then must it be used but religiously? Call no man your religious
or ecclesiastic Father. He has then fully conceded all that I ask. It
is then an absolute prohibition of the Roman Catholic notion of a
supreme holy father. To designate any person pope is then a viola-
tion of Christ’s command.

The gentleman has admitted, somewhat reluctantly however, that
the Doway catechism is a standard work, and that the definition of
the church is infallibly correct. My argument hitherto has been to
shew that the supreme head called pope, being of the essential ele-
ments, nay the chief element of the Roman Catholic church, and not
found either in the bible or ecclesiastic history for ages after the chris-
tian era, the church of Rome is a sect in the true import of that
word, and not the mother and mistress of all churches, for she cannot
be older than her head, unless a body can exist without and before its
head, which is impossible. It is not the nature of that head, whether
political or ecclesiastic or both, but the simple fact of its existence
concerning which we enquire. The nature and claims of theé head
may hereafter be the subject of examination. That the Roman sect
is divided into four parties, touching the supremacy—one affirming
that the pope is the fountain of all power political and religious—
another teaching that he has only ecclesiastic supremacy—a third
party affirming that his ecclesiastic dominion is over all councils, per-
sons and things spiritual, and a fourth party limiting his jurisdiction
te a sort of executive presidency-—is a proposition susceptible of
ample proof, and of mueh importance, but we wish it to be very dis-
tinetly stated that the question now before us in the fact that a head,
or universal father, pope or patriarch, is not found in the Roman
empire, east or west, for six hundred years, and consequently that
during that time that church did not exist, whose four essential ele-
ments, are a pope or supreme head, bishops, pastors and laity.

I am the more diffuse on this point because my learned opponent
seems to mistake the question or to confound it with another of a dif-
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ferent category. He seems to be squinting at infallibility, authority,
order in the ministry, rather than looking in the face the simple ques-
tion, was there a pope in any church for the first six centuries? Au-
thority is not infallibility, nor is order, supremacy. I go for authority
in the president of the United States, but who infers thence that I hold
the president to be infallible! I go for order in the christian church,
but what has this to do with the supremacy of the bishop of Rome?
‘Why, I emphatically ask, does the bishop of Cincinnati confound the
question of fact before us with that concerning the Levitical priest-
hood? T have not agitated such a question.

And what have my views of church order and government to do
with the question before us? Why drag these matters into discussion?
Did 1 not distinetly say that I came not here to defend the tenets of
any party of Protestants, but the great principles of Protestantism?
And what have my views of church order to do with the questions at
issue! Of these however the gentleman is wholly misinformed. I am
the advocate of order, of a christian ministry, of bishops and deacons
in the church. Without order no society can exist, and therefore no
reasonable man can object either to order or authority in the church.
But again I ask what is this to the question in debate!

He gave us too a dissertation on the passage, “ lovest thou me more
than these.” This is certainly gratuitous at this time. I am glad
however the gentleman has delivered himself on this text. But this
is not the question now. We are seeking for a head for the church,
a papal head for the church in the first ages, while our friend is ex-
pounding scripture on other themes,

To the authority of Du Pin the gentleman seems to except. But
on what authority does he object? His works are certified by the
doctors of the Sorbonne and by the guardians of the Catholic press.
Will he say that he is not an authentic historian? Du Pin was born
and educated, lived and died and was buried in the Roman Catholic
church. The gentleman proved, two or three months ago, that general
La Fayette was a Roman Catholic because he was baptized in the
church of Rome and buried in consecrated ground. Certainly then
Du Pin was all this and more! {{ matters not whether he was a Jan-
senist or Jesuit. Both orders have been at different times in good and
bad repute. Jansenists have sometimes been proscribed, and Jesuits
have been suppressed. But the question is not, was he a good Cath-
olie, but was he an authentic historian? TFor a good Catholic is one
thing, and a good historian is another. I wish the gentleman to an-
swer. (Bishop Purcell: I answer emphatically, he was not an au-
thentic historian.) )
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Then this gentleman and the bishop of Bardstown are at variance
The latter gentleman, if I mistake not, admitted in a discussion pub-
lished in the Catholic paper of that place, that Du Pin was an authen-
tic historian. I have seen this work repeatedly quoted in discussions
between Romanists and Protestants, and I do not recollect to have
seen any thing advanced against his authenticity. Mr. Hughes of
Philadelphia, but on different grounds than those stated by my oppo-
nent, did indeed object to him as a faithful witness in his controversy
with Mr. Breckenridge. However while I wish it to go the public that
bishop Purcell has objected to Du Pin, as an authentic historian, I will
distinctly state that I rely upon him in this controversy only so far as
lie is sustained by other historians, and therefore 1 will only guote
him in such matters as I know can be sustained from other sources.
Other historians record the same fact, and many of the works which
Du Pin quotes are not only extant but accessible.

The word catholic the gentleman has stated that it is of high an-
tiquity and found at the head of some books of the New Testament.
But how came it into the New Testament? Was it Robert Stephens
of Paris that placed it there in the 16th century as a sort of general
heading to certain epistles, or was it - placed there by the apostles
themselves?

Touching the council of Nice and whether Sylvester had any thing
to do with its convocation, may hereafter be worthy of discussion;
at present this is not before us. The decrce of the council and its
convocation are distinct things.

Of the texts relied on by me to dispose of the pretensions of suprem-
acy, the gentleman has taken special exception to Ep. iv. 11, and
would have different orders of ecclesiastic poiwcers, rather than gifts
for the edification of the church and the fitting of saints for the work
of the ministry, to be contained in that passage. But the text says
gifts and not lordships. Of these gifts vouchsafed by the ascended
Savior the first was apostles. “ He gave first aposties, secondarily
prophets,” and here again ‘“ he gave some apostles and some proph-
ets.” No supremacy is expressed of an individual. 1t is not ranks
of authorities like civil or military functionaries, such as magistrates,
aldermen, constables, &c., but gifts of light and knowledge and grace,
the splendid gifts of the Holy Spirit; gifts of teaching, preaching, ex:
horting, and setting up the tabernacle or church. The apostles had
all authority and all gifts themselves; but they needed assistants and
a distribution of labor, and not an hierarchy, in laying the foundation
and in fitting saints for the work of the christian ministry.
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Having now touched all the relevant points in the Bishop’s opening
gpeech, I hasten to my argument.

On examination of the New Testament, the primitive fathers, the
councils both provincial and general, down to the close of the 6th cen-
tury, we do not find in the whole territory claimed by our opponents
as yet, the idea or name of a supreme head, pope, or vicar of Christ.

My learned antagonist has not produced any such document, and
doubtless he knows if there be any such autliority now extant, and
would produce it.

The strong expressions of Saint Gregory in opposition to the title
shew what a singular novelty it was in Rome during “his pontifi-
cate,” and his bold declaration not only of the arrogance and blas-
phemy of the title, but of its aspect to all the bishops, as annulling
their equality, sufficiently prove that he rightly appreciated its true
meaning and its hostility to the genius of that simplicity and humility
which comported with the servants of Christ. So far then as we have
examined the evidence on hand, the defence of the Bishop, the argu-
ment as now developed stands thus:-—a pope, or universal patriarch,
is the first essential element of the Roman Catholic sect. But there
was no such personage in existence for 600 years after Christ, there-
fore there was no church of Rome, in the sense of the creed, during
the_first six centuries.

We are now prepared to narrate the circumstances which ushered
into being the pope of Rome. Mauritius the emperor of the East died
at the hand of Phocas a centurion of his own army. Mauritius fa-
vored the pretensions of the bishop of Constantinople, and turned a
deaf ear to the importunities of Gregory on the subject of taking from
bishop John the title of universal father, so painful to the pride and
humility of the great Gregory. For the saint had written to the em-
peror on the arrogance of John, metropolitan ot the great diocese of
the east. Mauritius was supplanted and the throne usurped by I’ho-
cas. Gregory rejoiced at his death, and hailed the elevation of his
murderer to the throne. Gregory consccrated hiny, in the church of
St. John the Baptist at Constantinople, and Phocas, as a reward for
his consecration and favorable regards, counferred upon the successor
ot Gregory, Boniface the third, the title of universal patrierch in the
very sense in which it had been repudiated by Gregory. Thus in the
year 606 two years after the death of the saint, the first pope was
placed in the chair of the Galilean fisherman, if indeed Peter had ever
sat in a chair in Rome.

Concerning the consecration of Phocas, Mr. Gibbon thus remarks:
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‘“The sepate and clergy obeyed his summons, and as soon as the patriarch
was assured of his orthodox belief, he consecrated the successful usurper in the
church of St. John the Baptist. On the third day. amidst the acclamations of a
thoughtless people, Phocas made his public entry in a chariot drawn Dby four
white horses: the revolt of the troops was rewarded by a lavish donation, and
the new sovereign. after visiting the palace, heheld from his throne the games
of the hippodrome.” Gibbon's Decline and Fall Rom. Emp. vel. viii. p. 269,

But the infidel has good reason to laugh at the saint, where he re-
cords the exultation of Gregory at the death of Mauritius.

“As a subject and a christian it was the duty of Gregory to acquiesce in the
established government: Lut the joyful applause with which he salutes the for-
tunes of the assassin, has sullied with indelible disgrace the character of the
gaint. The successor of the apostles might have inculcated with decent firmness
the guilt of blood, and the necessity of repentance: he is contenf to celebrate the
deliverance of the people and the fall of the oppressor: to rejoice that the plety
and benignity of Phocas have been raised by Providence to'the imperial {hrone:
to pray that his hands may be strengtihened against all his enemies ; and to ex-
press a wish, perhaps a prophecy. that after a long and triumphant reign, he
may be transferred from a temporal to an cverlasting kingdom.” Id. ib. p. 211.

It looks indeed as if Gregory had permitted the recollection of the
conduct of Mauritius towards his rival to mingle with his exultations
at the elevation of Phocas. When we recollect that Mawuritius, his
wife, four sons and three daughters were immolated at the shrine of
the ambition of Phocas because he feared a rival, we are astonished
that saint Gregory could have called heaven and earth to rejoice tn his
exaltation to the throne of the Cmsars. His words are:

“ Benignitatem vestra pictatis ad imperinfe Tastiginm pervenisse gaudemus.
Latentur ceeli et exultet terra. ¢t de vestris benignis actibus universa reipubdicoe
populus nunc usque vehementer afflictus hilarescat.” &e. Greg, 1. xi. ep. 38, ind. vi.

It is not so honorable to the successors of Boniface the third, that
the title of pope in its supreme import, was conferred by so mean a
wretch as Phocas the usurper and murderer, and rather as a reward for
the temporizing and easy virtue of Grezory the first, Boniface, though
in the catalogue of popes he stands the G6th in descent from Peter, was
in truth the first pope of Rome in the scuse which is placed in the
Catechisms and standards of the prescent church of Rowe.

As yet the power was only ecclesiastic. But power is naturally
cumulative, and especially ecclesiastic. Lot any person be imagined
to wear at his girdle the keys of heaven, and the sword of spiritual
power, let him have kings and princes bowing at his footstool, and
we shall soon see him like Napoleon, stretching out his hand not only
to grasp the gorgeous crown of ecclesiastic but of political power.

But to complete the story of the origin of the papal power we¢ must
add a few words on the assumptions of Saint Zachary, or Stephen the
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Second. Pepin the father of Charlemagne was in the cabinet of Chil-
deric the king of France in those days. His master was a feeble
prince and he was an ambitious minister. He knew the power of the
pope, and before he dared to seize the throne of his master he deemed
it politic to consult the vicar of Christ. He placed himself before him
in this casuistic style. *“ Sir,” said he, “ whether is he that has the
name of prince without the power, or he who has the power without
the name, the rightful sovereign of a nation?” The pope answered
him according to his wish. e was then absolved from all self-crim-
ination, he seized the crown of his master, and rewarded the pope
with some temporal power:-—certain states in Italy which by his son
Charles the great were augmented, till he had the dominion of the
ancient Heruli—the Ostrogoths and the Exarchate of Ravennah su-
peradded to his spiritual jurisdiction. Then did be assume the triple
crown and the two swords, and stood forth in full attire as filling all
the prophetic characters of the supreme head of that politico-eccle-
siastic corporation called the church of Rome.—[Time expired.]

Half past 3 o’clock, P. M. ’[,’L'O:x

BisioP PURCELL—

Fellow-citizens—My friend objects to my explanation of the term
“Roman Catholic.” He observes that it has turned out no explana-
tion at all. His difficulty of apprehension on this particular point, is
to me, however, perfectly intelligible. The very name of our church is
a proof of its unity and universality; and this, as he dislikes it, he
cannot, of course, understand. The word ‘“ catholic” in ancient days
was used, as many other old and new words in Webster's dictionary,
for more purposes than one. Its true and principal sense was easily

' ascertained in its application to the whole catholic church of Christ.

It was also used to designate the authority of certain chief national
churches, to distinguish them from inferior churches in the same dis-
triets, and to mark the superiority of archbishops and patriarchs over
their brethren .in the Episcopacy. The name of ‘ Roman Catholic ™
shewed the bond of union which bound all these various churches in

~ the profession of the faith of the chief see of the entire christian

world. Hence it always brought to the believer’'s mind, in every
clime, the church which was the head,—the great, primitive, senior
church, the church of Rome; and as more people became converted
to the faith, they were called by their different and distinct appella-
tions, as English Roman Catholics—American Roman Catholics—
French Roman Catholics, &c.

As to the prohibition from calling any man “ Father,” &c., 1 said it
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was nol meant literally, and this he scizes as an admission that it is
a prohibition from calling “ Father ™ in an ceclesiastical sense, This
may be true or not, but it does not prohibit us from calling the head
of our church “ father” as one who cherishes, instructs, and otherwise
acts the part of a father towards us; as he who adopts an orphan
child is, in a figurative sense, his father, though not literally married
to his mother. The gentleman cannot therefore understand me as ad-
mitting his argument in my previous explanation. But this is mat-
ter too insignificant to waste more time on it.

Mr. Campbell tells us the church had no head for 600 years. This
is a strange representation! The church was then a headless body.
I never heard of a body without a head, on whieh all the members
aepend for the vital influences. But was there indeed no head to the
church? Was not Jesus Christ the head? and [ say further that his
servant on earth, his humble servant, was the pope. The language
of Christ himself, “ on this rock will T build my church,” refers not
to the divine head of the church in Heaven, but to the representative
of his divine commission on earth. [ affirm that what Christ thought
necessary in the days of the apostles, is necessary now; and the more
remote we are from that day, the more necessary does it become. Je-
sus Christ well knew that there must be scandals and errors; and
he determined his church should not be left headless. We know this
head exists and where it resides; but we are not slaves in the Cath-
olic church. We acknowledge no mere human authority between us
and God. We are as free and untramineled as any people under
heaven. It is not the man, bul the authority, we respect. The man
may err, and if the pope claims a power not belonging to him, we
soon remind him of his mistake. How this lesson has been taught to
a few popes, the history of the church will show.

My friend now contradicts the statement he made to-day. He first
argued that the introduction of patriarchs, archbishops, bishops, dea-
cons, and so on, into the church, was of exotic growth—and, as if he
had forgotten what he had previously denied, he turns round, and telis
us, nearly in the same breath, that he goes for bishops and deacons and
orders. So far then, Mr. Campbell is a good Catholic, and I congrat-
ulate him on this advance towards the truth. [Symptoms of applause
in the audience, were here manifested, but were immediately checked
by the moderators; and bishop PPurcell besought them, once for all,
to abstain from the least demonstration of the kind during the debate.
It was improper in a discussion of this character, and the house being
greatly crowded, much inconvenience would follow, and the debate
could not go on.j
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locutus est ”"—Peter hath spoken by the mouth of Leo. (vid. Reeves,
1st vol. 263.) the fathers of the council directed to St. Leo a synodical
letter, in which they acknowledge him for the interpreter of St. Peter,
for their head and guide.” (vid. Barronius, ibid.) Now here is the
authority of the first general council of Nice, as quoted by Labbe.
Greek bishops say:

COUNCILS.

“ The Roman chiurch has always had the primacy.””  (Tabbe, t. 2. p. 41.)
The second general council and first of Constantinople says:

“ Let the bishop of Constantinople have the first share of honov «ffcr ihe
bishop of Ntome.” (Alexandria was enlitled to the second rank.)

The third general council of Ephesus says:

“ 8t. Peter. the prince and head of the apostles, the foundation of the Catholic
church, received the keys of the kingdom from ounr Lord Jesus Christ, and the
power of loosing and of binding sin was given to him. which to the present time,
as It ever has done, subgists and exercises judgment in his suecessors.”

The fourth general council of Chalcedon, writing to St. Leo, says:

“We therefore entreat you, to honor our judgment hy your decrees: and as we
have adhered to our head in good things, so let your supremacy supply what
becometh (or is wrong) for thy children.”

The council of Florence in which the Greek and Latin bishops were
present, thus speaks:

‘“ We define that the holy apostolic see and the Roman pontiff hold the primacy
over the entire earth, and that he is the suceessor of the Dlessed Peter. the prince
of the apostles, the true vicar of Christ, and the head of the whole church.” &e.
T. 13. p. 515.

The general council of Trent, speaks in the following terms:

“The sovereign pontiffs, in virtue of the supreme power delivered to them
over the entire church, had a right to reserve the judgment of certain more griev-
ous crimes to their own tribunal.”

Melancthon holds the following language, as quoted by Bossuet in
his history of the variations. L. 5, n. 24.

“Our people agree, that the ecclesiastical polity, in which are recognized su.
perior bishops of many churches and the bishops of Rome superior to all bish-
ops, is permitted. Thus there is no contest respecting the supremacy of the
pope and the authority of bishops, and also the pope and the bishops could easily
preserve this authority, for it is necessary for a church to have leaders to main-
tain order, to keep an eye upon those called to the ecclesiastical state, and upon
the doctrine of the priests, and to exercise ecclesiastical judgment, so that it
there were no bishops we would have to make them. The monarehy of the pope
would also serve much to preserve amongst many nations the unity of doctrine:
wherefore we could easily agree as to the supremacy of the pope if we could
agree in every thing else.”
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Leibnitz, as quoted by De Starck, p. 22, speaks as follows:

“As @od is the God of order, and as by divine appointment, the body of the
only, apostolic, Catholic church can be maintained by a single, hierarchical and
universal government, it follows, that there must be a supreme spiritual chief,
who shall be confined within proper hounds. established by the same (divine)
right, and invested with all the power and dictatorial authority necessary for the
preservation of the church.”

FATHERS,

St. Irenxzus of Lyons, the disciple of St. Polycarp, who himself ap-
pears to have been consecrated by St. John the Evangelist, repeatedly
urges this argument against his contemporary heretics. He says:

“We can count up those who were appointed bisbops in the churches by the
aposties and their successors down to us, none of whom taught this doctrine.
But as it would be tedious to enumerate the succession of bishops in the differ-
ent churches, we refer you to the tradition of that greatest, most anclent, and
unlversally known church, founded at Rome by St. Peter and 8t. Tanl, and which
has Leen preserved there through the succession of its bishops. down to the pres-
ent time.”

Tertullian, who also flourished in the same century (year 150), ar-
gues in the same manner and challenges certain heretics in these
terms:

*“Let them produce the origin of their church; let them display the succession
of their bishops, so that the first of them may appear to have been ordained by
an apostolic man, who persevered in their communion.”

St. Athanasius writes to St. Ielix, the Roman Pontiff:

% For this purpose Christ placed you atd your predecessors to guide the ark and
to have the care of all the churches. that you may help us.”

8t. Cyprian, in his 55th Epistle, holds the following language:

“They dare to sail and carry letters to the chair of ’eter and the principal
church, whence sacerdotal unity proceeds.”

St. Augustin, who wrote in the fifth century, mentions the follow-
Ing among other motives of credibility in favor of the Catholic reli-
gion:

*There are many other things which keep me in the hosom of the Catholic
Church. The agreement of different peoples and nations keeps me there. The
wethority established by iniracles, nourished by hope, increased by charity, and
tonfirmed by antiquity, keeps me there. The succession of bishops in the see of
8t. Peter, the apostle (to whom our Lord after his resurrection, committed his
sheep to he fed) down to the present bishop, keeps me there.  Finally the very
name of CATioLic which, among so many heresites, this chureh alone possesses,
weeps me there.”
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St. Jerome in his 4th Kpistle to pope Damascus says:

I, following no leader but Christ, amn in comununion with your holivess, that
is, with the chair of Peter. Whoever gathereth not with you scattereth, that is,
whoever is not of Christ is of anli-Christ.”

This is, in substance, the testimony of the bishops throughout the
world, in every age to the present time.—[Tinie expired.] . i
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Mk, CAMPBELL rises——

On the subject of the emendation of the term Roman Catholic, by
prefixing the word English, &c.,, I am willing that my friend should
have all the advantage to be derived from that explanation. I am
willing that he should appear before the public with that explanation,
if he thinks it can help the matter. On the same principle he may
say the Philadelphia Pittsburg church of Cincinnati. The church,
I argued, had no mortal head for six hundred years. He certainly
could not have understood me as dgnying that Christ was the head
of his church! I admit that Christ is the immortal head of the church
which is his body, and Christ is her only head. Christ’s church re-
quires a living and omnipresent head. She needs not two heads, for
her head is the head of all principality and power. Can the pope be
omnipresent, keeping order in all his dominions?

1 was surprised at the gentleman’s hypothesis, that if I argued that
the church had no visible and human head for six hundred years, I
then asseried that Christ was not the head of his church. I spoke
unot of Christ, but of the great hierarchy on eartlf, who claims to be the
fountain of all power and authority in the church. Could he not un-
derstand me?

The gentleman says, that the Catholics are as free as others. I ask,
have they the same liberty to read the Bible, to think and act for
themselves, as have the Protestants? 1 am sorry that he seemed to
take advantage of my acknowledging myself a friend to bishops and
deacons in the church. In my enumeration of the different orders, in
the present Roman church, I mentioned Arch-bishops and Arch-dea-
cons; but he did not hear me say bishops and deacons. They were on
purpose left out of that enumeration, that I might not fall into the
errors which he has imagined for me.

I dispgse of the gentleman’s extract from the Millennial Harbinger
and of his learned remarks upon them, by informing him that he has
mistaken the writer: I am not the author of the article in guestion.

Stiil { must ask, why this evasion of the question in debate? Why
seek to excite the odium theologicum, on account of some distorted
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Hence, both the origin and the name of the church of Rome.—[Time
expired.]

Half-past 4 o'clock, P. M.
BisHopr PURCELL rises—

My friend Mr. Campbell has fought a noble battle for me. I shall
prove that presently. Gibbon was an infidel, and became so because
his father would not allow him to embrace the Roman Catholic faith.
Ile was a prodigy of mind, and his intellect was so precocious that
even when only sixteen years old, he read, I think it was, Bossuet’s
Universal History, by which he was convinced of the truth of the Cath-
olic religion. His father (sad proof of the restraints on liberty of
conscience, as exemplified in Protestant communities) persecuted him
for this, and sent him to Lausanne, in Switzerland, where, under the
close surveillance of Pavillard a Calvinist minister, he was confined,
debarred the reading of Catholic books, and fed on bread and water,
till at last he yielded his creed for better fare. He thus became an
infidel, and wrote against all religions. But a man who could thus
shrink from duty to that faith which he believed true, because he was
persecuted, was not fit to appreciate the beauty of the religion that
had attracted him,; nor the sublime testimony rendered to its divinity
by its martyrs’ blood. If he could thus prove recreant to the only one
which he loved, no wonder he became opposed to all.

Such are the authorities against which T have to militate.

The gentleman told us that he would put his finger upon the precise
day and date, as recorded in history, when the Roman church sep-
arated from the holy and ancient apostolic church, but he has not kept
his word. I warrant that that pledge will never be redeemed. (Mr.
Campbell here explained that he had fixed it at the 16th July, 1054.)
It then the Catholic church ceased to be the true church in 1054,
where was the church of Christ? Where was the true Catholic
church, from which the RRoman Catholic church separated? '‘ Behold
I am ArLways with you,” says Christ, “and 1 will send you another
Paraclete who will abide with you At pavs” Matth. xxviii. 20,

If the true church was nowhere—if Christ had no witness on earth,
his promises have failed; and Revelation is a solecism. A church,
unless it be conspicuous, unless every enquirer can have access to it,
is of no use as a witness of truth to mankind. If hid, how can it
testify of the true doctrine of Christ to all nations? But mark the
splendid testimony in favor of the purity and watchfulness of the
Roman Catholic church, afforded by history. How did the schism
of the Greek church begin? A layman Photius intruded and declared
himself the head of the church. This single fact is a splendid argu-
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BisHop PurceLr.. How can we ascertain that word and providence
f God?

Mg. CampBELL. By the voice of the people and the written word—
vox populi vox Dei.”

BisHor PuURCELL. Suppose the people are displeased, for instance,
rith a Presbyterian pastor, have they the sole power to remove him?

MRr. CaAMPBELL, Yes.

Bisuaor PURCELL. Suppose the ministry of a Presbyterian church
re displeased with him, and the people of his church are pteased with
im. May he then retain his station against the will of the ministry?

Mg. CampBerL. If the people will have it so, it must be so. “ Vox
opuli, vox Dei!”

Bisgor PUrCELL. There, my brethren, you have heard him! Such
leclarations!

SATURDAY, JaNuARY 14tH., Half past 9 o’clock, A. M.
AR, CAMPBELL rises—

I shall resume the subject where 1 closed yesterday evening, reserv-
ng my remarks on the last speech of my opponent till the conclusion

»f my present argument,
The gentleman read in the various reasons assigned for the bull ot\
Nicholas, against the patriareh of Constantinople and his brethren,
imong others, the statement that the %W@ly
-rue, catholic and apostolic church. It would not be difficult to prove
E(m_f’senig% kK church has a superior
-Iaim to the Roman. It is first in point of time, and ¢ §a r@é(?lar
Jéscent from the apostles. There is one strong argument in her favqr
which never has been met. To her belong the first seven councils.)
They were held in Grecian cities, called by Grecian emperors, and
somposed of Grecian bishops. They were wholly Grecian. The Ro-
man church has no right to claim them. And if the doctrines pro-
slaimed by these councils be true, they are the doctrines of the Gree
shurch subsequently borrowed by the Romans.

As this is an important point, I will expatiate a little more fully upon
it. I have taken the trouble to collect the following facts: at the
first council of Nice there were 318 bishops: of these 315 were Greek
and 3 Roman. This was the. first general council, A. D. 325. At the
first council of Constantinople, (the second general council of the
chureh,) A. D. 381, there were 150 bishops; of these 149 were Greeks,
and only 1 was Roman. At the third council held at Ephesus, A. D,
431, there were but 68 bishops presént. Of these 67 were Greek, and
one was Roman. At the fourth general council, which was the largest
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to himself. He brought the Jews out of Egypt, and erected the tab-
ernacle; this was his peculiar office, which, in its very nature, ez-
pired when once its duties were fulfilled. The commission of Joshua,
in like manner, was also peculiar to himself, and could not possibly de-
scend to a successor. When he led Israel across the Jordan, and di-
vided the land by lot amongst them, his works and office naturally
expired. So when the apostles preached the gospel, revealed the whole
will of Jesus Christ, and erected his church and all its proper officers
and duties, their work was done, and they, like Moses and Joshua, be-
ing officers extraordinary, could have no successors.—|[Time expired.}

Half past 10 o’clock, A. M.
BisHoP PURCELL rises—

Here is, beloved friends, as plain and logical a case for argumenta-
tion, and as fair an opportunity afforded for refutation, as ever the
annals of controversy exhibited. The first argument of my friend
amounts to this, viz: That for reasons he has given, the Greek church
has superior claims upon our attention to the Roman.

I have quoted councils, general and particular laws, usages, appeals,
the authority of Greek and Latin fathers, that is to say, the most au-
thentie testimony of the first ages, to show that with Rome was the
primacy of all the churches. This, at once, upsets all that he has said.

He says the first seven councils were Greek; and -that therefore the
Greek church had the pre-eminence. But, I ask, who convoked those
councils? Who approved them? Who sanctioned their canons, and
gave throughout the entire church the force of law to their decisions?
‘Who guarded them against errors, and set them right?® when they were
going, or had gone astray? It was the pope. I have already said, that
Sylvester, bishop of Rome, aware of the danger that menaced the faith
in the east, convoked the great council of Nice—that the emperor Con-
stantine, the ruler of the east and west, of Rome and of Constantino-
ple, the man, consequently, upon whom as chief magistrate of the Ro-
man empire it devolved, afforded the necessary facilities to the various
bishops to come to the council. Again, who presided as legate of the
pope? Osius of Cordova, in Spain, a western man, assisted, as is and
has been customary, by two inferior ecclesiastics.

The jealous Greeks beheld all this, and surely they would not have
permitted Rome thus to assume the supremacy, if her right to it had
not been universally admitted since the days of her founder, St. Peter.
Is it not the most splendid proof of the correctness of my argument?
The strongest evidence that could be desired of the discomfiture of my
adversary?
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Divisions will ever exist. They are, unfortunately, as natural to de-
praved man, as vice; and but little, if at all less fatal. “ There were
also false prophets among the people,” says St. Peter, 2d Ep. xi. 1, even
as there shall be among you lying teachers, who shall bring in sects of
verdition, and again v. 10 and 12, * They fear not to bring in sects,
blaspheming those things that they know not, promiéing their disciples
liberty, whereas they themselves are the slaves of corruption’” These
are fountains without water, clouds tossed with whirlwinds, or as St.
Jude says, v. 13, “raging waves of the sea, foaming out of their own
confusion, wandering stars to whom the storm of darkness is re-
served for ever.”” Who would trust his safety in a perilous voyage
to an unskilful pilot? Who would risk the horrors of the deep with-
out chart or compass? Has God abandoned his children so far as to
leave them a prey to every innovator, every wolf in sheep’s clothing?
Is there no ark of safety for man, while the waters of error overspread
the earth? Yes, my friends, there is. It is the church. That ark
alone can save the world. “ Whosoever,” says St. John, 2d Ep. 9, 10,
‘“ revolteth and continueth not in the doctrine of Christ, hath not God.
If any man come to you and bring not this doctrine, receive him not
into the house, nor say to him, ‘God speed you.” For he that sayeth
‘God speed you,” communicateth with his wicked works.” This ad-
mission, we understand to be directed against false religipns and false
teachers. It does not forbid charity, which we owe to all men, and
particularly the erring; for whom, we are taught it to be our duty to
pray, that they may happily come to the knowledge of truth.

I confess that, for my part, I cannot practice this doctrine literally,
nor refuse to salute one who differs from me in faith. I retain my
own convictions and eschew his errors. The apostles did differently,
and who will presume to say, they were not more enlightened than we?
When St. John met Cerinthus (who denied the divinity of Christ) in
the baths of Ephesus, he ran out saying that he was afraid the baths
would fall upon him. And when his disciple St. Polycarp met Mar-
cion, in the streets of Rome, he refused to salute him. Do‘you not
know me?” said Marcion. *“I do know you,” replied Polycarp, “to
be the oldest son of the Devil.” 'This shows the dread of religious in
novators entertained by the apostles of Christ and by their disciples,
the dangerous result of heresy.—[Time expired.]

Half-past 11 o’clock, A. M.
MR. CAMPBELL rises—:
I am sorry that I cannot sympathize with the gentleman in his em-
barrassment, occasioned, as he alleges, in being obliged to respond
promptly to objections to his doctrines, which, he says, he cannot an-







































ROMAN CATHOLIC RELIGION. 93

&c., but the evidence that it should be what its name imports? In fact,
it was Catholic before all the New Testament was completed. And the
apostles, aware of the doubts that error would originate on the author-
ity of the church, gave a sure and unerring guide to every sincere be-
liever, teaching him to say, next after the profession of his belief in
God himself—not, I believe in the bible—it is not once mentioned—
not in any sect-—there were none heard of at that time—but “ I believe
in the holy Catholic church.”—[Time expired.]

Three o'clock, P. M.

MR. CAMPBELL rises—

I may have been mistaken in ascribing to the bishop of Rome what
was done by the bishop of Constantinople, in reference to the personal
consecration of the successor of Mauritius; but this does not affect
the justice of my remark, or invalidate my reasoning: and I think my
worthy friend apprehends this, inasmuch as the consecration was ap-
proved and sustained by Gregory. I read those documents at the same
time, and may have confounded them, but we shali hear them again
and see how much is either gained or-lost by the admission.

“As a subject and a christian, it was the duty of Gregory to acquiesce in the
established government, but the joyful applause with which he salutes the for-
tune of the assassin, has sullied with indelible disgrace the character of the
saint. The successor of the apostles might have inculcated with decent firmness
the guilt of blood, and the necessity of repentance: he is content to celebrate the
‘deliverance of the people and the fall of the oppressor; to rejoice that the pilety
and benignity of Phocas have been raised by providence to the imperial throne;
to pray that his hands may be strengthened against all his enemies; and to ex-
press a wish, perhaps a prophecy, that, after a long and triumphant reign, he
may be transferred from a temporal to an everlasting kingdom.”*—@Gibbon Hist.
Dec. and Fall Rom. Emp. vol. viii. p. 211.

Now this, if 1 mistake not, amounts in substance to my affirmation.
Gregory approved the usurpation, and sanctioned the induction into
office of 2 man who had wrested the throne from the legitimate master,
and who was both a murderer and a usurper.

I could wish that my opponent would select some of the great points
of my argument in his replies, and form an issue with me. Were tHis
plece of history blotted out of existence, what loss to the main argu-
ment? These are merely incidental and minor matters—illustrations

*Gregor. 1. xi. epist. 38, Indict. vi. Benignitatem vestre pletatis ad impe
rlale fastigium pervenisse gaudemus, Lstentur celi et exultet terra, et de
vestris benignis actibus universse reipublice populus nunc usque vehementer
affiictus hilarescat, &c. This base flattery, the topie of Protestant invective, is
justly censired by the philosopher Bayle, (Dictionnaire Critique, Gregoire 1.
Not. H. tom. ii. p. 587, 588.) Cardinal Barronius justifies the pope at the ex-
pense of the fallen emperor.
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sion of the others? The greatest emypires have been built on the most
bold assumption?é. But never was there a more baseless monarchy in
the annals of time than that of papal Rome. 1 wish my opponent
would for once assume, or take up some one of these grand points, on
which his church rests, and not waste his time in fighting about shad-
ows or peccadillos.  Let him come at once to the great principles of
the debate, I challenge him to show cause, why he assumes for Peter
a supremacy of office, rather than of age, of talent, or of character;
any one of which is much more feasible and probable than that which
he has begged.—|Time expired.|

Half past 3 o'clock, P. M.

Bismor Pokcrnt rises—

1 was far from charging Mr. C. with a wilful dereliction of the truth,
when he stated, what he now confesses to be untrue, that Gregory
crowned Phocas. The imputed motive was very base, but he now
sees that it was not the pope's. 1 attribute this extraordinary mis-
take, on the part of my frend, to the fact of hig having been tco apt
to believe that every thing written against Catholics must be true, and
to his memory’'s not having been lately refreshed in his early readings.
But it is due to the public that he should apologize for having, through
‘want of care on a matter of so much importance, fallen into so very
serious a mistake in what was calculated so deeply to injure the truth.
He should first have inquired whether all he said was true. 1 repeal,
then, that Gregory did not crown Phocas at all, much less for the ex-
press purpose of eliciting from the gratitude of the sovereign an ac-
knowledgment of his “ papal supreinacy,” for this recognition was as
old as Christianity. Order was restored to Constantinople. He then
sent him words of compliment on his accession. It is contrary to the
rules of sound argument to presume that Gregory approved of the
circumstances which led to the change of dynasty. Napoleon grasped
the Iron crown of Italy, from the altar and put it on his brow, for he
acknowledged no Donor thereof but the sword. So would Phocas, very
probably have done with the crown of C., whatever Gregory might
have thought of the act. Moreover, Phocas did not hurl Mauritius from
the throne. Mauritius abdicated, and the people, not the bishop of C.
P. made Phocas king, in the place of Mauritius, a miser, and a tyrant;
and Gregory rejoiced, not at the disturbances but at the restoration
of order. My friend now treats these matters as light, and incidental.
It was he himself who made them principals, by the manner in which
he introduced them. He was arguing a knotty point, the manner in
which Rome came to “ assume” her high prerogative over the church.
The plain, scriptural truth, that she came to it by divine appointment
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thy brethren,” &c.  All these texts, and wore, did 1 quote, and the gen-
tleman has had my authority before him. I shall now strengthen my
quotation from the fathers, adducing overwhelming facts to prove that
Peter was bishop of Rome and that the bishops of that see have EVER
been regarded in the Catholic church as his sucecessors. Many of my
hearers may suppose that this matter is buried in the night of time—
that history is either silent, or not sufficiently clear upon it. But
when they hear the splendid testimonies I am going to adduce, they
will change their minds on this subject, and confess that, from time
immemorial, in the very earliest ages, the church was precisely the
same, in its faith, its sacraments, its hierarchy, its clergy, &c., &c.,
that the Catholic church is at the present day. (Here Bishop Purcell
held up the map of the succession of popes from the first, Peter him-
self, down to the present pontiff, Gregory XVI.; the names of all the
most eminent men in the church; the date of the establishment of the
gospel in the various countries of the world, the origin and authors of
the various heresies and schisms, their condemnation by general coun-
cils, or synods, &c., &c.) let any other exhibit such an array!

Christ Jesus said to his apostles “go, teach all nations.” They
went! they preached every where, and the world believed! before their
death they ordained others whose names are here faithfully recorded.
Here is the ecclesiastical history of Eusebius, and according to the pun
upon his name (you see by us) you will see by him what a flood of
light irradiates this subject. Eusebius wrote in the 4th century, and
to remove all suspicion 1 bring before you the translation of his his-
tory by a Protestant minister, C. F., Cruse, A. M., Assistant Professor
of the university of Pennsylvania, 2d. edition, revised and corrected
by the author. [The reading was interrupted by the haif hour’s ex-
piring.*]

Four o'clock, P. M.
MRr. CAMPBELL rises—

Is the original Greek of Irenszus extant? [The bishop intimates,
“No."] Of what authority, then, is the version from which he reads?
I have never read in I[renzus nor seen quoted from him a warrant for
the assumption that Peter was ever bishop of Rome! But of this
again-—

After raising such a dust as the gentleman has about Phocas and
Gregory, it has become necessary for me to re-state my argument.

Gregory the great wrote to Mauritius, requesting him to induce John,
bishop of Constantinople, to give up his claim to the title of univer-
sal father. Mauritius would not do it. Gregory the great, is sup-

*The extract referved to will be found in a subsequent apeech.
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him an honor above John the bachelor, and all the bachelors of that
age!!

Once more on this subject—Ilet me ask, who made a more voluntary
surrender of himself to his master-—who more promptly forsook
all that he had, than he—who, when his Lord asked, will ye also leave
me, with more ardor said: “ Lord, to whom shall we go but to thee?
for thou hast the words of eternal life?” Who more courageously,
in the time of peril, drew his sword to defend his Master? who, when
the Savior foretold his own sufferings and indignities, more affection-
ately and devotedly exclaimed, in the warmth of his heart, ““ Lord, it
shall not be so done unto thee!”

It is true that this ardor of disposition, this promptness, this deci-
sion of character, sometimes betray their possessor into errors; yet
who will not say, give me the man of energy and decision, and ardor
of character? John was meek as a dove; he was innocent and amia-
ble as a lamb, and the Lord loved him; but those bold and stern, and
manly virtues he wanted, which gave so much interest to the charac-
ter of Peter; and so admirably fitted him to stand forward and fore-
most, amongst his colleagues and fellow-apostles.—[Time expired.]

Half-past 4 o'clock, P. M.
Bisior PURCELL rises—

Do you love me more than these fish!! My brethren, if the subject
were not too serious, I should call my friend's construction a fish story!

Jesus Christ said to Peter, “ lovest thou me more than these?” plus
his—what, if fish? (Ixovao) plus quam hos. There is an end to all that
argument.

Mg, Campperni. That is the Latin version. Let us have the Greek.

Bisior PurcerLL. The Greek is not more plain, nor will it prove
your interpretation less revolting, less contrary to the obvious and
rmore common interpretation of the text. Sad conclusion this, which
my learned opponent reserved as his main reliance, for the last hour
cf the day! And is it thus that he proves the church of Rome to be
neither catholic, apostolic, nor holy, but an apostasy from the only
true, holy and apostolic church of Christ? He is heartily welcone
to the proselytes this argument may gain to his tottering cause. Let
iearned Protestants now claim their champion’s services in the difficult
task of interpreting the scripture—or let them, as I have prophesied
they would do, repudiate his advocacy.

The change of name from Simon to Peter, shows that Christ chose
him to be, beyond the other apostles, a rock, or more firm, more con-
stant, more immovable than they—and that forever—in the confession
of his divinity, his real presence with his church and all the other
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And why may [ not adduce as another evidence of the apostolic mission of
our pastors, the venerable subsistence of a multitude of other cburches, which,
without having lasted from the age. which saw the apostles live, have still lasted
from the ages that are not long subsequent to it? This is the case with several
churches in Spain, Italy, ¥France, &c. In Spain, the churches of Toledo, Cordova,
&e.; in Ttaly, those of Milan, Naples, &c.: in France, those of Lyons. Tours.
&e., have subsisted from the early ages of christian fervor: from those ages which
are often denominated apostolical, down to ihe present period of degencriey.
Thelr annals, more accurately preserved than the annals of c¢ivil governments,
exhibit to our astonished, but gratified reason, a line of pastors during this whole
jength of ages—unbroken and uninterrupted——uninjured by the violence of per-
secutions, as well as unimpaired by the sunshine of prosperity : a line of pastors
that in canponical succession have till the present day, replaced each other.
These are monuments of stability, compared with which profane history has
nothing similar; Protestantism nothing analogous. 7These two attest the apos-
tolicity of the mission of our pastors: and the apostolicity comsequently of our
‘church. And now once more, let it be recollected. in relation to all these churches,
that their founders, and the successors of their founders, were in communion with
the gsee of Rome :—the former deputed perhaps immediately by it; the latter ex-
ulting always in their union with it as the best proof of the apostolicity of their
own delegation.”

[The above quotation was vead in parts, in two different speeches: but it has
been thought proper to insert it entire, heve.|

1 close here. To-morrow is the sabbath of our God. Let us devote
the remainder of the day to the preparation of our souls for its holy
cduties.

MONDAY, Jaxuvary 16tH, Half-past 9 o'clock. A. M.

MR. CAMPBELL rises—--

It is a trite and true observation, that the material universe is re-
solvable into a very few elementary principles. And not a few of our
wisest philosophers suppose that the time may yet come, in the prog-
ress of chemical science, when material nature will be resolved into
some two, or three rudimentary elements. The sciences, too, mental
and moral, are all resolvable into a few great cardinal principles.

The papal empire itself depends also upon a few points, indeed,
upon one great point, and that relates to the office upon which the whole
superstructure rests. The most fundamental question is not whether
the apostle Peter was invested with the office of pope, or vicar of
Christ; but rather whether there ever was such an office at all. - On
this question we have not proceeded in the most logical manner. [
have been compelled to approach it at different times, and by different
avenues. My opponent has not adverted to the rules of this discus-
sion. I am compelled to lead, and he to follow. He can only lawfully
reply to such matter as 1 introduce. But instead of replying to my
arguments, already offered, he read you some dissertations upon suc-
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[0}

Half-past 10 o’clock, A. M.
BisHOP PURCELL rises—

1t is well, beloved friends, to keep our eyes upon the polar star,
when once we have embarked upon the sea of controversy. The po-
lar star of this question, is the attempted disproof, by my learned
friend, of the Roman Catholic claim, to be the holy, apostolic, catholic
church. He was pledged to show her to be an apostasy from the only
true church., Has he proved this? Is there one intelligent man in
this assembly prepared to answer this question in the affirmative?
1 asked, from what church was she an apostasy? He told us that she
had apostatized in the year 1054, But he has not yet told us what
or where was the one true, holy and apostolic church from which she
seceded. There was a good reason for it. no other catholic church
existed at the epoch indicated, but ours, the Roman Catholic. We were
then taken to the year 250, or some time thereabout. These were in-
definite words; and I ask again what and where was the true church
from which she apostatized in 250? Has he informed you? we were
referred to the Novatians—and a Protestant church historian, Mosheim,
tells us—

| Mr, CampeiserL here called Bishop PUrCELL to order as not speaking
to the point; the moderators decided that he was in order and he pro-
ceeded.] The gentleman cannot confuse me by these interruptions.
My eye is on the star. I say, that Mosheim, a Protestant ecclesias-
tical historian, tells us that the Novatians embraced essential errors.
1 have quoted from that historian, for this sect and all other prominent
sects, to the beginning of the 16th century. They taught some doc-
trines which Catholics, and some, which Protestants hold. They taught
some errors which Catholics and Protestants agree to reject—they
taught disorganizing doctrines, which armed the civil power both Cach-
olic and Protestant against them-—and these doctrines, Catholics and
Protestant mutually abhor. They were not then united, pure, or apos-
tolic. They were not the church of Christ. The question then reverts
upon us—which was the church of Christ, from which the Roman Cath-
olic church separated in the 3d century?

I now come at once to the last speech of the gentleman.—I have
already agreed that this contlroversy is resolvable into two or three
grand principles—and by the discussion of these we may succeed in
ascertaining their ulterior consequences. If true that Christ has es-
tablished a head of the Church on earth, it follows that we must rec-
ognize that head. So far we are right. If Peter was made that head,
we are right. If Peter was to have successors, we are right. If that
succession was to last to the end of time, we are right, for we hold
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Half-past 11, A. M.

Me. CAMPBELL rises—-

[ have some respect, my friends, not only to the audience who hear,
but to those who may read this discussion; and, therefore, I wish my
argument to be as continuous and unbroken as possible. I could, in-
deed, wish that my ingenious and eloquent opponent would reply to my
speeches in regular sequence, and thus give more of system and tenacity
to our debate. Before I trace his zigzag course, I wish to add to my last
speech a few kindred considerations. While it behooves him to prove
that Peter was first bishop of Rome, I am gratuitously in display of my
resources, as the advocate of Protestantism, rather spontaneously prov-
ing a negative, or showing that Peter never was bishop of Rome, Two
considerations may be added to my remarks on this head: 1st. The
special commission, which he had to the Jews as Paul had to the
Gentiles, precludes the idea of his here devoting himself to any por-
tion of the Gentile world. The “ ministry of the circumecision” was
committed to him, and therefore not the Roman capital; but rather the
Syrian capital or Jerusalem should have been the place of his location.
2d. His commission, as apostle, precludes the idea of his being sta-
tioned as bishop at any one place. You cannot place Peter as bishop
of Rome, any more than you can make the president of the United
States mayor of Cincinnati. The duties of these officers are not more
incompatible than the duties of an apostle and a resident bishop. What
are the duties of the bishop’s chair? Are they not to watch over a
particular diocese? What does the apostles’ commission say? *‘Go
ve into all the world, and announce the glad tidings to the whole crea-
tion.” It would be as easy to prove that the bishop of London may
be vicar of Bray, or curate of St. Ives, as that Peter was, or could be,
bishop of Rome. These two considerations deserve the attention of
my friend, and I hope that he will not pass them too in silence.

That every important office, essential to the government of any com-
munity, must have a place clearly specific in the constitution is scarcely
necessary to prove; yet, as my opponent seems to slur over this mat-
ter, I shall read a sentence or two of the Constitution of the United
States, to show that in the estimation of its framers, it was necessary
to have a distinct assertion of the office and power of the president.

Axr. 11, Sgcr. 1. The cxecutive power shall be vested in a President of the
United States of America. He shall hold his office during the term of four years,
and, together with the Vice President, chosen for the same term as follows:

Secr. 2. “Tach state shall appoint, in such manner as the legislaiure thereof
may direct, a number of electors, equal to the whole number of senators and rep-
regentatives to which the state may be entitled in the congress: but no senator

er representative, or person holding any office of trust or profit under the United
States, shall be appointed an elector.” The Amcrican’s Guide, p. 20.
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While my opponent speaks so fluently of early fathers, and of the short
interval of two or three hundred years from Christ, he seems to for-
get how long a hundred years is, and how few know much about the
events that happened a hundred years ago. Even now, in this age of
books and printing, and steam presses, and steam-boats, and railroads.
and general reading, how few of us could accurately, from memory
relate the history of the American Revolution! And yet the gentle-
man talks about the opportunities of a person to ascertain these his-
toric facts, one or two hundred years after they occurred, from tradi-
tion too, in an age when all these facilities which we enjoy were un-
known. Is not this tradition a very loose and uncertain witness?—
| Time expired.]
Tweelve o'clock, M.

Disior Prrern, rises —

Irenzus lived in the second century. He was a disciple of Poly-
carp, who was a disciple of John the evangelist. Irenzus, was bishop
of Liyons in France. The chain of testimony consists of three links,
John the evangelist, Polycarp of Smyrna, Irenzus of Lyons. John
told Polycarp what Jesus did—Polycarp told Irenszus what John had
told him, and Irenzus bears testimony here. This edition was pub-
lished by a Protestant divine, named Nich: Gallaisus. It is dedicated
to Grindal, bishop of London; and as [ do not like to advance any thing
merely on Catholic testimony, I prefer the Protestant to the Catholic
edition of this father's works. Irenmus distinctly says: “ Since it
would be very long to enumerate in this volume the succession of bish-
ops in all churches, by appealing to the tradition of a church the
GREATEST AND MOST ANCIENT AND KNOWN T0 ALL, which was founded and
established at Rome, by the two most glorious apostles, Peter and Paul;
a tradition which she has from the apostles, and the faith which she
announces to men, and which comes down to us through the succession
of bishops, we confound all those who in any way, either through evil
self complacency or vain glory, or blindness and perversity gather oth-
erwise than is meet. For with this church, on account of her more
powerful principality, IT 1S NECESSARY THAT EVERY CHURCH AGREE, that
is the faithful who are on all sides, in which church, the tradition of
the apostles has been preserved by the faithful who are on all sides.”
Iren. lib. 111. chap. 3, (adversus heareses.)

Eusebius, has preserved for us a letter, written by the martyrs who
suffered in Gaul, in the 19th year of Antonius Verus, and who were
charged by the Pagans, as they say in their address to their fellow-
citizens in Phrygia, “ with feasts of Thyéstes, (who ate part of his
own son,) and the incests of (Edipus,"and such crimes as are neither
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indifference. This is, that in the le'tter of Cornelius, bishop of Rome,
to Fabius, bishop of Antioch concerning Novatus, which is given in
full by Eusebius, and is a faithful exhibition of the doctrines of the
whole church at that early period, there is not a single doctrine or
usage mentioned, which is not taught and observed in the Catholic
church in this very city, at this very hour. Is not this an admirable
proof of the apostolicity of our church? The supremacy of the pope
in the supplying of vacant sees, the sacraments of the holy eucharist,
baptism, confirmation, orders, a hierarchy, bishops, priests, deacons,
subdeacons, acolytes, exorcists, readers, porters, or janitors; asylums
for the needy and afflicted—one bishop in a Catholic church; the right
of excommunication, acquiescence of other bishops, personally testi-
fied or by letter, in the judgment of the bishop of Rome, &c., &c., &c.
In the same letter we see heretiecs pictured to the life, the errors and
evil practices of some modern sectarians described and strongly rep-
robated, viz: the forcing of communicants to take an oath never to quit
a church they have joined. This I know to have occurred in Maryland,
and I presume it is not uncommon.

Three o'clock, P. M.
Mgz, CAMPBELL rises—

The last half hour of the gentleman was spent in culling antiquity
to find some collateral evidence in attempting to defend the great point
of the succession of pontiffs; and with what success you have all seen.
* His sensibility on the present occasion is truly gratifying. His con-
duct here shows that he perceives it to be vital, supremely essential
to his system to make Peter bishop of Rome, and to fix the first twenty-
nine links in the apostolic chain. But the barrenness of ancient his-
tory cannot be remedied in the nineteenth century. He brought for-
ward one fragment of antiquity on the subject; and it is the only frag-
ment on which Eusebius himself relies. In truth that fragment, the
Latin version of Irensus, is the only fragment of antiquity now extant,
or extant in the time of Constantine, from which any thing can be
gleaned on this subject. And he never once says that either Payl or
Peter separately or jointly were bishops of the church of Rome!

And here again I cannot suppress my astonishment at the choice of
the Romanists: —Why they did not make Paul rather than Peter bishop
of Rome. In the first place he was a bachelor; and that is now a most
cardinal point: again, he informs us that “ he had the care of all the
churches.” He says, moreover, that he is not behind the chief of the
apostles. This is rather disrespectful of pope Peter! It could be so
easily proved, too, that he was once at Rome (though a prisoner for
two full years.) Now, if he did not plant the church of Rome; he cer-
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tedlousness of banishment; for Lefore he bad been two years in it, he suflfered
himself to be over persuaded by Demophilus bishop of that city, of which he was
hanished, and did not only subscribe the condemnation of St. Athanasius; but he
also consented to an heretical confesslon of faith.”"—Du Pin. Vol. 1. p. 190.

Now, if we take Liberius for the true pope, we must take an Arian
head; for it must be acknowledged that he subscribed the heretical
and Arian creed; and, perhaps, at this time the majority of the Roman
Cathoiic church were Arians; but that is not the present inguiry.

We shall now read an account of the third schism:

DAMASUS, BISHOP OF ROME.

“After the death of pope Liberius, which happened in the year 369, the see
of Rome being vacant for some time, by reason of the caballing of those that pre-
tended to fill it, Damasus at last was chosen by the greater part of the clérgy
and people, and ordained by the bishops. But on the other side, Ursinus, or
rather Ursicinus, who was his competitor for the popedom, got himself ordained
by some other bishops in the church of Sicimus. This contest caused a great
division in the city of Rome, and stirred up so great a sedition there as could
hardly be appeased. The two parties came from words to blows, and many chris-
tians were killed in the churches of Rome upon this quarrel. The governor of
Rome called Practextus, being desiring to allay the heat of this contention, sent
Ursicinug into banishment by the emperor's order: but his banishment did not
perfectly appease the quavrel; for the partizans of Ursicinus assembled still in
the churches of which they were possessed, without ever communicating with
Damasus; and even when the emperor had ordered that their churches should be
taken from them, they still kept up their assemblies without the city, so that it
was necessary at last to drive them quite out of ome. And yet all this did not
hinder Ursicinus from having his secret associates in Italy and at Rome. The
bishop of Puteoli called Florentius, and the bishop of PParma were most zealous
for his interests. 'T'hey were condemned in a council held at Rome in the year
372, and afterwards banished Ly the authority of the emperor. However they
found means to return into their own country, and stirred up new troubles there,
They got pope Damasus to be accused by one 7saac, a Jew. This accusation was
examined in a council of bishops held at Rome, in the year 378, which declared
Damasus innocent of the crime that was lald to his charge. This council wrote
a letter to the emperor (ratiun, praying him to take some order for the peace of
the church of Rome. 'The emperor wrote to them, that Ursicinus was detained
at Cologne, that he had given order to banish Jsaac into a corner of Spain, and
to force the bishops of I’uteoli and Parma. out of their country. This did not
hinder Ursicinus from returning into ltaly in the year 381, where he stirred up
new tumults, and endeavored to pre-engage the emperor: but the bishops of Itely
heing assembled In a council at Aguileia, in the year 381, wrote so smartly fo
him, that he banished Urgicinus forever, and left Damasus in peaceable possession
of the see of Rome, in which he continued until the year 384.” Du Pin. Vol. I.
P 226, 227.—'I'ime expired.]

Half-past 3 o’clock, P. M.
HsHopr Prrerts, rises---

In the 2nd. century lived Tertullian—a priest in Africa. He showed
how clear was the chain of tradition—he says distinctly that Peter was
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tbe truth of faith! 'The episcopacy is one, each separate part being consolidated
in one. ‘The church too is one, with luxuriant fertility extending her branches
throughout, As there are many rays of light, but no more than one sun, many
branches, but only one trunk, held fast in the earth by its temacious root, many
streams gushing from one fountain, but all blended in their source. Sever a ray
from the sun, the unity of light suffers no division; break a branch from the tree,
the broken branch will bud no more, cut off a stream from the souvee, the severed
stream will dry up.  So likewise the churceh, irradiated with the light of the Lord.
diffuses her rays throughout the universe. 'The light, however, which is every
where diffused is one, nor is the unity of the body separated. She spreads her
coplous streams, but there is one head, one origin, one blessed mother with a
numerous progeny. We are her offspring, we are nourished with her milk, we are
animated with her spirit. Tle can no longer have God for his father, who has
not the chureh for his mother. If any one out of the ark of Noe could escape, so
likewise he that is out of the church may escape. The Lord says, I and the Ia-
ther are one: again, it is written of the IFather, and Son, and Holy Ghost: “ and
these three ave one,” and can any one imagine that the unity which proceeds from
divine strength, and which is maintained by divine sacraments can be torn asun-
der in the church, and destroyed by the opposition of discordant hearts? "

1 will now go over the ground, my friend travelled this morning.
He said we allowed that we had two high priests on earth. I protest
against the gentleman’s saying for me what I have not said. One high
Priest we have in heaven, God. He has a vicar on earth, the pope. But
that viear wields no authority but from God.

I have, again, been reprehended for endeavoring to gain friends by
expressing a liking for the English people, the Irish, and the Ameri-
cans. But, my friends, have I done them more than justice! Have [
swerved from the truth? Have I not said that the English had a thou-
sand faults?—{Time expired.}

Four o'clock, P. M.
MR. CAMPBELL rises—

We have had a learned discussion on the unity of the church. We
can sit and patiently hear my opponent while he fills up his time by
reading the views of the saints on unity or any thing else he may deem
edifying. But as this is not the business now before us, we shall be
glad he would choose some other time for it. On this subject we have
no controversy at the present time: and that the church should be one,
and that she is one virtually and in fact, we doubt not.. All that has
been read by my opponent on this subject is wholly a free will offer-
ing, instead of that argument which the occasion demands. »

Was Peter ever bishop of Rome? That indeed was a question: but
is it a standing questions? How often will my opponent recur to it
without proving it? He says, in deed, that Iren®us says that he was:
but I say, not a line can be shown from Irensus nor any other writer
of the tirst two centuries affirming in so many words that Peler was
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forming any part of his function, till such time as he was chosen again by the
clergy.”

“John XVIIl. dying Novr. 7, in the year 1033, Alberi count of Frescati, caused
his son to be seated on St. Peter’s chair. He was nephew to the two last popes
the count’s brothers, and was not above eighteen years of age at the most. He
changed his name of Thophylact into that of Benedict IX.

Peter Darnien, speaks of him as a man that lived very disorderly, and was very
unworthy of that dignity to which he had been advanced by the tyranny of his
father. However, he enjoyed the popedom very quietly for tem years together;
but at last the Romans, weary of his abominable irregularities, outed him, and
put up in his place, the bishop of St. Sabina, who took upon him the name of
Sylvester III. He cnjoyed his dignity but three months; for though Benedict
voluntarily resigned the popedom, yet he returned to Rome, and with the assist-
ance of Frescatl’s party, drove out his competitor, and re-assumed the papal chair.
But being altogether uncapable of governing it, and having nothing more in his
thoughts than the gratifying of his brutal appetite, he made a bargain about the
popedom with John Gracian, archbishop of the church of Rome, and made it over
to him for a sum of money, reserving to himself the revenues due from England
to the holy see. This Gracian took upon him the name of Gregory VI. In the
meantime, king Henry, who had succeeded his father, Conrad, in the year 1039,
being incensed against Benedict, who had sent the imperial crown to the king of
Hungary, after he had defeated that prince, resolved to march into Italy to put
an end to that schism. After he came thither he caused these three popes to be
deposed in several synods as usurpers, simonists, and criminals. Benedict fled
for it; Gregory VI. was apprehended and afterwards banished ; and Sylvester I11.
was sent back to his bishopric of St. Sabina. He caused Suidger, bishop of Ham-
berg, to be elected in their stead, who took upon him the name of Clement 1I.
and was acknowledged as lawful pope by all the world. He crowned Henry em-
peror, and as he was waiting upon him home to Germany, died beyond the Alps,
October 7, in the year 1047, nine months after his election. Immediately upon
this, Benedict IX. returns to Rome, and a third time remounts the papal chair,
which he held for eight months, notwithstanding the emperor had sent from Ger-
many Poppo, bishop of Bresse, who was consecrated pope under the title of Da-
masug’ 11, but’ he did not long enjoy that dignity, for he died of poison, as is
supposed, at Palestrina, three and twenty days after his coronation.”

‘It Is no wonder that these popes have not left us the least monument of thelr
pastoral vigilance, either in councils or by letters, since all their care and aim
was how to gratify their ambition and the rest of their passions, without watch-
ing over the flock of Jesus Christ.” Duw Pin, vol. il. p. 208.

Observe, a single count has the controlling power of some three popes
during this administration; and may be said to have the church under
his special management! Comment on such a narrative is unneces-
sary.—[Time expired.]

Half-past 4 o’clock, P. M.
B1SHOP PURCELL rises—

I should prefer replying to the last part of my friend’s argument
at once, but order requires that I should follow him through all his
points.

We were told the “old Irish gstory ” of St. Patrick sailing ox a miil-
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point is—T tell him he must apply to the Dbishop or clergy of the
churchies of New York for information. Doces it follow from this that
I question the pre-eminent authority of Rome? Does it prove any
thing whatever? It is so far in our favor that it proves e uniformity
uf doctrine—like the unity of that light which proceeds from a com-
mon fountain.

Mr. C. is stricken with the authority of Peter—it haunts him like
a spectre throughout this discussion—it meets him at every turn and
corner of his argument,—well! The Greek word Jlo{uave means rule,
zuide, govern, as well as * feed.” See Homer, passim., °‘loluevl Nawr’’
was the epithet applied usually to Agamemnon., Feed my lambs means
all the flock, with the subordinate pastors spread over the universal
fold. The evangelist takes care to tell us, in the parable of the temple,
that he spoke of the temple of his body. He explained, as St. John
says, more than all the books of the whole world could contain, to his

~disciples, during the forty days from his resurrection to his ascension,
spent, as the scripture assures us, in speaking to them of the kingdom
of God, as he every where called his church. Mr. C. says there is no
priest since Christ. I grant it, in the sense that the high priest holds
the place of Christ, derives his power from Christ. In this sense Christ
employs the priest as his agent, and exercises by him his own priest-
hood, in which God the Father hath (Ps. 109) confirmed him by an
oath for ever. But in the sense that no such priest now exists, I can-
not agree with the gentleman, for St. Paul says, thirty years after
Christ’s ascension, *‘ For cvery high priest taken from among men, is
ordained for men, in the things that appertain to God, that he may
offer up gifts and sacrifices for sin. Who can have compassion on them
that are ignorant and err, because he himself also is compassed with
infirmity, and therefore he ought, as. for the people so also for himself,
to offer for sins; neither doth any man take the honor to himself, but
he that is called by God as Aaron was.” Heb. ch. 5, v. 1, 2, 3, 4. Does
not all this prove a priesthood distinct from the body of christians,
thirty years after Christ, as it exists at present? Does not St. Paul
say, we have an altar of which they cannot partake who serve the tab-
ernacle? Heb. vi. 13, 10. And what was that altar for but for the
sacrifices which the priests were taken from among men to offer?—
[Time expired.}

TUESDAY, Jaxuvary 17tH, Half-past 9 o'clock, A. M.

M, CAMPBELL rises—-

I intend if possible, to sum up this argument on my second DI‘OI"O'
sition this forenoon. 1 could wish that my friend, the bishop would
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congregations with the same laws, authority, and ‘order, there never
have been wanting thousands from that day till now.

Order has its foundation in nature. The highest officers were called
seniors or elders; because of their age; and bishops or overseers, be-
cause of their office. Deacons, not having so much authority and glory,
and not having a salary, like bishops, there never has been among
them any controversy about succession! But had there been any
great honor or reward in that office, we should doubtless have had as
much ado about an unbroken line; and could as easily find one in this
case as in that of the bishops of Rome, or Constantinople. The same
order obtained in the christian church—I mean, substantially, that
obtained in the synagogues of the Jews. The same word wpesBureptor
or presbytery, is found in the New Testament in reference to both the
synagogue and the church. “ Stir up the gift,” office, “ that is in thee,
by the laying on of the hands of the presbytery.” Indeed, the syna-
gogue, much more than the tabernacle or temple, was the archetype
of the order, which the apostles set up. In every case the question
was put to the people, “ Look out, choose out, select from among your-
selves,” &c.

My friend is almost a Protestant on some points. He occasionally
recommends the bible to his flock, and he says that the ordinances of
religion do not receive their virtue from an unholy or holy pope—that
he has his authority to administer from Christ rather than from the
pope. ‘

Indeed, I know not why the spirit of God should be promised through
such a wretched and polluted channel as the popes of Rome, rather
than to operate from heaven in all its holy influences upon those, who
by its appointment, are chosen and ordained by prayer, fasting, and im-
position of hands, as deacons or bishops of the christian congrega-
tions. We lose nothing, then, in abandoning the leaky and sinking
ship of pontifical authority in the Roman Catholic church.—[Time ex-
pired.]

Haif-past 10 o'clock, A. M. ;/\.U%z
B1sHOP PURCELL rises—

My friend has set me theé example of recapitulating. I shall not
fail to do sq in due time. He has talked around one of the invincible
texts of Scripture which I had adduced for Peter’s headship: * Simon,
Simon, behold Satan hath desired to have you, (the plural) that he
may sift you as wheat: but I have prayed for THEE, that THY FAITH
fail not: and thou, being converted, confirm thy brethren.” St. Luke
xxii. 32. And he gratuitously asserts that “ Confirm ”’ here means only
“Comfort.” But will any man say that such an interpretation has
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received. Other churches and times have, likewise, their sins of blood
to answer for~—[Time expired.]

Half-past 11 o’clock, A. M.
MR. CAMPBELL rises—

My friends, if we proceed in this course we never shall dismiss the
propositions we have before us. If we are to sit here and listen to
such a variety of matter wholly irrelevant to the question we shall
never prove any thing, or know what is proved. Must wé have ques-
tions introduced reaching back to the beginning of the discussion and
forward to its close, and touching upon the whole system of theology
in every speech? 1 have said already I will not lose sight of my duty
sc as to respond to every thing in one speech.

1 almost trembled when my opponent arose with so much pomp and
appearance of having found a triumphant proof of his assertions in
some hidden, and by me, unexplored corner of Irenzus. What! said
I to myself, have I not thoroughly examined this matter? Is it pos-
sible that there yet remains one passage unknown to me against my
agsertion, and have I committed myself? But it was even a little less
alarming than his blustering about the consecration of Phocas. Judge
of my surprise and great relief, when I found he was only reading
one of his elegant extracts, which he styles his proof! that indeed,
it was the same old story new vamped and varnished, without any ref-
erence at all, to the present debate. Irenzus sald, “ while Peter and
Paul were founding the congregation at Rome.” I would ask, is there
in this instance, any stripling in knowledge, who understands that
founding a congregation makes a man bishop of that church all his
life? Missionaries go abroad, they plant congregations in particular
places; and they go from country to country, from city to city, to
found other churches: Are they bishops of all the congregations that
they establish? It is essential to a missionary not to be stationary.
But why expose a mafter, already evident to all? 1t is the gentle-
man’s last effort. He has explored all antiquity, and all he can find,
after three or four days’ search, is this single fragment of a saint,
stating on hearsay, that Paul and Peter planted the church at Rome!
So ends the controvery on that point, the main pillar of the Roman
church. There is another little matter (there are too many little mat-
ters) which I wish to dispose of.

The gentleman affects a great accuracy in his knowledge, and great
precision on the part of his authorities. He seems to glory in that
sort of reputation, else I would not select this trifle. How often has
he asserted that Sylvester summoned the council of Nice, and that
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was this: He said that the church had made marriage one of the seven
sacraments—mark it. The church has made it a sacrament; and she
has made other things sacraments: which the great universal Father
of heaven and earth has not so made and designated.

Peter was sent to convert the Gentiles.—He opened the kingdom of
heaven to Cornelius and his family: but this does not interfere with
his being specially the apostle of the Jews.

There were various vacancies in the Roman see of shorter and
longer duration—several of two or three years’ continuance. The
church was often without a head for years at a time.

Was it the intention of the great Author of the christian institution
to hazard such a contingency? Would he have set on foot such an
order of things?—The chair often vacant and often filled with wicked
popes. Now, if the church could get along for years without a pope,
could it not dispense with one altogether? For if faith in the pope
be an essential part of the faith, would Jesus Christ have suffered the
whole administration of the affairs of salvation to be so often and so
long suspended? How many persons were born and died during these
vacancies! How many souls were detained in purgatory; and other-
wise endangered in their spiritual interests by these unavocidable in-
terruptions!—[Time expired.]}

‘Yug/)/

Twelve o’clock, M.
Kisnor PURCELL rises—

The question for to-day is the uniformity of the Catholic faith and
practice; and we are still upon the subject of apostolicity. Mr. C.
cannot go ahead as fast as he anticipated. He has discovered that
Paulicians, Donatists and Novatians have the bar sinister on their coat
of arms, and he takes up with the Vaudois, for whom Reynier and Wad-
dington have said a good word. Well let us hear the latter, as he is a
Protestant. I may not quote, if I can avoid it, Catholic testimony, p.
290. “At the same time we must admit that the direct historical evi-
dence is not sufficient to prove the apostolical descent of the Vaudois.”
There! the chain of evidence breaks off right short; and the Novatians,
Donatists and Paulicians cannot weld it. “ Besides,” says our histo-
rian, “ while they (the Vaudois) obliged their clergy to be poor and
industrious, they compelled them to be illiterate also.” This, at least,
my friend will condemn.

He says, I have slept and dreamed for two nights on the subject of
my testimony, concerning Osius’ presiding, in the name of Sylvester,
at the council at Nice. But have I not already produced Barronius,
and have there not been for the last two days of this debate, other re-
spectable authorities on the table, modestly waiting to be heard? He
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adelphia is blind from his great age. The bishop of Bardstown is also,
pominally, bishop of a foreign see.

Now let me, once for all, say that my friend has several times mis-
taken my views and words, on the subject of appointment to office. I
need not repeat what I have said on that subject. We do nothing with-
out the pope's concurrence and sanction, in spiritual matters.” This
communion is a peculiar trait in our church. We exult in it. It
keeps us together as the sheep of one fold. “He who gathereth not
with me scattereth,” saith the Lord. By this communion with the see
of Peter, we know that the church is orthodox and sound. On this
account we yield all due deference to the pope. On this account we
ask of him the “ canonical investiture,” which signifies that a person
is authorized by him to be made bishop, and inducted into the sacred
office by his authority.

We were told that councils met together and elected popes. There
is nothing extraordinary in this. Why, my dear friends, common sense
teaches this course. Christ’s foreknowledge of all the occurrences that
were to take place in the government of the earth, caused him to organ-
ize society. If not, disorder would ensue. On such a principle as the
gentleman’s, there could be no common bond of union. If Christ's
society in the world and men will not consent to be held together by
social rules, his design is baffled. The church is a society. Hence
St. Paul says, “ Let every soul be subject to the higher powers, for
they who resist, purchase for themselves damnation.” Rom. xiii. 1.
Again, “ Remember your prelates who have spoken to you the word
of God; whose faith follow, considering the end of their conversation.”
And again “obey your prelates, and be subject to them. For they
watch as being to render an account of your souls, that they may do
this with joy and not with grief. For this is not expedient for you.”
Heb. xiii. 17. Without subordination there can be no peace, and con-
sequently no happiness, in any society of men, but particularly in a
religious society. The church is the pillar and the ground of the truth,
1st Tim. iii. 15.—[Time expired.]

Three o'clock, P. M.
MR. CAMPBELL rises—-

Before the third proposition is read, I beg leave to offer both an ex-
planation and an apology.

In reference to the proposition which has just been discussed, I
have lying before me an index of the popes from the time of Peter to-
Innocent II. A. D. 1676. Here are two hundred and forty popes. In
the first fifty, forty-nine were saints. We notice a diminution in sanc-
tity as we descend to our own times; for in the last ninety popes on
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as the Protestant sects. In the 19th century, she is not the same as
in the 18th; nor in the 18th as in the 17th, nor in the 17th as in the
16th, &c.

My friend has made concessions here, which I never expected from
him. He has avowed principles, which, till within a few years, were
unknown in the Roman Catholic church. I look upon this fact as an
evidence, that better days are coming. I could wish that the Roman
Catholic faith, under the mild genius of our institutions, might become
so modified, as to be suited to the character of our republic; especially
to abandon the absurd pretensions of infallibility, which indeed, she
must do, if ever she can become American.

But the Roman church is not united, nor uniform in this notion of
infallibility. There are four theories and four parties on the question,
where shall infallibility be found? The gentleman believes that the
pope is as fallible as himself. This, I conceive, is not the common
belief among Roman Catholics. The Jesuits, if I am rightly informed,
teach that infallibility must, of right, be in the head. Indeed, so I
should reason: for what use would be an infallible body under a falli-
ble head? and would not that be most unnatural? Is not the body sub-
ject to the head, naturally and necessarily? and ought not every body
political and ecclesiastic, like the natural body, to be governed by its
head?—{ Time expired.]

Half-past 3 o'clock, P. M.
Bisiror PrResL rises——

I would prefer, for the satisfaction of the audience, and to do the
subject justice, to enter at once on the proposition of the infallibility
of the Church. I should go over the ground, my learned opponent
has traveled, und if permitted, should make a regular argument on
the subjects to which he has alluded. My good friend is dissatisfied
with himself for having made any concessions in favor of the purity
of the popes, and he has re-examined, and found for the last ninety
years but one saint in the calendar. If there was but one canonized,
does it follow that there was but one worthy? There were many wor-
thy. There have been many great and good men among the popes
who have not been canonized. Rome is very particular whom she
proposes as models for her children's imitation. She is anxious that
there should be no blemish in the splendor of holiness, no faded flower
in her coronal. She must be so well assured by the evidence of facts
and miracles of the eminent virtue with which it has pleased God to
endow the subject whose life is examined with refereace to this holy
distinction, that she has appointed a personage in Rome, called the
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tribunal, which he commands me to hear, as I would hear him; which
he commands me to hear, under the penalty of being reputed a heathen
and a publican. If this tribunal could pronounce falsely, would Christ
have commanded me thus to hear and obey it, as I should hear and
cbey himself? I hope the desired answer will be given to this question.

Again, my friend says all Protestants believe the apostles’ creed.
But suppose a gentleman of the Unitarian denomination should say,
I believe in the apostles’ creed—would a Protestant of another denom-
ination credit it? A Unitarian believes in Jesus Christ, but how does
he believe in him, when he denies his divinity? Here is the vice and
error of the Protestant system. They all say, I believe Christ, I be-
lieve the bible; when they make Christ and the bible teach the most
contrary doctrines; and all think they are going to heaven—all think
they believe the same Savior. Alas! how many souls has not this
error lured from the only path that conducts to eternal life! * There
is a way which seemeth to a man to be right,” says the holy scripture,
“ but the end thereof leads down to hell.” The sects of Protestants
are diametrically opposed to each other. They are at greater an-
tipodes than the two Indies. Two men of different sects will meet: "’
says one, ‘“ Do you believe in Christ?” ‘“Yes.” ‘“But you do not be-
lieve in him as God?” ‘“No.” “ No matter, we are both good believ-
ers.” Again, two others—“Do you believe in Christ?” *“ Yes.”
“ But you do not believe in a hell?” “ No.” “No matter, we are both
sound orthodox christians.” Or agaln, “ Do you believe in Christ?”
“Yes.” ‘ But you don’t believe in baptism "-—and so it goes.

Now Jesus Christ cannot contradict himself: he cannot say things
incompatible with each other, as that two and two make four; and
two and two make five. My friends, I come here not to attack other
sects. I come only to defend the truth. Of all religions, all teach-
ing, as they do, contrary doctrines, one only can be right. If one only
can be true, all others must be untrue. Have you ascertained which
is that true one? And if so, how have you ascertained it? To what-
ever denomipation you may belong, your Protestant neighbor, as en-
lightened, as conscientious and as pious in his own opinions as you
are, thinks you have embraced dangerous error, and Jesus Christ
sounds in your ears the dreadful words, “ He that believeth not —
not what he thinks is right, but what is right—*shall be damned.”
Mark xvi. 16.—[Time expired.]

Four o’'clock, P. M. o
MR. CAMPBELL rises—

I hope we shall better understand each other. The question be-
tween Protestants and Roman Catholics, on the subject of infallibility












212 DEBATE ON THE
R,

The gentleman (I regret to state it) spoke of Protestants as hating
the Roman Catholics, from a supposed ignorance of their creed. For
myself, and for Protestants generally, I disavow the idea, and the
language of hatred towards Romanists, as such. We feel the same
humanity and benevolence towards Roman Catholics, as men, as to
Protestants. We always discriminate between tenets and men, a sys-
tem or theory, and those who hold it. With open arms, I would wel-
come to our shores the oppressed of all- nations, Romanists and Prot-
estants. I would extend to the Roman Catholic every facility to
improve his condition by immigration into this favored land, provided
only I were free from all suspicion, that his faith in the pope and
mother-church, would not induce him or his children to wrest from me
or mine, that freedom and liberty which I would gladly participate
with him. I oppose his religion; because, I sincerely think it enslaves
him, and would enslave me, if it had the power. But, in all this there
is no hatred to Roman Catholics as men. We are devoted to American
institutions; because they are humane. For the sake of Romanists, as
well as Protestants, we desire to see them permanent. We fear the
exclusive, proscriptive, and despotic system of Romanism; but we feel
nothing but benevolence to Roman Catholics.

My worthy opponent has done us great honor in saying, that he
knows many excellent Protestants, whom he esteems highly as good
men. Of course, then, they may be saved out of the Roman Catholic
church. If so, what is the difference between his infallible and our
fallible faith? I cannot find time to reply to any remarks of my oppo-
nent, not made in reference to my arguments.—[Minus 5 minutes.]

Half-past 4 o’clock, P. M.
BisHOP PURCELL rises—

I shall reply to what has been said, and then pursue my own line
of argument. The Catholic church claims to have an infallible rule
of faith and an infallible code of morals. The former would be of
little use without the latter. So intimate is the connection between
sound faith and sound morals, that we hold that if the Cathole code
of morals is vicious, she is not infallible in doctrine. 1If the working
ot her code of morals is proved to lead, or to have led, into vice, she
is not infallible. This never has been proved, nor ever can it be.
But the contrary to this has been proved, and its proof is cumulative.
The darkest ages furnish some of its brightest illustrations. She
does not pretend to be infallible in discipline, in the sense of its im-
mutability. The gentleman confounds discipline with morals, and
this want of clearness of ideas is the source of the entire difficulty.
Discipline, I think, I have explained. It regulates the dress of the
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ing the interpretation of another and should consider all religions, at
least, as good and as safe as his own. This is the infidel principle in
disguise. The Deist takes the book of nature, the Protestant takes
the Bible. The former reads in his book, that the Supreme Being must
be pleased with the diversity of worship rendered him by his creatures,
that no one is to be more accountable for errors which, however dis-
cordant in themselves, when softened and mellowed by being mingled
with the errors of others, ascend to the deity in the grateful harmony
of universal praise. The latter, with this only difference that he con-
tracts the range of the Infidel’s misapprehension of religion, and for
the book of the universe takes the bible, contends for the same erro-
neous principle.

I need not shew its workings to this enlightened audience. They
are ruinous in the extreme.-—{Time expired.]

JHUAN
WEDNESDAY, Janvary 18tH, Half-past 9 o'clock, A. M.
Mr. CAMPBELL rises—

I appear before you this morning, fellow-citizens, in prosecution of
my third proposition: and as this is the fifth day of the discussion,
we must proceed with more despatch. We shall then advance directly
to that part of our proposition which speaks of Roman Catholic unity
and uniformity—only intimating to my hearers, that the bishop’s re-
marks in his last speech upon the infallibility of tradition; and his
efforts to make the succession of the popes to rest upon the same au-
thority with our faith in the bible, will be disposed of under proposi-
tion the 6th.

There are two bonds of union in all societies, general and special,—
the first connects with the whole; the second with a part, one or more
individuals. We explain by examples: 1st. Take the Turkish em-
pire. It is united on the divine authority of the Koran, and the divine
mission of Mahomet. Acquiescence in these is the general bond of
union. But 2nd. There are special bonds, such as unite the respective
orders of Mahometans, as the orders of Ali and Omar. These orders
are distinct: they are united by a special construction of the Koran.
Belief in the Koran is like general attraction: agreement in a particu-
lar view of it is like attraction of cohesion. So among christians.
Roman Catholics are united in one great generic idea which charac-
terizes the whole sect. That s, the belief in a supreme head of the
church on earth—a viecar of Christ: and add to that, the exclusive
power and authority of the bishops. ‘ Bishops are the bond of union
amongst Catholics.” The clergy, indeed, are the general bond of union
amongst Romanists. But there are also special bonds and parties in
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ond commandment; so that it should not stand in the way of paying
reverence to images.—[Time expired.]

Half-past 10 o’clock, A. M. \/VJ“
BisHOP PURCELL rises— 8

If my friend, Mr. CaAMPBELL, has failed to establish against the Cath-
olic church, a single one of those propositions, which have been so con-
spicuously before the public for the last two or three months, and if I
have established two or three of them against his own vague theory,
it is not for want of splendid abilities on his part, or the possession of
them on mine. The reason of his failure, is the inherent weakness of
the cause he advocates, as the true secret of my success, is to be found
in the impenetrable, diamond strength and beauty of the institution,
which, in an evil hour for his past glory as a controversialist, he vol-
unteered to attack. He has this day (and again I thank him) brought
up, for dis~ussion, the most important subject that can occupy or en-
gross the attention of this enlightened audience, viz., the rule of faith.
It fairly published, as 1T have every reason to believe this controversy
will be, it will send forth sound and useful information, through the
whole length and breadth of the land, upon a topic of the most vital
interest; and I will, most joyfully, meet Mr. C. on that question, for I
hail with exultation such an opportunity of dispelling prejudice and
misunderstanding with regard to our real principles. I will give cate-
gorical answers to all the questions he has propounded; and, therefore,
do I take up the subject he has been pleased to touch.

1. He says, the methods of electing the pope are various. But let
that pass; the method is nothing. It is with his authority we are con-
cerned. He has wasted much time in building up a house of sand, to
show how easily he could demolish it, by showing that the pope is not
infallible; whereas, I have repeatedly told him, that the Catholic
church has never taught that the pope’s infallibility was an article of
faith. He spoke of some more or less important but unessential points
of difference of opinion between Dominicans and Jesuits. But he
should have shown, to establish the proposition before this house, that
these orders disagree with regard to articles of faith. Their minor dif-
ferences are nothing, so long as they implicitly believe every article of
faith revealed by almighty God and proposed for their pelief by the
church, which they all hear, and which they regard as the “ pillar and
ground of the truth.” This is the solid and immovable foundation of
their union. The case of the cup given to, or withheld from, the laity,
as I have already told him, is one merely of discipline. It may now be
given, or not, as the pope may see cause. In the time of Gelasius, it
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denominations, after all their efforts at tmuth, come to different and op-
posite conclusions upon essential matters, how can either say, “I am
right,” and ‘“ my neighbor is wrong?"” What, I am asked, is-the course
I would pursue with one who is not yet a christian, but anxious to be
instructed in the evidences of christianity? Why, the course I would
pursue is this: I would address his reason alone, as long as he has no
better guide—convince him that the bible is, at least, authentic his-
tory—and that he can rely upon the truth of the facts recorded in it,
a8 he would on human testimony. I would introduce him to Jesus
Christ, whose character is there portrayed, whose miracles are there
recorded. I would tell him why he came on earth; how he founded a
church to explain whatever was difficult in the bible, after having col-
lected all its books together, what no man could do for himseif; how
he established that .church as the piillar and. ground of the truth, and
said of its pastors, ‘“ He that heareth you, heareth me;” and when 1
had convinced him of the authority of the church, I would not require
of him to abjure reason, but I would consign him to a higher and safer
guide, that church, herself the immaculate bride of Christ.

Now my friend’s allusion to the Jew, brings a story to my mind, and
I cannot answer his gueries better than by relating it. A Protestant
and a Catholic clergyman walking together, met a Jewish Rabbi.
“Well, Solomon,” says the Protestant minister, ‘ here we three are
met, and all of different religions, which of us is right?” “7TI'll tell
thee,” says the I[sraelite, “if the Messiah has not come, I am right;
if he has come, the Catholic is right; but whether he has come or not,
you are wrong.” (A laugh.)—([Time expires.]

Half-past 11 o’clock, A. M.
Mr. CAMPRBELL rises—

I shall respond to such matters as have a bearing on the question, as
soon a8 I have finished my exposition of the immoral tendency of the
Romish rule of faith.

That common cursing or damning, which offends our ears in all the
lanes and streets and highways, is authorized in the following words:

* To curse insensible creatures, such as the wind, the raln, the years, the days,
fire, &c., is no blasphemy, unless the one who curses, expressly connects them in
relation to God, by saying, for instance, cursed be the fire of God, the bread of
God,” &c. Ligor. Prax. Conf, N, 30.

Again: the Roman Catholic rule of faith sanctions a violation of the
third commandment.

“To curse the living is a mortal sin, when it is
formal, that is, (as Cajetan explains 1t,) when he who curses Intends and wishes
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rational discussion; I expect the good feelings of my audience, of
which 1 am already conscious, only by addressing myself to their un-
derstanding, and in the cool argumentative dignity of reason, fact, and
argument. But really, no man, in my knowledge, could sustain the
Romanist cause better than my learned and ingenious respondent; and
if he fails, Roman Catholicism in the West need not look for an abler
defendant.

My friend has admitted the seven methods of electing popes, but
says it is no matter how they are chosen. Americans! How would
you relish such doctrine in respect to your governors, judges, and presi-
dents? If some city or county in thig state should elect a governor
for the whole state, would it make no difference to you? Should your
chief magistrate be elected by a mob, by a party, or by force, or brib-
ery, would you say it matters not—the virtue is in the office, no matter
how the incumbent has come into it?!

The “ Palladium” and * Baptist Banner™ prove as much against
Protestantisn:, and for Catholicism, as they deal in ribaldry and per-
sonal abuse. [If these are arguments on which the bishop relies, they
may be good authority for him; but, for myself, T need no such logic,
and my cause disdains such auxiliaries. ¥e has great use fer Unita-
tians also, and somectimes for Universalists, and even Quakers; but
in his last argument he has mistaken the point. 'These all appeal, in
their controversies, to the bible alone, just as the Jansenists and Jesu-
its, the Dominicans, Bernardites, Bencedictines, Franciseans, &ec., &c.,
while they have disliked and opposed one another, all acknowledge the
pope as supreme head of the churel, the judge of controversios.

1 am glad Hmt‘ he has at last admitted that the Janscaists in all ox
sentials are Catholics, and that they are repudiated only for a ditfer-
ence of opinion. But where now are his objections against Du Pin?
He objected to him that he was a Jansenist, as if a difference in opinion
destroys the credibility of a witness—a principle that forever roots up
all history; for no onc upon this principle is authentic, untess he be a
Roman Catholic: nor then, unless a Jesuit, and this is equivalent to
saying, that no one is authentic unless he bear witness for him.—[Time
expired.]

Twelve o'clock, M.
Disnor 'erer pises
1 shall begin where my friend left off. I am charged with appeal-
ing to the feeling, and not to the reason of my hearers: ‘“my rhetoric
is too luscious:; [ lay it on too thick; it won't stick,” &ec., &c. Well?
if my rhetoric is ioo luscious, that of my friend is too insipid; if .
wine is too thick, bis is too thin. The fallacy it iceuld cover, grins
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from the catechism of the council of Trent “ fizing a price, &c.,” for the
forgiveness of sin. Now in the name of truth, in the name of this com-
munity, I ask him for the proof, for I pronounce it absolutely false.

Mg. C. explained that he did not say it was done by the council of
Trent.

He says that we have exalted the confessional to an equality with
the throne of grace. Well might it be the footstool of that throne, if
its pure principles were carried out. On the throne, or in the confes-
sional, it is the same God that pardons the penitept sinner—[Time ex-
pired.]

Three o'clock, P. M.
Mr. CAMPBELL rises—-

The gentleman challenged me this mornnig upon an important point,
viz., that Protestants cannot make an act of faith—that is, be per-
fectly certain in their belief of the holy scriptures, or of Jesus Christ.
1 accept the challenge. It now only remains for him to appoint the
time when, and the place where, and I will meet him on that point.
But that is not the question for to-day. Let him not think to take me
off, by raising incidental and foreign questions. They may remove
the ennui of the audience for a while; but his time would have been
better spent in answering my allegations on the great question. I
have heard not one answer, as yet, to the question, “ What gives gen-
eral councils their infallibility?” and various other points of great
moment to his cause: to which he had better atterd, than to propose
new debates. I will remind him of another question which he had
better solve. “ How can a thousand fallibles make one infallidle?”” Do
they, by meeting together, become infallible? or, by an ecclesiastic
combination, give out infallibility? This would have been more in-
structive than much of what the gentleman has given us. He observed
at one time that the Jansenists were a Roman Catholic sect. But
again, he says, that they are not Roman Catholics at all! To pre-
gserve the union of the church, their plan is a very easy one. When
persons dissent, cut them off. While Jansenists agree with the ma-
jority of the church, call them good Catholics: when they dissent, as
they do in some very cardinal matters, call them heretics in the
bosom of the church: but not of it. But the gentleman’s explana-
tion of the council of Trent will never satisfy Protestants. The coun-
cil of Trent at one session, had forty-eight bishops, forty-five of whom
were very ordinary men. They decided that the Apocrypha and the
Vulgate were authentic; that the Latin Vulgate is the true and only
authentic copy, more authentic than the Greek original. These mat-
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be plainly proved to be brought in, in such an age after Christ, or that such an
age it was not in. In a word, there is no sufficient certginty but of scripture
only, for any considering man to build upon. 'This, therefore. and this only 1
have reason to believe: This I will profess, according to this I will live, and for
this if there Le oceasion 1 will not only willingly, but even gladly, lose my life,
though I should be sorry that ¢hristians should take it from me.

“ Propose me any thing out of this book, and require whetber 1 believe or no,
and seem it never so incomprehensible to human reason, I will subscribe it with
hand and heart; as knowing no demonstration can be stronger than this, ‘ God
hath said so, therefore it is true.’ In other things, I will take no man’s liberty
of judging from him ; neither shall any man take mine from me. 1 will think noe
man the worse man, nor the worse chiristien, I will love no man the less for dif-
fering in opinion from me. And what measure 1 mete to others, I expect from
them again. I am fully assured that God does not. and therefore men owykt not
to.require any more of any man than this. to believe the scripture to be God's
word, to endeavor to find the true sense of it, and to live according to it.”—[Vime
expired.]

Half-past 3 o'clock, P. M.
BisHOP PURCELL vises—

I am pursuing my opponent, to-day, though various assertions, and
vain endeavors to establish against the Catholic church, the charge of
immorality. 1 said, that the grace of penance was, in our estimation,
8o powerful, that there is no sin which it may not efface by the mercy
of God. This, Mr. C. says, is a proof of our immorality! If it be
immoral to lift a heart-broken penitent from the depths of despair, and
tell him there is hope in God, my friend is right. Catholics believe
that there is no sin which God cannot forgive to sorrowing man. One
drop of the infinitely precious blood which was shed for us on Calvary,
is more than sufficient to cancel the iniquities of a thousand worlds:
“If your sins be as scarlet, saith the Lord, they shall be made as
white as snow.” (Is. i. 18.) “Come to me, all you that labor and
are burdened,” says Christ, “ and I will refresh you.” (Matt. xi. 28.)
“But,” we are told, “ the scripture speaks of an irremissible sin, a sin
against the Holy Ghost.” That sin, my friends, is indeed a deadly
one. That sin is, obstinately resisting the known truth, and final im-
penitence, the almost inevitable consequences of suffering ourselves to
be blinded by religious prejudice. This sin is more common than many
(alas! too many) are willing to-believe:- Tkey are in that -way ot
which the scripture says: It seemeéth to a man right; but the ends
thereof lead to death.” (Prov. xvi."28.) To such Christ solemnly de-
clares that * they shall call upon him, and he will not hear; and they
shall die in their sins.” Such persons as these, find it easier to accuse
our church of a few riots in Rome, or elsewhere, which all the power
of religion could not have prevented; (and the only wonder is that they
did not occur more frequently,) than to study her divine evidences, be-
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ble? And does not the Catholic practice save the sinner’s honor, gently
withdraw him from the downward path to ruin, admonish him of his
ingratitude and restore him to religion and to society a better man,
in all probability to sin no more? “Is there more condescension or
mercy in a Roman priest,” asks my opponent, *than in God?” Why,
the blasphemous question might have been put to Christ by the leper,
when the Savior ordered him “to go show himself to the priest.”
Matth. viii. 4. “Is there more condescension, or mercy, in a Jewish
vriest than in God?”

My friend quotes St. James, “ confess your sins to one another:” but
he takes care to omit the antecedents and the consequents of the text.
“Is any man sick among you. Let him bring in the priests of the
church, and let them pray over him, anointing him with oil in the name
of the Lord, and the prayer of faith shall save the sick man, and if he
be in sins, they shall be forgiven him.” James v. 14. Is not obedience
to the directions of the Holy Ghost, the calling in of the priests -and
availing himself of their ministry, the indispensable condition pre-
scribed by God himself, in the seripture, for the cure of the corporal
maladies, but, much more, of the sins of the sick man? Could my
frlend have been more effectually refuted than he evidently is by a
text of his own selection?—[Time expired.]

Four o'clock, P. M,

MEg. CAMYBELL rises—-

From the beginning I have said, and I repeated it yesterday, that
I would not state any fact which I could not sustain. 1 do not care
how often 1 am put to the test. I have here three catechisms, in
which the second commandment is omitted, and to keep up the number
ten, they have made two out of the 10th. Here are two catechisms,
published by the authority of the Roman Catholic church. The title
of one, from the highest authority since the council of Trent, is as fol-
lows:

“'The most Rev. Dr. James Butler's catechism : revised, enlarged, approved,
and recommended by four Roman (Catholic Archbishops of Ireland, as a general
catechism for the kingdom. Suffer little children to come to me, and forbid them
not, for of such is the kingdom of God. Mark x. 14. ‘T'his is eternal life, that
they might kuow thee, the only true God, and Jesus Christ, whom thou hast sent.
John, xviii. 3. Twelfth edition: carefully corrected and improved, with amend-
wents. Dublin: Printed by Richard Coyne, 4. Capel st. Bookseller and Printer
to the R. C. College of St. Patrick and Maynooth, and puhlisher to the Catholie
Rishops of [reland, 1826."" [Sec page 36,

Q. " Say tbe commandments of God.

Ao 1. I am the Tiord thy God; thou shalt have no strange gods before me,
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annuls, at pleasure, every law and institution of heaven! Have I not,
then, my respected auditors, fully proved the fallibility and immoral
tendency of the doctrine and rule of faith, of the bishop’s church—to
say nothing of that system upon the clergy themselves, who expound
and inculcate it?

One word, before I sit down, on the unanimous consent of the Greek
and Latin fathers. 1 have said before, and I repeat it, if they agree
on any two points, they are, in giving testimony to the scriptures, and
that it is the duty of all to read them. $So far they are all Protestant,
and not Roman Catholic.—[Time expired.]

Half-past 4 o’clock, P. M.
BisHor PURCRLL rises—

The extract from Chillingworth will be viewed by men of intelli-
gence, as one of the strongest arguments advanced in this debate on
the Catholic side of the question. And it may be as well to observe,
that my friend has probably first seen it in the Catholic work, the
Amicable Discussion, from which he has quoted. Chillingworth was
distinguished as a controversialist. He had a public disputation, like
the present, with some Jesuits, by whom he was not only defeated.
but converted to the Catholic faith. But yielding, like Gibbon, to the
solicitation of friends, the importunities, the livings presented to him,
or to which he was presented, by Laud, archbishop of London, he re-
canted, and finally, as it is on good grounds asserted, he died a Jew.
The only apology he could offer for his versatility was, that he found
every one of these religions in the bible—-it was the only resting place
for the soles of his feet—that is to say, he trampled upon it, to subserve
the purposes of base, worldly interest! But 1 have now, thank God,
something more tangible to offer in the way of proof, that nothing
can be conceived more inexcusably unfair, than the arguments em-
ployed against the Catholic religion. I now pledge myself to shew
to every man of honor in this city, that the last allegation read by
the gentleman, purporting to be from the works of Liguori, is not to
be found in the works of that writer. It is all a base fabrication, I
will not say of Mr. C.; but of sumebody. 1 will meet this charge
with a complete and an overwhelming refutation. We have now
come to an important crisis in this debate. My worthy opponent re-
duced to the desperation of defeat, like a drowning man, is induced
to grasp at anything and to resort to abuse. But this will not sustain
him. He cannot now quote from Du Pin, or send his readers back to
the dark ages, and draw a grossly exaggerated picture of the personal
frailties of a2 few popes and then ask if there can be a drop of apostolic
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anthority, cannot be in the bosom of the chwreh,” swid Fabinpus Martyr (cited
by Taylor.)
Translation of the above cxtracts from the Latin fathers.

(1) If a layman sin, he cannot himself take away his gin. but has need of a
priest, that he may obtain the remigsion of his sins,

(2) For if we do this, and reveal ourselves not ounly to God, but o thoxe whe
can heal our wounds and sins, our sinsg will be biotted out by him. who says:
“ Behold, I will take away your iniquities as a cloud, and your sins as darkne

(3) I beseech you, brethren, let each one confess his sins, while he who has
sinned is yet in life, while his confession may bhe admitted, while the satisfaction
and remission made by the priests is ratified with God,

(4) It behooveth each subject to conceal no passion of his soul, but to reveal
the hidden things of his heart to those entrusted with the care of the infirm.

(5) The eauses are to be weighed, and when the power of lousing and binding
Is to be exercised, we must see what cause preceded, and what penance has ol
lowed the fault, fhat the sentence of the pasfor may ahsolve (hose whom the
Omnipotent God, by the grace of compunction, enlivens: for then the absolution
of the minister is correct when lhe follows the decree of the eternal Judge.

[For English divines, see close of last speech of Saturday, Januarvy 21.]

THURSDAY, JaNuary 19111, Half-past 9, 4. M.

The 3d Proposition being read—

‘* She is the Babylon of John, the Man of Sin of Paul, and the Fmpive of the
Youngest [Torn of Daniel’s Sea Monster,”

Mr. CarxpBeELL vose and said:

I could have wished, my fellow citizens, that this proposition had
been nearer the close of this discussion. But as my nine propositions
were first arranged as themes for lectures, rather than as propositions
for debate; I could not materially alter either the verbiage or order,
after I had been invited to discuss them with my present opponent.
Without further ceremony, 1 proceed to sustain the proposition.

I am not insensible of the difficulties and objections we have to en-
counter, when we presume to prove any thing from the figurative and
symbolic language of prophecy. The difficulties are not, however, so
great as at first view may appear. Symbols are exempt from some of
the objections lying against literal descriptions—They need no transla-
tion. Sun, micon, and stars speak the same sublime language to every
eye, and suggest the same devout and lofty emotions to every heart.
A lion, a leopard, a bear,—an earthquake, a tempest, a swelling sea, arc
types of the same ideas, and call forth the same thrilling sensations in
every spectator. Hence the wisdom in selecting appropriate symbols
of the persons and scenes which fill up the great drama of human exist-
ence, and diversify the prophetic chart, which the revealing Spirit holds
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here to recruit its shattered interests, and seek to found a great Amer-
ican Roman Catholic hierarchy, is a question of grave import, which
it is not my province to examine.

Such, however, are its origin, its history, and its doom in the Old
world, as sketched by the finger of God. And the history of Europe,
for twelve hundred and thirty years, proves, beyond a reasonable doubt,
that Daniel, Paul, and John spake as they were moved by the Holy
Spirit.

I cannot sit down without an apology for the rudeness of this great
outline. It would require hours to fill up the map which I have laid
before you. I have endeavored only to establish the grand landmarks,
and point out the bearings of prophecy upon this institution. In hopes
that my learned opponent will give me an opportunity to fortify the
weak points, and to illustrate the obscure, I give place; having, as I
judge, redeemed the pledge which I tendered in my fourth proposition:
for in the history of all time, no person will ever find -any one subject in
which so many-—nay, all the grand characteristics of this prophetic
tyranny, so clearly, literally, and harmoniously meet as in Papal Rome,
On this point I challenge special investigation.—|Time expired, plus 9
minutes.]

Half-past 10 o’'clock, A. M.
BisHOP PURCELL rises—

Before I take review of my friend’s last speech, I wish to complete
my previous one. 1 was speaking on the subject of auricular and
private confession, when I was last up, and endeavoring to prove that
it was a practice not contrary to scripture, nor immoral. I have, in
proof of this position, quoted authorities from scripture, from the an-
cient records of the Catholic church, and from the divines and practice
of the English church. I now add to them, a quotation from the disci-
pline of the Methodist church, edition of 1835, New-York.' And, to show
that every argument addressed to you by my friend, falls with as great
force, nay greater, on Protestants, 1 will read the following extract,
(p. 84.) You will observe, my friends, that I do not arraign the Meth-
cdists, as immotral, or quote their discipline from insidious motives;
but, to show that our practice is imitated in'a way, by which it is not
improved, but liable to great abuse; and that every thing that is said
against us, may be said against others.

Sectlon I11.—OfF the Band Societies. Y Two, three or four true believers, who
have confided in each other, form a band.-—Only it is to be observed, that in one
of these bands, all must be men, or all women ; and all married or all unmarried.”
p. 83, “ Rules of the Band Societies.”” ‘ The design of our meeting is to obey
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meet with little support from the enlightened characters, who now preside in
the established church. If it once formed a pillar of the reformation, I conceive
it could only be a temporary support, which may now be removed without dan-
ger to the fabric. To the pious fraud, from its utility, the first reformers might
easily reconcile their consciences; at the present day it may be rejected by their
successors with some credit: it cannot be retained without disgrace.

Half-past 11 o’clock, A. M.
Mr. CAMPBELL rises—

The bishop has not given one but many and various proofs of the
truth of an adage of some currency and authority. Napoleon in his
flight from Moscow, musing on recent disasters, often uttered this ex-
pression: ‘“ There is but one short step from the sublime to the ridicu-
lous.” I never before witnessed so illustrious a proof of the invinci-
ble force of the argument from prophecy. I looked at the gentleman
writhing under the accumulating evidence, amounting almost to dem-
onstration, that I had asserted no defamation in my fourth propo-
sition. Instead of meeting the subject with scripture and argument,
like the scuttle fish, he darkens the waters that he may escape the
eye and the hand of his pursuer. His effort at mystification is as
ridiculous as it is imbecile. He invokes the assistance of some old
lady to create a laugh; but the audience has got tired laughing at his
manceuvres. The subject is too grave, and the audience too deeply
penetrated with the awful truth which they had just heard to be
amused by such levity. Failing so manifestly, in the attempt to dispar-
age all use of the prophecies, he undertakes to explain. He is driven
into Asia to the Koran, and to Mecca for the man of sin! How have
the weapons of war perished! Facts are not found in the history of
Mahomet or Mahometanism, to explain these prophecies: and conscious
of this, his own courage tails, and a second time he resorts to ridicule.
As Voltaire, Volney, and other wits, have fruitlessly attempted to laugh
christianity out of countenance, he endeavors to place the whole mat-
ter before you as idle and absurd. Could my rhetorical and ingenious
opponent afford more unequivocal manifestations of confuston and dis-
may, than you have now witnessed? But, my friends, we are not to be
laughed out of our argument, that stands before us like the rock of
Gibraltar. The waves that strike it, but foam out their imbecility, and
are broken to pieces. He may, indeed, torture his ingenuity to escape
from an argument, which he dare not, which he cannot meet; but he
will torture it in vain.

The effort of my opponent has been as much to disparage prophecy
itself, as any mode of interpreting it. According to him, prophecy
is no gift: On our principles, it is at least as useful and Interesting
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were not parts of his system; and he may have the full discussion of
them again.

On the subject of confession, one word as to the quotations from
Episcopalians and Methodists. Would the gentleman wish you to un-
derstand, that auricular confession is an ordinance of those religious
communities, as taught and practised in his church? If he does not,
where is the relevancy of these quotations? If he does, where is the
truth and candor? ‘ Confess your faults to one another,” will justify
any two or more persons mutually to confess to each other, and to pray
for one another; but will he affirm, that Methodists and Episcopalians
say to one another, “1 absolve thee,” at their mutual confessions?!
Why, then, I ask, seek to make HEpiscopalians and Methodists bear a
part of the shame 'of thete unscriptural and sinful practices? They
disavow them: they would say to the bishop, confess your faults to
us, and we will confess to you; but on no other condition. We may
pray for you; we cannot forgive you. You may pray for us; but you
cannot forgive us. 1 must, on this point, read you another extract
from Smith’'s Synopsis of the works of Ligori, that you may see what
justice my opponent renders to Episcopalians and Methodists, in his
alliancing them with himself on the subject of confession:

‘“The saint continues thus: St. P’hilip Nerius used to tell his penitents, that
they who desire to progress in the way of God should submit themselves to a
lcarned confessor, whom they should obey as God. {Is this Methodism?] He
who thus acts will be seccure from having to render an account of any of his ac-
tions. A confessor must Le believed, because God will not suffer him to err.
Nothing is safer than to follow the will of one’s director, and nothing is more
dangerous than to be directéd by one's own judgment. |[Is this Episcopalian-
ism?) ‘If’ continues Ligori, quoting from Glossa, a commandment be doubt-
ful, ha who acts in obedience to his confessor is excused from sin, although in
truth, what he does is sinful.” [Is this Methodism?] Quoting from St. Diony-
sius, he has the following: ‘ If there be a doubt whether what one is about to do
is against the commandment of God, we must obey the commandment of our
prelate,” (bishop, priest or confessor,) ‘because, although what we do be against
God, nevertheless, on account of the virtue of obedience, we belng subject to our
prelates do not sin.” [Is this Episcopalianism ?]—-Id. ib.

‘“Let the confessor,” continues the saint, * strenuously insist upon the peni-
tent’s obeying him, and if he refuses to obey, let him be sharply rebuked, be
deprived of communioh, and let his obduracy be blunted as much as possible.”-—
1d. ib. N, 16. [Time expired.]

Twelve o’clock, M.
BisHOP PURCELL rises—
It was not heaven’s holy oracles, but man’s presumptuous freedom
with the word of God, that I ridiculed. It was my friend who ex-
posed the holy record to contempt; and afforded to infidels occasion
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now say of his monster theory? These animals are taken to have been
figures of the four Evangelists,—or of all the Apostles.

My second remark is, that whoever has read Hume's or Lingard's
history of England, knows that the Ana-baptists when driven by armed
soldiers out of the Parliament House, found in the famous Oliver Crom-
well, a perfect fac-simile of the Anti-Christ.—]Time expired.]

Three o'clock, P. M.
Mg, CAMPBELL vises—

There was one remark made by my opponent, in his last speech,
and only one that had some appropriate reference to my remarks on
symbols. Upon this remark, I will make cone affirmation. Whatever
else he has been pleased to say, may pass for what it is worth, tax free.

The gentleman asserts, that beasts of prey are not always sym-
bolical of tyrants. Had I asserted that proposition, it would have
been in point to have made such a remark: but unfortunately for him,
that was not my proposition. It was, that when God depicts a tyranny,
he selects some monster, or some savage wild beast to symbolize it.
But is that identical with—* beasts of prey in symbolic language only
represent tyrants?” Or follows it from my proposition, that a lion or
an eagle must always and uniformly represent a tyrant?™—I went far-
ther and said, that some savage wild beast—some monster was God's
image of a secular or ecclesiastic despotism. This was my explanation.

It is true that a ‘““lion,” as well as a “lamb,” is applied to the Sa-
vior. He is the “ Lion of the tribe of Judah:” but Daniel's lion had
wings, and came from the sea. It was a monster,

The Romish spirit, in other words, the savage spirit of pagan and
papal Rome, has been imparted even to Protestant states. In so much
that HEngland has for her symbol, or national device, a tawny lion;
and her sons have chosen their own eagle, a ravenous bird of prey,
{for their device, that they may pounce upon their mother’'s lion and
show themselves as full of war and stratagem and spoils, as the bar-
barous and uncivilized nations of the old pagan world.—Although 1
prefer the American Eagle to the British Lion, I would rather fight
the battles of my king, under the device of a milk white dove, on an
azure flag, as more consonant to the genius of the Reign of heaven.
War, however, is wholly barbarous. Nations at war, are at best but
partly civilized, and, therefore, they generally choose beasts of prey
for their insignia. When we become more rational, more civilized, and
more christian, we will find some other way of settling our national
disputes, than with the sword, and with the confused noise of the waxr-
rior, and garments baptized in blood.

11
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The words of every book are numbered: and the volume illuminated, but not
after the European manner, the initial letters having no ornament. Though
somewhat injured by time or negleet, the ink being in certain places obliterated,
still the letters can, in general, be distinctly traced from the impress of the pen,
or from the partial corrosion of the ink. The Syrian church assigns a high
date to this manuscript, which in the opinion of Mr. Yeates, who has published
a collation of the Petateuch, was writlen about the seventh century. In looking
over this manuscript, Dr. Buchanan found the very first emendation of the He-
orew text proposed by Dr. Kennicott which doubtless is the true reading. Id.
ib. p. 189.

Now, if we of the west of Europe, did receive the bible first from
our Roman Catholic ancestors, T ask, would that make us dependent
on their traditions alone for that book; any more than A. B, who
lived on one of the seven mouths of the Nile, from which he supplies
himself with water, was, on that account, absolutely dependent on the
branch nearest his dwelling. Tell him that he is absolutely and alone
dependent on it for water; and he will say, “ No; but it is more con-
venient to supply myself from this stream: there are six other branches,
from which I could supply myself, were it necessary for my life or
comfort.” Sp say we. We have Jews, Greeks, Armenians, and Prot-
estants, from the first schism, A. D. 250, down to the present day; to
say nothing of the ancient sceptics, Celsus, Porphyry, Julian, and oth-
ers; and the ancient heretics, from whose writings, together with those
of the infidel pagans, we could almost compile a New Testament, con-
taining every thing read, not only since, but before the council of La-
odicea. Du Pin himself acknowledges, that before that council, aven
in the third century, the scriptures were read as they now are. But,
as for our independence of all Roman Catholic tradition, on this sub-
ject, many other proofs may be offered. The notorious and glorious
fact, however, that Protestants have rejected the Roman Catholic rule
of faith, apocrypha, traditions, and all, and even her own vulgate, as
authentic, will for ever frown out of countenance, the groundless im-
putations of my too credulous opponent. [Time expired.]

Half-past 3 o’clock, P. M.
B1saop PURCELL rises—

My friends, have you ever seen the Anti-Christ? Look at him now
(holding up a book.) This morning, I endeavored to shew that Ma-
hommed was the fittest beast, to illustrate the mysterious prophecy,
and I stated that many names (fourteen) could be found to correspond
with the numbers 666. I now distinctly shew the page and book,
where the computation is made and the last of these names ig that of
CGod himself. Cerdenus, a Greek writer, testifies that the name of Ma-
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the case with Protestant children, any more than with Catholic chil-
dren, that reason is the first to lead them to their belief. Let each one
candidly examine his own heart, and ask himself if he was not as much
educated in those doctrines which he now professes, as the Catholics
were in theirs. ,

How can he be sure, if he indeed possesses an authentic copy of the
scriptures, that he understands them? “The word of God,” says the
Protestant bishop, Walton, “ does not consist in mere letters, whether
written or printed, but in the sense of it; which no one can better in-
terpret than the true church, to which Christ committed this same
pledge.” (Polyglot. Proleg. ch. v.)

My opponent says, there was a copy of the scriptures found, which
the fingers of a monk had never soiled. And how does he go about to
establish this proposition? He quoted Horne. I will take up this very
work, and prove, while I admit that Horne was a learned writer, that
he fell into some very unlearned blunders. But how does Horne say
that my friend is right? He says, that this very manuscript was found
in one of the twenty-two monasteries of Mount Athos!! Lo! there was
a monk at the bottom of it after all! [Time expired.]

Four o’clock, P. M.
MR. CAMPBELL rises—

My friends, there is any thing but order in our discussion—I mean
logical order, a8 respects the duties of a respondent. Now, certainly,
this will abundantly appear in the report of this debate.

The gentleman has not once, as yet, replied to my speeches in regu-
lar sequence; but, after the interval of a night, a day, and sometimes
two days, he responds to some point or argument: and then his reply
consists either in accusing me of misunderstanding, or misstating what
he has said; or perhaps in denying my authorities, or by introducing
some extract, or tradition, or opinion, from some great Protestant, or
some good Catholic, or- some excogitation of his own. His last speech
was a happy illustration of Orvid’s '

‘“ congestaque eodem—
Non bene junctarum discordia semina rerum.”
[Metamor. lib. I.

And, certainly, his mirthfulness and gravity were in unison with
the dignity of his reply; and equally fallible as respects effect of any
sort upon his audience. .This rhetoric soon wears out. It is but an
echo, a sound, a shadow; the crisis calls for something more solid. But
if it cannot be found, I must submit to interruption, and turn aside to
notice the gleanings of his last and best reflections upon the prophecies.
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Half-past 4 o'clock, P. M,
Bisimor I'URCELL riges— -

My friends, it is imperative upon me to make one exposition before
1 proceed. Many of you were here when my friend would have led
you into a gross mistake, respecting the Catholic church, by quoting
a pretended extract from Liguori. I asserted then, that nothing could
be found in that writer's works to substantiate the odious charge, to
give it so much as a semblance of truth. I have now before me the
entire works of Liguori, and. I have placed-them in the presence of my
friend, Mr. Campbell. The 9th volume has an index, containing every
word of any importance, and I repeat, that after a search through
the whole nine volumes, nothing like the quotation of last evening can
be found. 1 have now placed the book in the hands of Professor Biggs,
of Lane seminary, one of the moderators, and a Protestant of the Pres-
byterian denomination, if I do not mistake, and I will leave it to him,
or any other intelligent and candid man, to say to you whether the fact
is as my friend has stated, or the very contrary of what he has stated.

Mgr. CAMPBELL. Be so good as to explain the matter fully.

Brsuop Purcrrn. I will explain the exact state of the case. Mr.
Smith, the author of the translation, from whom my friend read this,
as well as many other things, has given a false quotation, and made
Liguori say, what he never said. The facts are these: a canon of the
rouncil of Trent, and Liguori, according to the canon, say, ‘‘that if
a priest falls by criminal intercourse, as specified, from the holy state
of purity, to which he is bound by a voluntary, deliberate, and solemn
vow, he shall be deprived of a large portion of his salary for the first
offence. 1If he does not refrain after admonition and such punishment,
he is again admonished, and deprived of his whole salary, and sus-
pended. from all his functions as a priest in the Catholic church. But
after the third admonition, if he is still Incorrigible, he is excommuni
cated, and cut off from the church, even as St. Paul cut off the incestu-
ous man of Corinth.” 1st. Ep. Corinth. ch. 5. v. 5. No where, in any
part of these volumes, is il said that a priest may sin thus upon pay-
ing a fine, &c.

Thus, my friends, you see how the poisonous fountains of error and
prejudice have been swelling over the land, and infecting the public
mind, until many an honest and upright man has thought, when he de
nounced us for our (imputed) doctrines, he was doing God a service,
Were he aware of the imposition practised on his credulity, he would,
I have no doubt, have turned his indignation on more deserving victims.
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FRIDAY, JANUARY 20. Half-past 9 o’clock, A. M.
MR. CAMPBELL rises—

1 did not, in first taking up “ The Synopsis of the Moral Theology
of the Roman Church,” say aught of its author, or of the causes which
ushered it into existence. But since it has become a matter of so
much debate, I shall state a few things concerning it and its author.
Mr. Smith, the author, was a member of that community for seventeen
years, several of which he officiated as a priest. Convinced of the
errors of that superstition, he publicly renounced it, and is now a Prot-
estant minister, greatly devoted to the cause of Protestantism. From
his intimate acquaintance with the spirit and tendency of the Roman
Catholic institution, he has recently translated a considerable portion
of the works of Saint Ligori. The title of the book is:

“A synopsis of the moral theology of the church of Rome, taken from the works
of St. Ligori and translated from the Latin into English by SaMvuenL B. SMirn,
late a popish priest.” New York, 1836.

It is further explained in the preface:

‘“ What we present before the public in this synopsis, is a compendious view of
the doctrine of the church of Rome, now taught in all her schools. It is a fair
and exact translation of selected portions of the voluminous MoRAL THEOLOGY of
St. Alphonsus de Ligori, published at Mechlin in Belglum, superiorum permissu,
in the year 1828.” [Preface. p. 5.

Of its author he speaks thus:

“ He was enrolled among the saints, as the title page of his work declares, by
pope Plus VII. on the 15th of September, in the year 1816.” [Pref. p. 6.

It seems that this work is so popular, as to be found in almost every
priest’s library, and is quoted by them, as of the highest authority.

‘ Besides the above testimony in confirmation of the authority of St. Ligori,
we have also that of the Rev. father Valera himself, the popish priest of the city
of New York. This Rev. father Felix Valera, about a year and a half ago, in his
attempt at a refutation of my ‘ renunciation of popery,” quotes this very same
Ligori as overwhelming and decisive authority against something which he found
advanced by me.” [Pref, p. 9.

In some very important matters, he has given tne original itself;
and fearing, as the manner is, that his translation might be called in
question, he says:

“If they deny that we have given a fair translation, we will then challenge
them to come forward in a public assembly with the works of St. Ligori, when
we promise to meet them, and submit our trauslation, and the original, to the
inspection of a committee, one balf of whom to be chosen by ourselves, and the
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sustain it. To reconcile it to the genius of our institutions, and to the
safety and happiness of our country, will require the explanations and
reasonings of my friend.

“1, N. elect of the church of N. from henceforward will be faithful and obe.
dient to St. Peter the Apostle, and to the fioly Roman church, and. to our lord,
the lord N. lope N. and his successors, canonically coming in. 1 will neither
advise, consent, or do any thing that they may lose life or member, or that their
persons may be seized, or hands any wise laid upon them, or any injuries offercd
to them, under any pretence whatsoever. The counsel which they shall intrusi
to me withal, by themselves, their messengers, or letters, I will not knowingly
reveal to any to their pi*ejudice. 1 will help them to defend and keep the Roman
papacy, and the royalties of St. Peter, saving my order, agalnst all men. The
legate of the apostolic see, going and coming, I will honorably treat and help
in his necessities. The rights, honors, privileges, and authority of the holy Ro-
man church of our Lord the Pope, and his foresaid successors, I will endeavor
to preserve, defend, increase, and advance. I will not be in any counsel, action,
or treaty, in which shall be plotted against our said lord, and the said Roman
church, any thing to the hurt or prejudice of their persons, right, honor, state,
or power; and if I shall know any such thing to be treated or agitated by any
whatsoever, 1 will signify it to our said lord, or to some other by whom it may
come to his knowledge. The rules of the holy Fathers, the apostolic decrees, ordi-
nances, or disposals, reservations, provisions, and mandates, I will observe with
all my might, and cause to be observed by others. Heretics, schismatics, and
rebels to our said lord, or his foresaid successors, 1 will to my utmost power per-
seciite and oppose.”

The Latin of the last sentence of which reads:

* Hereticos. schismaticos, et rebelles, eidem domino nostro vel successoribus
preedictic pro posse persequar et impugnabo.”—[Pontificale Roman. Edit. Ant-
werp. A. D, 1626,

Here then is the most solemn pledge and vow given by every bishop
of Rome, that he will to the utmost of his power persecute and destroy
heretics and schismatics! Does not this indisputable fact, alone, sus-
tain my seventh proposition, and prove that the genius of the Latin
chureh is anti-American and essentially opposed to the existence of all
free institutions? [Time expired.]

Half-past 10 o'clock, A. M.
PisHop PURCELL rises—

You perceive, my friends, that there is scarcely a single tenet of the
Roman Catholic faith, which my friend has not brought into view
this morning. How then am I to escape the charge of desultoriness,
in following such an argument? The whole category, from Alpha to
Omega, shoots up before me, shifting with the rapidity of lightning.
It is the necessary effect of the confusion of my learned friend’s ideas,
and of the order in which he arranged the propositions whose discus-
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more with him. Then Jesus said to the twelve, will you, also go
away? And Simon Peter answered him, Lord, to whom shall we go?
thou hast the words of eternal life, and we have believed, and know
that thou art the Christ, the Son of God. Jesus answered them,
have not I chosen you twelve, and one of you is a devil’ Now he
meant Judas Iscariot, the son of Simon, for this same was about to
betray him, whereas he was one of the twelve.”

We have here a continuous argument, and faith and infidelity, pic-
tured to the life; murmuring at impossibilities then, as well as now,
rebuked by the Savior, and acquiescence in his word and his love, by
Peter, as the first believer of the divinity of the Son of Gop—of HIis
REAL PRESENCE in the Eucharist. If he spoke figuratively, would he
have suffered his disciples, who understood the reality, to leave him—
he who came to save the lost sheep of the house of Israel? Would
he have suffered all his disciples to perish, rather than tell them this
single fact, that they misunderstood him? If he spoke of a figurative
presence, the words, “ how can you believe when you see the Son of
man, ascending up to Heaven, where he was before,” would have had
no sense. In the Catholic view of the Eucharist, it is divinely strong.
If you cannot believe, now, that my flesh and blood are visible, pal-
pable objects of every sense, that.I can giwe them to you for food,
how much less can you believe it, when you see the Son of Man as-
cending up to Heaven, &c.? The flesh surely profiteth nothing to un-
derstand this mystery—it requires the faith and the spirit of faith, to
impose silence on the senses, and say, with St. Peter, “ Lord, to whom
should we go—Thou hast the words of eternal life.” This is the
bread which strengthens us to live out successive ages. This is not
an immoral doctrine. It elevates man to know that he is THUS loved.
That he is of a holy race, a purchased people, a royal priesthood, the
especial object of incessant wonders., That he beholds God with him,
Immanuel, in Bethlehem, house of bread, hid beneath the sacramental
veil, but destined, and prepared by this nourishment, to enjoy him
hereafter, without a veil, in the rich effulgence of the beatific vision.
[Time expired.]

Half past 11 o'clock, A. M.
Mn, CAMPBELT rises—

My opponent in commencing observed, that almost the whole circle
of Catholic tenets came in review in my last speech. If such be an
error, whose fault is it? I have no respondent. How many hours has
the gentleman spent in reading against time, without any relevancy
to the questions at issue, or to the proposition before us! And when
he does reply, it is frequently to something said a day or two ago.
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amongst these, millions of sceptics: of Protestants, there are seventy-
five millions; and of the Greek church, above forty millions; making
at least one hundred and fifteen millions of Protesters against the
man of sin. If, then, there be anything in majorities, the Romanists
have it not. Infallibility is somewhere else. The time comes, (and
may heaven speed its flight!) when the kingdom, and the greatness
of the kingdom, under the whole heaven, shall be given to the people
of the saints of the Most High, when all dominions shall serve and
obey him. But Babylon will never see that day; for she will be bur-
ied in her own ruins before it comes. And when the angel, with the
trumpet of everlasting good news, shall sound the hour of her judgment
as come, and announce the triumph of the gospel; then, but not till
then, will the majority be on the side of God, and Christ, and heaven.

I am only now at the place where I left off in my former speech, and
my half hour is almost expired. I cannot again condescend to such a
sacrifice of time to so many points.

I was showing, when I sat down, that the theory of spiritual des-
potism always precedes the practical display of it; and that the theory
of the terrific and appalling despotism of papal Rome, is to be found
in principles and theories promulged, and believed, and taught, before
the reign of darkness and terror began.

The fact of putting the bible under a bushel, of forbidding the read-
ing of it, of swearing for ever to interpret it as it has been interpreted,
of not permitting men to think or speak for themselves on religion, of
teaching them the power of the priests to work miracles, to create a
god out of bread, that the people might adore it and them, of making
a supreme judge of controversy out of one of the parties, or combining
the legislative, executive, and judicial powers in one person, (the model
of the most cruel despotism,) is the paragon of supreme tyranny, never
surpassed, never equaled on earth.

How any person can, from such a system, elaborate a single ele-
ment of free government, or of civil liberty, I cannot imagine. Indeed,
the radical ideas of papal supremacy, are as antipodal to republican
doctrine and American institutions, as are the zenith and the nadir!
But my time has fled.

Twelve o'clock, M.
Bistop PURCELL rises—

I have only to stand here for half a minute, and to open the bible, to
reduce to dust the arguments which it costs my opponent such a waste
of time and labor to construct. Was not Civil and Ecclesiastical power
united in the high priest, by the Almighty God, himself? Is not this
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nominy around his neck; that he was scourged, crowned with thorns,
crucified; that his blood trickled to the ground; that his executioners
trampled upon it; that insects and quadrupeds partook of it! all these
adorable scandals are the consequences of the infinite love with which
Jesus Christ loved us. The more he is humbled for our sakes, the
dearer should he be to us. But if the scandal of his humiliations
shake our faith, let the wisdom and the power of the Godhead, dis-
played in the midst of these humiliations, sustain and animate it.
Behold! the earth that receives that falling blood, trembles to her
very centre; the sun, unable to behold the bloody tragedy, withdraws
his light, and leaves the world in darkness and mourning and terror,
for its authcr’s dissolution; the rocks are rent asunder; the graves
give up their dead; the pagan centurion strikes his breast and ex-
claims, “ Truly this man was the Son of God.” Let us also believe and
adore! [Time expired.]

Three o'clock, P. M.
Mr. CAMPBELL rises—

Knowing, my fellow-citizens, how much depends in such a discus-
sion, as that now in progress, on having authentic documents, I deter-
mined from the beginning to rely on none which could, on proper evi-
dence, or with justice be repudiated. I knew that in all debates so far
back as the very era of the Reformation this party have been accus-
tomed to deny authorities, to dispute versions, translations, &c., even
of their own writers who were so candid as to give a tolerably fair rep-
resentation of themselves. And as all their historians, good and bad,
frequently tell the truth, they are all occasionally to be censured, when
that truth is quoted by a Protestant and turned to its proper account.
I have not then, to my knowledge or belief, introduced an unworthy
author. And so long as my opponent can disprove nothing which I
have quoted, either from Du Pin, or Ligori, his frequent allusions to
them, with such unqualified censures, only shows how much he feels
the truth of their testimony.

The Jesuits, that standing army of the pope, are revived, and are
inundating our country. Other fraternities are but the militia: but
these are the trained band life-guards of the papacy. Their oath is
full proof of the spirit of the corps. My worthy opponent says, that
they are a very learned body of men, and that he is not now a Jesuit.
So much the worse. How then can he defend the order from the doc-
trines of the Secreta Monita; and affirm that they do not now take the
oath which I read to you?—He would represent me as picking out of
the streets, or out of the ruins of some fallen edifice the oaths and
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man Pontiff. And if T shall make any alienation, I will thereby incur the penal-
ties contained in a certain constitution put forth about this matter. So help me
God and these ho]deospels of God.” ' Podtif. Rom. Antwerp, Anno 1626-—pp.
59, 86. [Time expired.]

Half past 3 o’clock, P. M.
BisxHor PURCELL rises—

Mr. Campbell begs me to follow him, I am following him; but
the truth is that my learned friend runs away so fast from hig own
reason, that it is not surprising if he gets ahead of mine. My friends,
I promise to satisfy you on the vital question of civil liberty. He
will not be able to draw me off from my argument. He is a foreigner,
an Irishman, as well as I, and I am sorry to see, that while he
breathes, he would Infect, the atmosphere of freedom. We are both
indebted to America for the liberty which we enjoy, which he as a dis-
senter, and I, as a Catholic, would not have enjoyed under the Prot-
cstant Government of Great Britain, in our native land. For myself,
I am an adopted American citizen, having renounced, by oath, all for-
eign allegiance. It is my only desire to live and act as an American
freeman should, and escape the charge which rests on foreigners like
my worthy opponent, and those Scotch fanatics in New York, who
volunteer to teach Americans how to understand their own constitu-
tion. These, and their like, are the men who cause all the excite-
ment about religion. They, and not the Catholics, are the real mis-
chief makers. This, I say, more in sorrow than in anger, and exclu-
sively with the view of doing justice to the truth. Let us appreciate
the blessings we here enjoy, and not withhold, or mar them. We
have not here imbibed the spirit of controversy, which may be called
the spirit of the world, but the spirit of charity which is the spirit
of God. The former is predicated for another meridian.

I will now finish my arguments on the real presence. St. Paul,
speaking of the dispositions with which the Eucharist was to be re
ceived, seals the proof deduced from the words of the institution and
the promise. His words are these: “ When you come therefore to-
gether into one place, it is not now to eat the Lord’s supper.” The
apostle condemns their partaking of this, as of ordinary food. “ What,”
says he, “have you not houses to eat and to drink in? or despise ye
the church of God; and put them to shame that have not? ‘What
shall I say to you? Do I praise you? In this I praise you not. For
T have received of the Lord, that which also, 1 delivered unto you,
that the Lord Jesus, the same night in which he was betrayed, took
bread. And giving thanks, broke, and said: ‘Take ye and eat; this
is my body which shall be delivered for you; this do for a commemo-
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de to pay his debts. The law takes him to jail—he gives a schedule of
his property, and upon surrendering all he possesses in the world, upon
oath, he is allowed to take the benefit of the act. This is what the
church does to sinners, who sincerely repent and do all they can, first,
to pay thespiritual debts that stand against them. Shew me that there
is any thing wrong in the insolvent laws, and then you may find fault
with the practice of the church. As for the pope, or bishop, giving a
license to sin, I will repeat as often as it is repeated, that the Catholic
church reprobates it. If all the bishops in the world, and the pope
were to sign such a license, the sinner would not be forgiven, if he re-
mained in sin. God himself does not pardon sin upon these terms,
But I cannot consent that the gentlelﬁan should force down our throats
doctrines that we abominate—[Time expired.]

Four o'clock, P. M.
MR, CAMPBELL rises—

Really, my friends, it would seem as if I ought to go back some
two or three days to help my opponent forward to the subject now
before us. But I will not. There is no person in this house; with
the exception of my ingenious opponent, who believes that I repre-
sent all sins as equal as respects man. Though as respects the di-
vine law, as already observed, they are equally {ransgressions of it.
Hence, ag James the apostle avers: “ He that offends in one point,”
though he should keep every other, *‘is guilty of all!” The gentle-
man, then, may defend his *“ white lies,” and other violations of God's
law, as he pleases; but God will show the universe that, as respects
his character, as Lawgiver and King, the least infraction, as respects
man, Is the highest insult that can be rendered to the Lawgiver.
Eve’s “little sin,” as the infidels call it, is the best exposition of the
logic of Roman theology. Though it differs much in the estimation
of man from the treachery of Judas: yet, does not every page and
letter in man’s sad history, bear witness, that even the pulling off an
apple against the law of God, is an offense that justifies the Governor
or the Universe for having suffered the whole creation on our planet
to groan and travail together in pain and death for thousands of years.

To the unpropitious destiny of my opponent I attribute all his re-
marks on my saying that I read no tracts in confutation of transub-
stantiation. Does that prove that I cannot refute—or that I have not
refuted his defense of it. The bible alone qualifies me to expose all
his sophistry, or that of any man, on that grossest and most unfeasible
of all the impostures that have, in any age or nation, been obtruded on
mankind.
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thee over the nations and over the kingdoms to root out and to pull down, and
to destroy and throw down,” &c.

ArticLy xxiil. Pope Pius IV.: *“I do acknowledge the holy Catholic and apos-
tolic Roman church to be the mother and mistress of all churches; and I do
promise and swear true obedience to the bishop of Rome, the successor of Peter,
the prince of apostles, and the vicar of Jesus Christ.”” [Time expired.]

Half past 4 o'clock, P. M.
BisHOP PURCELL rises—

My friends, Mr. Kinmont will read, before I close, what Liguori says
on the subject of Mr. Smith’s charges against the Catholic church. It
affords me more pleasure than I can express, to have an opportunity of
proving, by a gentleman, who is not a Catholic, and therefore is a dis-
interested witness, as far as I and my religion are concerned, that it
ig all a base slander.

‘We have heard a great deal about the pope’s deposing kings, and ab-
solving subjects from their oaths of allegiance, and so on. In your
presence and hearing therefore, I am going to put my friend into one
of the most terrible dilemmas in which he has ever been placed in his
life. Now, sir, (addressing Mr. C.) suppose you had been living at the
time of the American Revolution, and were witness to the tyranny,
which these colonies had to endure on the part of his most gracious
majesty, king George II1. of England: when the spirit of a mighty and
a numerous people was roused by excess of wrong to make one vast
effort for freedom. Under these circumstances, the General in chief,
the officers, and the army, the revenue department, and postmasters,
all of whom had taken an oath of allegiance to that king, appeal to you,
inquiring, "what is to be done? Asking you if the oath was binding.
What would be your reply?

MRg. CampBELL.- If they had taken a solemn oath, they should not
break it.

BisHor PUurceELL. Then was George Washington a perjurer, and all
the officers of the army and navy, all the signers of the Declaration of
li:dependence, and all the subjects of the king of Great Britain were
perjurers!!

Mg. CaMPRELL. That does not follow from my answer to your ques-
tion.

Biciior PurcELL. And what would you have persons to do, who had
taken the oath of allegiance?

Mg. CAMPBRELL. “ It is better not to vow, than to vow and not pay "—
as saith the good Book.

Mr. Campbell rose and said, that for his part, we should always do
our duty, and leave consequences to God. When he intends the deliv-
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be summarily executed, at the will of the bishop, after he has ascertained the
exigtence of the enormities. A similar provislon in its effects and spirit is made
with relation to bishops themselves, but the order of proceeding is different.

This is in substance the provision of the decree of the council of Trent. Ses.
25, cap. 14. [Time expired.]

SATURDAY, JaANvARrY 21st, Half past 9 o'clock, A. M.
MR. CAMPBELL rises—

Under any other circumstances than the present, I should have in-
sisted on being allowed the same number of minutes over my stipu-
lated hour, which my friend has taken with Mr. Kinmont’'s exposition,
over his usual time.

BisHOP PURCELL.—I have no objection to Mr. CAMPBELL'S occupving
that much more time. It is right that he should.

Me. CampBeLL. 1 feel obliged to the gentleman for his courtesy,
and will therefore proceed. My friends, you will doubtless have ob-
served, that of all the extracts read from Ligori, found on the pages
of Smith, but one was challenged by the Bishop, on the ground that
it is not found in the page of St. Ligori in the edition new before us.
The case is simply this. According to the moral theology of the church
of Rome, marriage is a greater sin than concubinage: for, if a priest
marry, he ig forthwith excommunicated; but if he keep a cancubine,
he only pays a fine. This is the statement that Mr. Smith makes, and
translates the passage in Ligori as follows:

“A bishop, however poor he may be, cannot appropriate to himself pecuniary
fines without the license of the Apestolical see. But he ought Yo apply them to
pious uses. Much less can he apply those fines to any thing eise but pious uses,
which the council of Trent has lald upon non-resident clergymen, or upon thosge
clergymen who keep concubines.”” Ligor. Ep. Doc. Mor. p. 444.

Now, Bishop PUBCELL denies that there is such a passage in Ligori,
or that there is in the council of Trent any such arrangement; and
in proof of it, he has brought us an edition of St. Ligori, and the de-
crees of the council of Trent. But the edition which he has pro-
duced, has not, upon the page referred to, the passage quoted. In the
passage quoted, the reference to Ligori is to a decree of Trent. But
there are always two ways of quoting a passage: the cre verbatim;
wnd the other, substantially. Whether Ligori quotes the decree of
Trent literally, or only quotes the substance, we cannot affirm. The
bishop referred this matter to Mr. Kinmont, without consulting me.
It was an exparte reference; and therefore, comes not fairly before
us. Although I have no objection to Mr. Kinmont; but on the con-
trary, I think him very competent to decide a matter of this kind, if
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Americans: and through these I am more a kin to the great Ameri-
can family than he ever can be. Without perjury or apostacy from
his office, he can never have a wife, nor family. He is a stranger to
those near and holy relations. He has no country—no home. He lives
and he must die under the command of foreign superiors; and they
may, by authority or promotion, remove him to Europe or Asia at
pleasure. For these and other reasons I am identified with Protestant
America, and claim a relation here to which his heart shall ever be a
stranger.—[Time expired.]

Half past 10 o’clock. A. M.
BisHOr PURCELL riseg-——

Another instance of the unfairness with which Catholic principles
are represented: another occasion for a holy triumph!

That Rhemish Testament, from which the gentleman has just now
read, was never sanctioned by the Catholic church., It was published
by a caucus of parsons in New York, (whose names are prefixed to it,)
for the 'express purpose of vilifying the faith, and outraging the feel-
ings of Catholics! And this is called a Catholic bible! Good God!
whither has justice fled? Archbishop Murray, of Dublin, has lately,
in the most solemn manner, condemned these notes. They are not to
be found in the Catholic bible, used in this or in any other country. 1
am laboring to inspire my opponent with sentiments of seif-respect;
and assure him anew, that * cvil communication corrupts good man-
ners.” The occasion called for original documents, candid statements,
and reputable authorities; but, instead of these, the public are mocked
by my friend with spurious, garbled extracts, which a dignified con-
troversialist would have treated with contempt. We repudiate the
notes, which Protestants have appended, for us, to this bible.

Mg. CampprLL,—Produce another,

Bisgorp PurcrknLi—[ will. Behold it. Here is the bible to be found
in every book-store, where Catholic works are for sale. Here is Luke,
chap. ix. 55! Not a word of it there! (Holds it opened, towards the
audience, and towards Mg. CAMPBELL.)

You perceive, that I have granted my opponent, all the extra time
he chose to occupy, to explain away, if he could, the mis-translation
(to call it by the very mildest name) of Liguori; and he has just left
it where he found it, in the mire of infamy! The edition which 1 ex-
hibit, was published in the very year and the very place with the edi-
tion, from which Mr. Smith pretends to have quoted. You have heard
Mr, Kinmont.

The gentleman has cited the words of Christ, “Do this in commem-













































ROMAN CATHOLIC RELIGION. 437

Thomas Moore, bishop Fisher, the aged countess of Salisbury, &c., are
instances with which I could fill up some horrible pages.

As to oaths; the‘gentleman says that I have taken two -which are
incompatible with each other. This is not so. My ecclesiastical oath
i8 of a purely spiritual nature. The only oath of allegiance, of a tem-
poral character, which I have ever taken, was to the United States.
These two oaths cannot be incompatible. The heavens and the earth
are not more different from one another, than they are. They cannot
possibly interfere with each other. Therefore the bishop’s oath is, by
no means, what the gentleman has represented it. The pope has ab-
jured the odious sense which the decument is made to bear. It is no
Si;l surely, to swear chat we will not kill the pope. Would my friend
make it such? * Sewing my order” is a clause which the gentleman
should have expatiased wupon, and our order is forbidden, under the
most awful penalties, to shed any one’s blood, but our own, if we are
called upon to suffer martyrdom, and that of the mystic victim of the
altar, as a propitiation for our own sins, and those of the entire world.
Persequar was never intended to mean persecute. It alludes to moral,
not brute force. The weapons of our warfare are spiritual, not car-
nal. The Latin word means only to follow up with persevering argu-
ment, and persuasion, as I am doing this day. Before I took that oath,
1 read it again and again, and took the decisions of the bishops of
America upon it. We all agreed that there was nothing in it contrary
to the allegiance due to the United States.

My friend spoke of Catholics violating their oaths. I would ask if
there is a nation that has given such splendid testimony of respect for
oaths, as Catholic Ireland? For 300 years of the bloodiest persecution
that was ever inflicted, they have steadily refused to take an oath
which every thing but conscience urged them to take.

My friends, all this ought to be remembered, not for the gratifica-
tion of hostile feelings, but for justice, and as a fair offset, to balance
the Spanish Inquisition, which is all the while not Catholic.—[Time
expired.]

Half past 11 o'clock, A. M.
M. CAMPBELL rises—

We have, my friends, had matter of debate thrown before us during
the last hour, that would require seven days more to discuss. An
ocean instead of a harbor opens to our view. Goeod policy, however!
Instead of concentrating on the main points, which, above all others,
it behooved the bishop to clear up, if, indeed, he had any hopes of be-
ing able to defend himself, he gives us a little of every thing, great and
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was respondent. How he has responded, it remains for others to judge.
He has been positive and declamatory enough, and very scrupulous
about “ mint, anise and cummin:” but how have the great topics been
met? I rejoice, however, that it will go to the public, as it was spoken,
and that the public will read and judge.

I have heard a hint that the gentleman is about to disprove the fact
of the anathema or bishop’s curse by introducing Sterne, turning into
ridicule the curse pronounced centuries before he was born. The hu-
mor of Sterne found the reality of the curse, or he would not have
laughed at it.

The gentleman has now to close the debate. The usages of discus-
sion forbid the introduction of new matter in the last speech. He will
probably again tell you of Catholic devotion to American liberty, and
of his brother soldiers, that fought in the Revolutionary war. For, by
such arguments he has generally met the decrees of councils, the bulls
of popes, the records of history, and the precepts of the apostles. But
before the deyotion of a few Roman Catholic soldiers to the cause of
the Revolution can be accepted as proof of Roman Catholic love of
either civil or religious liberty, it must be ascertained, whether the
hatred of Protestant England, rather than the love of rational liberty,
instigated those soldiers that served during that war. ¥or my part, |
ineline to the opinion that the hatred of England was at least as strong
an impuise to their efforts as the love of liberty —But-—[Time expired.]

Twelve o'clock, M.
BisHOP PURCELL rises—

My friends, in order to meet one of the last allegations of the gen-
tleman, namely, that the Catholic church has a law, making Protest-
ant children illegitimate; I know of no law to that effect, which ad-
mits of the least practical difficulty; but I will tell yon where it is
still in force, and imposes civil disabilities and disqualifications of the
most odious character. It is in a Prdtestant country. And, here, let
me say, once for all, that I judge too highly of the character of Scots-
men and Englishmen, and know too well that they detest these laws
as much as I do, to mean anything disrespectful to them, when I al-
lude to the acts of the British government, or the malpractices of in-
dividuals. Scotland has done much for science. Eagle-like she has
soared to its sunniest heights. May she battle, like the Bruce, by the
side of O’Connell, for human rights. But, facts are facts. Now, a
Unitarian minister, Mr. Dewey, whom I have already quoted, says:

‘The dissenters are demanding to be relieved from thelr burdens. Petitions
to parliament, elther for an entire abolition of the union dbetween church and
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