
SUPPLEMENTAL PAPER.
LN anonymous writer, subscribing himgslf ,t A Catholic
" LaJrman," but who may b'e, for aught that we know, -"
the mero arn&nuensas of Bishop gillig, or tho priests, has
addressed a long reply in manuscript to the Rev. R. p.
Blakgney's questions. .

No. I.

rn reference to question 4, he says, (. Tloe infaltibih.ty
('oJ' Councila hea.d,ed by the Pope, {or no indiviclual opi-(n nion, concerning any other roro." of iafallibitity, irn

f 
'f caled upon to consider, is, irofuttibolity in J:aitlo.n

(The italics are his.) Io reply to the question, ,, What(' infallible artthority has docla^red., that councils heaclecl
" by the Pope are infallible in matters.of {ait}. ?', he
says, " r then answer as follows:-The infalrible autho-
t'"ity of our blessed. Lord. and saviour has decrared. it.
'1-When you object, as doubtlessly you will, how we
({ lrnow l{e has declared..it, f answer, 1s/, That w6 know('it, and know it infallibly, by tradition.,' Anornymous,
when asked to givo in{a]lible authori'ty for belie"ing
that councils rrjth the Pope are infallible, gives trad,i-
,tion! ! ! We now call upon him (f .) io"ou-. that
tradition; and (2.) To prove that it is infallibre. The
Greek chnrch appeals to tradition, and., led th,ereby, it
d.en.ies that councils with the Pope at their head. are
infallibler. we ask, whatindependont infali6le autho-
rity has decrlared that the Greok church is in orror. and
the Romau Church,,.r$!t 
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No. II .
Frirther, on the samo subjcct, ^'lnoztyittou.s says, '( That

t 't ladjtion, or tho tcstinrony o1' lr iolr, subject to certain
t'conclit ions, which our ti 'arl it iotr pcisscsses, is able, 6y
tt itself alone, to suppoi'L an'infall iblc assru'ance, ancl that
ttso surely, that a rniracle wor'l iecl fol the exprcss pur'-
"pose wouid not increase its ccltainty." 1. We call
upon Anonyntou,s to stitto what these conditions aro, ancl
to show how an oral commrrnication, hanclecl dorm fi'om
morrth to mouth, cou1cl givc any, much less an infallible

assurance. 2. If tlaclitior, " by itselJ' ulone," be ablo to

give such an (( infallible &ssrlrance," what neecl is tirere

of Councils and Popes at all to interplet them ? or what

neecl is there of the Scriptures at all ?
Drr,rlrua No. 1.-Either such tradition neecls an tp-

terpreter, or it d.oes not. If it cloes neecl a{ interp.c-

tor, and if the infaiiibie intc'rpreter.'bc " Councils headetl
" by the Pope," then we ask, "'What Corrncils headecl
" by the Pope have interprotod tladition, and conse-
" quently d.eclared., that Councils heacled. by the Popc
t( &re infallible ? " If traclition <ioes not need such inter'

preter, then we ma,y d,ispense with Councils heacled by
t^he Pope. WiU Anonyntous have the kintlness to extri-

cato himself from the horrrs of this clilemma, if he can ?

|r{s.. TTr.

We had asked., " What becomes of int'allibility rvhen
" it is the business of a Council to decide between tho
" claims of opposing Popes?" Ile gives Mumforcl's

reply, '6 Though a Council without a Pope cannot clefine
" any article of faith i let, in time of schism, it can judge
" whioh is true Popo, ancl provide the Church of a true
" Pastor if she had none." 

'We 
answer, (1.) That Mum-

ford. was a mere indiviclual l as such, he says' that a

Council without a Pope r'cartnot d.efine any article of
" faith." The Council of Constance cleclared' otherwise.

{See Labbe'a Counoih, fsa. xii.' p. 22. Paris, L672,)

This afiords ns a, specimen of the d.i-frerence of opinion

existing ia the Church of Rome on funda,menta,l pointr
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(2.) Here Mumfold. declares that a Council cannot d.efi-ne

without a Pope, and. Anonynlous tacitly admits that it

d.oes not pocsess ixfatUbility io such circumstances I for
]rt: asks. " fs the act of choosing a Pope oner that requires
" the exorcise of infallibility ?" Common sense teachos,

that if a Church be infallible at all, it ought espocially

to be funfallible when called. on to pronounce which of

two Popes ie the Yicar of Christ and the Rock of the

Church.
Drr,r16166 f{e. 2.-Either the Council is fallible or

infallible. If fallible, it may reject the trle Pope. If

infaltible, Councils wiihout a Pope are infailible.

No. fV.

Anonymous makes a distinction between arbicles of
faith; ina 1t.; Ile intimates that the infallibility o{

Oouncfu is an opinion.
Dr,almra I\'o. 3.-Ele has infallible authorif for his

bolief in that distinction, or he has not. ff he have

infallible authorif,v, Lot him name the Council headed
by the Pope which declares that distinction. If he have
not such authorif,y, he is inconsistent with himself, for
he believes without idallibie authority. (2.) But evon
if we conceded" his clistinction, which we d.o not, the dif-
fit,u-lry "still remains. Tu-enp anr cABEs rN wtrrcrr a
Cornicrr, wrr,t, EAlrE To pRoNoirNcE rrpoN aRTrgrlEs oF
FArrE w'rrnour rrn Popp. Pope Adrian YI., AJphonsus
a Castro, and several great autJroritios in the Church of
Rome, maintained that the Fope might become a here-
tic. If so, the Council may then have to decide upon an
article of faith without a PoPe.

[rr,nuue No. 4.-Either the Council is irnfallible or
not, under such circumstances. If infallible, Councils
a,re infallible rpithoul a Pope. If fallible, there is no
infaliible authority to decide the point.

No. Y.

Anonynto?rd a,rgres, that if the Council head.ed. by the
Pope bo nst infall-rb1.e, we have no satisfactory authority

t7
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f o r E l o l y S c r i p f u r e l T h e o l d i n f i d e l a r g r r m e n t - a g a i n !
a tl-rousand times ru'qed, and' as often lefutecl' Wo be-

licvo in the genurneness, autltonticit l, and inspiration

of tlrrr Bible on eaidettcc.
prr.nv-ua No. 5._-Ilither that evidence is sufficiont'

or it ie not. lf su-fficie |it, anonylrorzs is foilecl. If insuf-

ficiout, rvhat can ,'lnon'ym'ous give in its stearl-the asser-

ti.ons of a few clerg.l'ruen' orr in other rvord's' the decrees

of Co*ncils ? As-ivelt might the authority of Moharn-

medan priests Provo tho Koran

No. VI.

Artontltrt\u,s acl-rnits ttthe possibilitl' of a priest'-s pra-

" terding to consecrate, baptisc, marrY, &c', withoutdue

,,intenrlon ltt and he aclds, that " Sa,aments ad,minis'

" tered ,t,ithout intention' are inral'id'" But he argueg

that the Rurniruist rrrry be morally certain that inten-

tion r:-rist. \\-r: irusw.er' (1') That the 1'1ea of moral

cortainty is inconsistent on tho part of a Romanist, irho,

on otlret' tnatters, insists upon the nrc'rrssiff of in'fall ib{'e

celtaiutY Dr Br.owne, a Rc,tilari cat]rolic bishop, iu

hig late iettel to Mr Bail lt,y, al 'gues that christians

.shoul t l  Lr tvo "  absolute certainly ' "  (2 )  The Romanist

ca-unot lr lrve moral celtaintl ' . Ag he looks back upon

tlio long li:re o1' suc'cession, and numorous links in

ti-,c, c,laltr, let l im recollcct, t6at even if one l ink be

l;)r,oiien, i{'there }.rtl (.rrrc irrlalid ord-ination or baptism,

tlrr: rr'hole line is }-,st ! Baronius saYs, that Popes have

bci,lr ,( monste's lror' iL,lc trr behold." rs it not morally

certain, tLat ah.oatlY irrrttri lret'able ntr,l l i t ies in baptism,

orrl ination, &c-, it l* ' t^ lulicu place

I)rr-lrrrra No. 6.-Eitirer Romanists are infallibll'

eeltain that they have true Sacr&monts' or they are not'

If thcy o,'e in{'allibly certain, thon the d'octrine 6f t}reir'

Cl,u.ci, irs to irrtentio' is false. If tloy are not infalli'

bly .".t"in, thoir p}r:tension to infallibitity is practicaily

r rse less .
No. VTI.

Anonymt,tra, in referenco t'o the word's, " fhis cup ft
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t'the New Testament," says, ,, Our Lord. explains that(( it h_a f,gwe." Just so; and thus are the words figu-
ratively spoken at the same time, (. This is my bod.y.;'

No. VTrI.
Anonymous denies that several passages which wo

quote proye that the Bible is the rule of faith. Ile doos
not even attempt to substantiate his assertion, but refers
us to Dr'Wisem&n's book, as, in other places, he refers
to Lingard, Mumford, and Bossuet's works on other
points. 

'We 
were quito aware that books wore written

by these persons, and. we were as well &ware that, they
haue been anstDered. It is with Anonymoua ltimself, how-
eyer, that wo have now to d.o, and his arguments. Of
his personalities, and his expressions of contempt, &e.,
we take no notice. They aro worthy of his causo,


