The following excerpts are taken from the book:

Letters of the Rev. Dr. W. C. Brownlee on the Roman Catholic Controversy,  second edition, 1834.

This material may be difficult to obtain except in old books that are not now widely available.  This is useful source material for discussions of Roman Catholicism, so I have copied it and scanned it in.  I have avoided portions of the book dealing with doctrinal controversies, for the most part, and concentrate on the social aspects of the discussion.  This book grew out of a debate Dr. Brownlee had with several Roman Catholic priests.  This debate probably had a large influence on the attitudes towards Roman Catholicism in the United States at the time.  Dr. Brownlee was working with other Protestants, so the material represents the collective opinions of Protestantism of that day.  The book contains many references to other even older works, in which the statements of Dr. Brownlee can be verified.  -- DP

Page 27:  

I refer you to Jones’ Church History, re-published in New York, in 1824.  In vol. ii, p. 41 &c., you will find a copy of two of the ancient Waldensian Confessions of Faith and a full exhibition of their character and history.  I beg to refer you also to Gilly’s “Waldensian Researches, with an introductory inquiry into the antiquity and purity of the Waldensian church,” published in London, 1831.

Dr. Allix who has investigated this subject deeply and accurately, says, -- I defy the impudence of the devil himself to find in the writings of the Waldenses the least shadow of Manicheanism!”  And every sdcholar now admits that the erroneous statements of Mosheim and Limborch have originated in their implicitly following the Romish inquisitors on this subject … .  See Allix’s Remarks on the Churches of Piedmont, p. 188, 191, and Jones’ Ch. Hist. vol. ii. ch. 5.

52 ROMAN CATHOLIC CONTROVERSY.

Moreover, the Bible is proved to be the word of God from the HISTORICAL EVIDENCE

OF TRADITION. To the christian church, as well as the Jewish church, were com-

mitted the oracles of God. The hundreds of thousands of christians who lived in the

days of the apostles, received these inspired books from the apostles, and evangelists:

and being fully satisfied of their inspiration by their internal evidence and by the

miracles and prophesies, and tongues, given in proof, by God's inspired servants, the

christian members of the Church transmitted them to their children, with their certi-

fication of this evidence; and they to their children, until they have reached us.

And all the sections of the churches have done this. The Bible is handed down to us

by the Jews and Hebrews : by the Syriac churches, still existing in India; as Dr.

Buchanan who lately visited them testifies : and by the Greek church, more ancient

and more pure than that of Rome : and by the famous African churches, who in the

days of Augustine absolutely denied their dependence on the Roman church : by

the Waldensian churches, descended from the ancient Italick churches: and who

possessed the very ancient Latin version, called the Old Italick version of the Bible,

before the vulgate was written : by the ancient and apostolic churches of the Culdees
in England, in Scotland, in Ireland, and also in Spain,-in all of which the gospel

flourished for centuries before they were overrun by the idolatrous emisaries of

Popery! And finally, they have been transmitted also by the humble aid of the Roman

Catholic church. Moreover, all the ancient versions of the Bible, made in the first,

second, and third centuries, in Asia, in Africa, and Enrope, have the valid authority

of so many most undoubted traditions confirming the evidence of the exstence of the

original word of God: and lastly, the enemies of the church, such as Celsus, Por-

phyry, Zosimus, and Julian the apostate, do all bear their testimony to the authenti-

city and genuineness of the apostolical writings.

Page 62:


In the London republication of Leslie’s “Short way with the Jews,” designed as a tract for the Jews, you will see a clear evidence and illustration of the idea I now advance.  Many ancient rabbinical books were found to contain expositions of passages relative to Messiah, in all respects favoring the views of Christians; and by an edict of the rabbis, a command was given to the synagogues to destroy them.  These “prophetical monuments” have been wantonly destroyed.  You can see a copy of this Hebrew injunction, in the London edition of Leslie’s “Short Way.”

Page 69:

 
In reference to the Latin Vulgate, I beg leave to remark, that Jerome finished his labors on his translation in A.D. 384.  There existed before him, the old Italick version from the Greek Vulgate.  This version is the oldest in Latin:  it was made in the close of the second century.  Jerome endeavored to improve on this version; but, in too many instances, it was corrupted.  I refer you, gentleman, to the profound critic Nolan, on the integrity of the Greek Vulgate. … 

Page 70


Of the valuable labors of Jerome, none approved more highly, -- and none are more able, by virtue of their accomplished education, to approve more highly, than the Protestants.  But can you possibly be ignorant of what Nolan has given ample evidence, that St. Augustine himself, though he did indeed approve of the labors of Jerome, did not use his version:  he used the old Italick version to the day of his death.  See Nolan p. 15.  and the learned Horne has shown that, from the days of Cassiodorus, down to Alcuin, in the 8th century, “the text of the Vulgate fell into great confusion: and was disfigured by the innumerable mistakes of copyists.”  But the most curious part of the history of the Vulgate remains to be told.  The Council of Trent, small, -- very small in numbers; and by the best judges, namely, the Protestant literati, deemed still smaller in literature and theology [see also P. Sarpi Lib. 2. s. 51.] did actually pronounce the Vulgate with all its palpable errors, to be inspired and divine. …


These fathers appointed a committee to revise and correct this same version, which they had pronounced inspired! …


Now, gentleman, in your laudatory zeal for the Vulgate, I call on you publicly, to say, which of these “infallibly accurate,” and “contradictory” versions you adhere to.  Dr. James in his book, “Bellum Papale,” has set down two thousand variations between the Sixtine, and the Clementine editions of your Vulgate!  I have now before me a large selection, in which the first pope’s version leaves out whole verses which the last pope’s version has!  Again, the Clementine has omitted entire clauses which the Sixtine has inserted.  I have before me, a list of “manifest contradictions,” between the two: with many other remarkable differences.  Now, gentlemen, to which of these “only perfect copies,” of these equally “infallible,” and equally contradictory popes, do you yield your conscience and faith? …

[On pages 72-74 Brownlee quotes Augustine, Jerome,  Athanasius, and Tertullian as encouraging church members to read the Bible for themselves and to put its teaching above the teachings of bishops and others.]

[On pages 94-95  Brownlee show that Augustine and Jerome opposed the Pope’s supremacy and gives similar quotations from Theodoret and Tertullian.]

page 94

Then there is Tertullian’s famous sentence, which your Romish writers have mangled so scandalously—supposing that we, “ignorant heretics,” had not seen, nor read that honest witness against your supremacy.  “Survey the apostolical churches, in which the very chairs of the apostles still preside over these stations; in which their [page 95] own epistles are recited, uttering the voice, and representing the presence of each of them.   Is Achaia nearest to thee, thou hast Corinth.  If thou art not far from Macedonia, thou hast the Phillipians and the Thessalonians.  If thou canst go to Asia, thou hast Ephesus.  If thou art near Italy, thou hast Rome, whence to us, also, authority is near at hand.”  Praes. Adv. Haer. Cap. 36, p. 215, Paris edit. 1675.  Now, it is a notable circumstance, that the Romish writers, when they quote out of Tertullian, leave out all that is put here in italics; namely, all but the last sentence; thereby perverting this father, and making him utter what no man in his days had even conceived, or thought of.  Mr. Hughes of Philadelphia, lately quoted from him in this garbled manner; and received a suitable scourging for so doing!

[On page 96 Brownlee quotes Augustine, Theodoret, Chrysostom, Nyssen, and Epiphanius as opposing the invocation of the saints.]

Page 97


But this is not the worst:  one thing I am prepared to show, that the various Roman works which appear in English, are designed to impose on Protestants, and to conceal the real doctrines of Rome.  Only look into their Latin books, -- there you behold their frightful idolatry, in its rank growth and perfection.  Here is a specimen: “Holy Mother, -- Ora patrem, jube filio, -- pray to the father for us, and command thy son, &c.”  Again: -- O felix puerpera, nostra pians scelera, jure matris impera Redemptori!  O happy Mother, atoning for our crimes, lay thy commands on the Redeemer, in right of thy being his Mother.”  And to consummate what all heathenism never conceived, in their comparative piety, a Roman saint, namely, Bonaventura, whom the pious and faithful do worship on July 14, annually, -- has gone over the Psalms of David;  has stricken out Lord, God, &c. and has inserted Holy Mother, our Lady, &c.  Thus: “In thee, O Lady, do I put my trust, &c.” – “Let our Lady arise: let her enemies be scattered, &c.”  “O come let us sing unto our Lady: and make a joyful noise unto the queen of our salvation!!” Psalm 110.  “The Lord said unto my Lady, sit thou on my right hand,” &c. &c.!!!  See Bonav. Psalt. of the B. Virgin; his works, Tom. vii. Rom. Edit. of 1588.  And Hist. Sec.Char. August. de Comem. B. M. Virg.  And Morn. Ex. p. 523.

page 98

The best of the fathers condemned the use of images: …

The doctrine of purgatory is a mere novelty.—I shall in due time, produce the best of the fathers against it with St. Augustine at their head. …

This [introducing celibacy] he [Gregory VII] did in the year 1074. …

Sixth and Seventh.  Transubstantiation and the Mass. …

[page 99]

Against this monstrous and disgusting novelty of the mass, we can produce the testimony of seventeen of your earliest and best fathers, namely, from Irenaeus to St. Augustine.

Eighth.  The taking away of the wine, or holy cup, in the sacrament of the Lord’s Supper is a novelty.  Pope Gelasius, in the year 492, pronounced this abstraction of the cup “an impious sacrilege.”

Ninth:  The adoration of relics … [Brownlee shows that Augustine opposed this, as well as the Council of Carth., and the council summoned by the emperor Leo III in 730.]

Tenth and last:--The keeping of the Bible in a dead language, and refusing the free and unlimited perusal of God’s holy word, is a novelty in the church.  … And I can produce at least twelve of the most eminent Greek and Latin fathers, who maintain the holy scriptures to be the only, and all sufficient rule of faith and morals: and who taught, what was, indeed, the universal sentiment of the whole primitive church, that it was the duty of all men to read and study them. … [Brownlee quotes Augustine, Jerome, Chrysostom, and  St. Basil as examples.]

Page 130-131


I shall sum up the moral character of  Jesuitism, which has been thirty-nine times abolished and expelled from the different governments of Europe: and in doing this, I shall employ the high authority of the Arret of the Parliament of France in 1762, when it extirpated the Jesuits.  “The consequences of their doctrines destroy the law of nature: break all the bonds of civil society: authorizing lying, theft, perjury, the utmost uncleanness, murder, and all sins!  Their doctrines root out all sentiments of humanity: excite rebellion: root out all religion: and substitute all sorts of supersitition, blasphemy, irreligion, and idolatry.”  Such is the declaration of the Parliament of Paris.  See the Secret Instructions of the Jesuits, Appendix p. 111, &c.

Pages 182-183:


… There is a certain rule laid down by the Jesuits, whose order has been revived, to plant Romanism in our land; and sap the foundation of our republican institutions.  That rule binds the consciences of the Jesuits, my late opponents.  The rule I alluded to is thus expressed by Busaeus, “Never discuss the doctrines of the Holy Mother Church with a heretic, if it can possibly be avoided.”   … But they shunned all discussion of their church’s doctrines and rites.  Another reason was this: -- when they entered the lists, they had no idea that we possessed the books, which we have; and which are written by their great men.  They had no conception that these works, now in our possession, and which we have been quoting, were in the United States; but were on the contrary slumbering in the monastic libraries of Spain, Italy, and Austria.  Hence they began, and actually practiced, for a while, the ruse de guerre, common with all Jesuits in places where the people have not their books; and know not their tenets.  They denied their own books: they denied their real doctrines.  But it is impossible to describe their astonishment and confusion, when we quoted the originals of their own works, and named page and chapter.  From that time, they evidently drew back: and dealt no more in denying their books and principles.  One of my antagonists exclaimed in the hearing of a friend of mine, -- “Where in the mischief, do these fellows get all these books!”  If it would be in any way edifying I would tell them.  Under providence we are indebted to Napoleon, and his “reforming” troops, for many of them.  These soldiers broke up many a Jesuit’s and Inquisitor’s library, in their visit to Italy, Spain, and Naples.  These volumes were sold to these “reforming soldiers;” as plunder, profitable to themselves: and it is probable, moreover, that they had wit enough to discover that any body, even heretics, would make a better use of these volumes than the dull, sleek-headed, fat, contented, ignorant monks of the cells ever could do.  I have in my possession a Latin work 308 years old.  It was written by the bishop of Rochester against Luther, in defence of king Harry VIII. before that prince dashed off the pope’s crown and put it on his own head.  I have another tome of 3000 pages folio, and lately the property of  one of the pope’s “Apostolical Protonotaries;” whose name and coat of arms are blazoned in front of it.  It is a precous body of Jesuitism, -- its laws and doctrines, drawn at full length; -- namely, the works of L. Molina.  … every government of Europe has denounced them as equal to legions of incarnate fiends: and the unrelenting foes of liberty and religion: the desperate enemies of God and man! … Jesuitism has been lately revived with full powers by the popes, with one grand specific object ;  openly avowed here and in Europe, namely, to overrun this republic; put down our republican institutions: establish despotism: and finally, the Romish hierarchy, and the inquisition: and then organize crusades against the Protestant religion!! …


These are some of the reasons why your priest’s have retreated from the field.  The object of the Jesuits is to carry on their work in silence, darkness, and concealment. --  They are  determined secretly to undermine us.  And when they think they have the power, we shall hear of the American gun-powder plot!  Hence our priests hate nothing more than the exposure of their real doctrines, and their real object.  And, hence, fellow citizens of all ranks, you perceive the reason why I must go on; and tear the whole mask off from the face of Jesuitism ; and the whole of the faded purple robe off the old paralytic limbs of “Mother Babylon!”  I have received letters from many parts of the United States; particularly from New England, Virginia, Ohio, Kentucky; and the “far West,” urging me to go on.  These controversial Letters of New York, and Philadelphia, are read with great avidity by, perhaps, four millions of our fellow citizens. …

Page 188


It is a fact, true to a proverb, and proclaimed publicly by the best of the Romish writers, that from the days of Gregory VII., monasteries and nunneries were vast extended sodoms; and the priesthood, in every respect, like the inhabitants of the cities of the plain!  …It is impossible for me to tell the millionth part of the horridly impious doings of these men!  It was even publicly enacted that marriage in a priest was a deadly sin: but he might keep his concubine publicly: and the lordly bishop also might have his concubine publicly: and his Turkish seraglio privately!


Will any priest deny this?  Will any man who has read the pages of history venture out even to question this?  No; it was even enacted publicly and unblushingly by the council of Toledo: and what is more, ratified by Pope Leo of that day.  I appeal to history.  See Binii Concilia. tom. i. p. 737 and 739.  Crabb. Concil. tom. i. p. 449. edit of 1551.  Pithou Corp. Jur. canon. p. 47.   These councils indeed, went so far as to prohibit the holy priests “from keeping more than one concubine!”  Thus, by an ecclesiastical law, sanctioned by a pope, the marriage of a priest was declared a “mortal sin:” but fornication was taught, practiced, and recommended by the priests, bishops, cardinals, and popes!  And what must have been the morals of laymen?  See Canisius, Thes. Tom. ii. p. 111.  Edgar, p. 503.


Suffer me to quote a few morsels from the most authentic Roman authors, in proof of this point?  And I beg to quote them, for the sake of my fellow citizens, who have actually sent, and do still send their daughters to nunneries and Romish seminaries, for education.  I implore them to study the principles and morals of these European Jesuits, who guide their children’s education and morals.  And one word more: remember that the laws and sentiments I quote are yet in full force, believed, taught, and practiced, this day among us, in their colleges and nunneries.  And I challenge all the Jesuits in the land, to detect a false quotation, or disprove aught I shall advance.  Costerus teaches that “a priest sins, if he commit fornication; he sins more heinously if he marries!”  Cardinal Campeggio taught that “a priest who marries, commits a more grevious transgression than if he kept many concubines.”  See Costerus, cap. 15. Campeg. in Sleidan p. 96; and Thuan. Hist. ii. p. 417.  The consequences

p. 189

of these doctrines were horrible.  Your own St. Bernard in the twelfth century, declares to the world, that “bishops and priests committed, in secret, such acts of turpitude as it would be even scandalous to express!”  See Bern. in Con. Rheim, 1728.  And Agrippa, in Bayle, i. tells us of a Romish bishop who boasted on one occasion, of having in his diocese, eleven thousand priests who paid him, each, one guinea, annually, for a papal license to keep a concubine!  Clemangis, your own famous writer, and an honest reprover of your priests’ vices, declares “the adultery, impiety, and obscenity of the priests to be beyond all description!”  “They crowd into houses of ill fame,” says he, “they spend their time in taverns, in eating, gambling, drinking, reveling, and dancing.  These sacerdotal sensualists fought, roared, rioted, and blasphemed God and the saints.  And from the company of infamous women, they would pass to the altar, and the mass!” “To veil a woman in those days, or make a nun of her, was synonomous with prostituting her, -- c’est la prostituer.”  See Clemangis 26, Lenfan. i. 70, and Bruy, Tom. iii. p. 610, 611.  And Mezeray says of the Romish clergy before the Reformation, that they were nearly all fornicators and drunkards.”  “They held their offices in taverns, and spent their money in debaucheries.”  Mez. Hist. de France, Tom. iv. p. 490.  Edgar, p. 511.


The council of Valladolid say of the Spanish priests, that, “prodigal of character and salvation, the clergy led lives of enormity and profligacy in public concubinage.”  See Labb. vol. xix. p. 389, and Binii Concil. vol. viii. p. 957. – Gildas and Fordun have frankly unveiled the Romish priests of England.  Even in “the sixth century the British priests,” says he, “were a confraternity of the filthiest fornicators!”  See Gildas Epist. 23, 38.  Oxford edit. 1691.  And Fordun gives us king Edgar’s description of them in the close of the tenth century.  “The clergy,” said the king to their face, “are lascivious in dress, insolent in manner, and filthy in conversation.  Their time they devote to revels, debaucheries, and abominations; and their abodes are the haunts of harlots!”  So much for his majesty’s opinion of the Romish sanctity!  See Fordun cap. 30, and Bruy ii. 219.  Edgar p. 512.


We have an extraordinary anecdote to illustrate the “holiness” of the Spanish priests in the fifteenth century.  Their revolting impurities awakened the zeal of even popes Paul, Pius, and Gregory!  These issued their bulls against the priestly “seducers.”  These bulls compelled the Inquisition to take the matter up: and the “holy inquisitors” summoned the attendance of all the frail fair ones who had been assailed by these sons of Belial, and of Sodom.  It made a terrible commotion.  Maids and matrons, nobles and peasants, flocked in numbers incredible, to lodge information.  You may form some idea of the extent of “priestly holiness and purity,” from the numbers of the fair informers at the single city of Seville.  All the inquisitors and their officers, with twenty notaries, were employed for thirty days in taking down the depositions.  The number crowdig in, was not a whit abated; they took thirty days more, three several times!  But there was no end to the business!  The patience of even Inquisitors could not get through it.  What was the result?  Just what might have been expected, when the inquiry on such a matter was committed to priests and bishops!    “He that was without the sin,” wished to go on.  But the bench of priests, and bishops, and notaries, was deserted!  “The multitude of fair criminals,” says my author, “ and the jealousy of husbands, and above all, the overwhelming odium thrown upon auricular confession, and the popish priesthood, caused the “holy tribunal” to quash the prosecution, and destroy all the depositions!”  See Gonsal. 185.

p. 190

Lorent.  Hist. of the Inquis. p. 355.  Limborch, Lib. iii. p. 17. and Edgar’s Var. p. 513.


There is one prominent attribute in popery, which marks itself in perfect opposition to Christianity.  The latter, just in proportion to its extent and influence, promotes virtue and purity.  But popery, just in proportion, to its extent, and the influence of the priesthood, promotes the most revolting impurity, and universal pollution!  Behold Rome, and Italy, and Naples, this day; and next to these, Spain and Portugal!  They are one vast temple of Astarte, and Venus!  The land of Sodom and Gomorrah was inhabited by virtuous, decent, and orderly people, compared with the priests and nuns of those lands of popery personified!  “The Lateran palace of the pope,” says Labbeus, XI. p. 881. “which had been a sanctuary of virtue, has been turned into a brothel.”  A council convicted one of the popes, namely, John XII. of fornication, murder, adultery, and incest!  See Labb. XI. p. 882. Thuan. i. 215. and Platina 132.


The council of Lyons, in which was assembled the chief of the bishops and cardinals of the Romish church, converted that city into one great temple of pollution.  M. Paris p. 792. has recorded the speech which Cardinal Hugo had the unblushing impudence to pronounce to the citizens after the council was dissolved.  “Your city,” said the “holy and chaste priest,” contained only three houses of ill-fame, when “the holy Synod” met here.  Now there is only one!  But, that one comprehends the whole city, between the East gate, and the West gate!”  See also Edgar p. 516.  The “Holy council of Constance was attended,” says your own approved writers, “by fifteen hundred infamous females.”  See Labb. Vol. XVI. p. 1435. and Bruy IV. 39.  “These trained bands,” says Edgar, “were the companions of the infallible doctors, who made speeches in defence of popery, and burned the heretics John Huss, and Jerome of Prague.


In the council of Basil, it was publicly avowed, and maintained by argument, by Carlery, your famous champion, that infamous houses were necessary, and proper, and a source of great revenue!  No man will venture to deny this quotation.  Let him see the fact stated in Labbeus, Concil. Vol. XVII. pp. 986. 988. Venice edit. of 1728.  See also Canisius, Thesaur. vol. IV. p. 457. Antwerp edit. 1726.  And every person acquainted with the elements of Romish history, knows that pope Paul III. who convoked the far-famed council of Trent, made no scruples of availing himself of the revenue that could be raised from licensed houses of infamy!  And as 45,000 of these infamous persons were receiving the protection of his “holy” apostolical licenses, his revenue from this source was very great!  See McGavin’s Glasgow Protestant, ch. 15.  These licenses continue under “his Holiness’” care to this day!


But it is not from this revolting sin alone that “Holy Mother” draws her revenues.  She has traded, and does actually trade in all sins.  In the far famed book called “The Taxes of the Apostolical Chancery,” the prices of each class of sin are laid down.  And let no Roman catholic priest, or laymen expose his Jesuitism and ignorance, by denying the existence of this book.  Editions of it were sent out from Rome in 1514: from Cologn in 1515; at Paris in 1520; in 1545; and in 1625.  It is still in the libraries of the curious in Europe.  It has been fully quoted by the “Morning Exercises,” 4to. Edit. of 1675 London.  And your own well known author Claud D’Espense in his comment on Titus, cap. 1. digr. 2. p. 479, makes this mention of it.  “It is a wonder that this filthy index (the Taxa Concellariae) the pope’s tax book, has not been suppressed; there is not a book more to their reproach: in it a price is 
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set to all buyers.”  And finally the Protestant princes at the Reformation, made public mention of it, and inserted it in their statement of the causes why they rejected the council of Trent.


From this authentic tax book, I shall present a specimen of the “holy priest’s” traffic, and his prices of sin.  In papal refinement of sin, the prices are fixed either for sins about to be designedly committed, -- and this is called an Indulgence: or, they are paid for sins past, -- and that is called Absolution.
Extracts from “Taxa Cancellariae Apostolicae,”

or His Holiness’ Tax Book;

Being a list of sins pardoned, and their orthodox prices, in British money.

For a layman killing a layman,
0 7 6 pounds

For killing a father, mother, wife, or sister,
0 10 6

For laying violent hands on a priest, without breaking the skin,
0 10 6

For a priest to marry, no money can buy it, but to keep a concubine, from one guinea to 
0 10 6

To eat meat in Lent (as bad as the murder of a father or a mother,)
0 10 6

For a Queen to adopt a child,
300 0 0

To procure abortion,
0 7 6

For taking a false oath in a criminal case,
0 9 0

For robbing, or burning a house,
0 12 0

For violating a maid,
0 9 0

For incest, with sister or mother,
0 7 6


Behold the imposing claims of sanctity, admirably demonstrated!  And we are not copying the doctrines and practices of the dark ages.  Popery never changes to the better! ….


Every man who has been in Italy, in Spain, in Portugal, in Switzerland, in South America, and Mexico, has seen this inscription on the fronts of the various churches, even to this day, -- “Plenary indulgences sold here,” at such and such prices.  Again – “The bishop of ---- sells indulgences here at” --- such and such low prices.  “An English gentleman,” said my friend Dr. Avery, “was with me at Naples: and on reading the sign over the Indulgences shop, he went in and gravely purchased for a small sum, an indulgence to do any sin for one hundred days!
p. 192


I would  beg those men who think so favorably of modern popery, to read Dr. Moor’s Tour in Europe; and Graham’s Rome in the 19th century.  I refer to Rome as it is, a Tour in Italy, by Miss Morton: she finds and pronounces Italy a large nation of Atheists!  Also Lady Morgan’s Rome in the 19th century.


In South America, the morals of the priests are as bad as they were, and still are, in Spain.  My friend Capt. M----, has seen them “in their robes at the cock-pit, bull baiting, drinking, gambling, and involved in every possible licentiousness publicly and unblushingly, as if there were no sin in any thing they could do!”  And one most atrocious attribute of modern priestcraft is this; --- they sin with men and women, over the whole catalogue of the ten commandments; and then at the close of the crimes, they will solemnly pronounce, on the victims of their seductions, their priestly pardon and absolution for the sins then and there committed!  …

p. 194


I would just observe that the order of the Jesuits, after being put down, and deemed accursed by the Christian world; and expelled from every government in Europe, was revived by pope Pius VII. in 1814. …

p. 195


Their constitution is strictly monarchial.  A general or prince is chosen over them for life: his power is supreme, and universal: to him every member of the Society must submit his sentiments and his will: to his injunctions he must listen, “as if they were uttered by Christ himself.”   “No member can have any opinion of his own: ‘and the Jesuit Society has its prisons independent of the secular authority.’”  See Pascal’s Prov. Letters, p. 15. N. York Edit.  Hence those dungeons and cells, under their chapels, and college buildings, which any one may see, as their buildings go up: and which have been so accurately and publicly noticed by the late veteran Lorenzo Dow, in his appeal to the American public on this matter.


The doctrines taught by these men, in the Romish books, and seminaries, are calculated to give a death blow to civil liberty, as well as to our holy religion.  In the opinions of all the eminent political men, of all the governments of Europe, their sentiments, instilled into their pupils and devotees at confession, were more fatal to the liberties and rights of mankind than even to religion.  This is recorded in the pages of history.  “Jesuitism is a familiar devil who enters the house, crawling in the dust: and ends by commanding with lordly haughtiness!”  This graphic delineation I copy from the late admirable work on Jesuitism, by Mons. De Pradt, the Roman catholic archbishop of Malines.  I beg leave also to draw your attention to the Arret of the Parliament of France, issued in 1762, containing a statement of the reasons for the extirpation of Jesuitism.  These with the pontifical reasons of the pope Ganganelli for his bold measure in dissolving the society, in 1772, exhibit in their true light, this band of conspirators against our civil and religious institutions, --- the curse of our land, as they have been the scourge of all Europe!


The first tenet of their creed exalts the pope to a monarchy, “unlimited by democracy, or by aristocracy.” … With men so reckless of truth, and who, availing themselves of the Jesuit doctrine of mental reservation, say one thing, and believe another, it were needless to reason on this point; and folly to listen to what they say. …  It is a matter of recorded fact, that the pope claims power over the bodies, and souls of all men, Protestants as well as catholics; and over all Protestant, and non-Protestant governments! … 

page 196

In the solemn belief of the pope and every Jesuit, our protestant and venerable chief Magistrate, has no more right to bear the reigns of government, than Harry VIII. or Queen Elizabeth had in England!  The fact is, every protestant prince, every protestant President, subject, and citizen, are annually excommunicated at Rome, and in these United States.  And I assert in the face of the most unblushing Jesuit, and before the American community, that it is a matter of the most notorious evidence, that on every Thursday of passion week, annually, according to the Bull, In caena Domini, our protestant President, and all our protestant magistrates, governors, and every protestant member of our city corporation, are publicly, formally, and solemnly excommunicated, cursed, and sent to hell and perdition, in every Romish chapel in the United States!  But, then, it is pronounced in Latin, and not generally known.  Every priest takes “an oath on the evangels, and the cross” to do this. …


… They [Jesuits] have the same profound oath of secrecy as free masons had.  They are to keep the secret until they gain the ascendancy.  I call on every magistrate of the land, and every protestant fellow citizen, to read the Secreta Monita, or Secret Instructions of the Jesuits (Princeton Edition of 1831).  We are indebted, for this “terrible book” of Jesuits’ [page 197] secrets, to the parliament of Paris.  They passed the act to abolish the Jesuits, in secrecy; and the execution came on the Jesuit college like a thunder stroke.  Their palace was surrounded by troops, and their papers and books, and these “Secret Instructions” were seized before they had heard that the parliament had taken up their cause!


I shall now present you with a specimen of the moral doctrines of your priests.  These correspond, in all points, to their theological tenets.  Aeneas Silvius, afterwards pope Pius ii, says in his Epist. 26: “Nihil est quod,” &c.  There is nothing which the Roman court does not give for money: “it sells the imposition of hands,” (the ordination of priests.  Alas!--- then for the succession!) “it sells the gifts of the Holy Ghost, and the pardon of sins is not given to any but such as are well-monied!”  And, well said a poet of their own, namely, Mantuan, Lib. 3. “All things are saleable at Rome, -- temples, priests, altars, prayers, heaven, -- yea God himself,” in the mass, to wit, -- “are all for sale!” … The greatest, and, in fact, the only unpardonable sin in the Roman church is poverty! If you have only money you can buy the best seat in heaven, and the snuggest joys of all paradise!  If you have no money, you can get nothing, not even a drop of water to cool the tongue!  And what is really inhuman, -- if the priest knows your poverty, [page 198] he has not the bowels of compassion enough to pray you out of purgatory; although by his own testimony, it would cost him only a single word of his mouth!!  This is the first article in the code of his ethics.  The most horridly immoral thing is poverty!  “The poor cannot be comforted!”


“As the Jesuit’s morality is entirely pagan,” says Pascal, Letter V., “nature is a sufficient guide to them.”  And nature does guide them with a vengeance!  The force of this doctrine of probable opinion is wonderful.    If a man be in a dilemma about duty: this, for instance, appears vice; that, again, is virtue: or this, at another time, seems virtue, that, a vice.  To relieve him, he requires no more than “the probable opinion” of some one.  And to comfort him, the opinion of even one grave doctor “will make an opinion probable!”  And be it ever so wrong and immoral, if he only follow the probable opinion, it is saintly purity, it is true virtue!  And what is still more accommodating – should two grave doctors differ on the point, and each of them declare an opinion; why, then, each of “the grave doctors” makes his opinion probable: so that you have a probable opinion on both sides.  And in that case, the way is clear, whatever law or gospel say.  Take either side you please, just as it suits your own views, and interest.  That which you do is virtuous, and altogether right!  Hence the old Jesuit proverb; -- Saepe premente Deo, fert Deus alter opem!  “If one god press hard on us, another god brings us aid!”  That is to say, both sides, namely, the right, and the wrong, are both right, -- just as our interest requires it.  See Pascal, Prov. Lett. V.  And what is very marvellous in ethics, -- if a person following a probable opinion, commits an enormous sin, the priest must absolve him, even though the priest holds an opinion utterly the reverse.  And what is more still, -- if the priest refuses this boon, he is himself guilty of a mortal sin!  this is taught by Saurez, Tom. iv. dist. 32. sect. 5, also by Vasquez, Disput. 62, cap. 7. and by Sanchez, N. 29.  Pascal, Lett. V. p. 79.  For instance, one doctor says, “thou shalt not murder in any case.”  Another grave Jesuit says, “it is just and useful to take off a man, like Henry IV. of France.”  The assassin follows this “probable opinion,” and does murder him.  And the Jesuit priest is bound, under pain of a “mortal sin” to grant absolution to the assassin, and free pardon, and an entrance into heaven: whilie he is conscious that he deserves the pains of hell, and is actually plunging into it!!


Passing by others, I shall quote the very accommodating principle of “directing the intention.”  By this simple expedient, the Jesuit school can convert an immoral, and even an atrocious deed, into what is commendable.  For instance, a man may fight a duel, and kill a man; providing he direct his intention simply to retrieve his honor.  He fights not with the intention to kill, but to do a service to himself.  In like manner, a man may kill a witness whose testimony may ruin him.  To take away the immorality of this action, he has only to intend his own good, and not intend to murder even while he kills!  Ths has been taught by Reginaldus, in Praxi, v. 21, sect. 62, by Lessius De Just. Lib. ii. cap. 9, by Escobar, Tr. 5, Ex.  See many more revolting instances in Pascal, Lett. VII.


I shall close with a few quotations illustrating other branches of practical morality.  “A man,” says one of your most respectable moralists, “who makes a contract of marriage, is dispensed, by any  motive, from accomplishing his promise.”  Sanchez Oper. Mor. Decal. pars. 2, Lit. 3.  Again, -- “A man may begin his testimony with, I swear; he can add this mental restriction, to day, in a whisper he may repeat, I say; and then resume his former tone, -- I did not do it!”  See Filiucius, Quest. Mor. vol. ii. No. 328.  [page 199] Again. “no witness is bound to declare the truth, before a lawful judge if his deposition will injure him, or his posterity.”  Taberna vol. ii. cap. 31, p. 288.  “A priest may equivocate before a secular judge; -- because such a judge is not a lawful competent authority to receive the testimony of an ecclesiastic!”  See Tambur. Lib. 3, p. 27.  Again, “the rebellion of Roman priests is not treason, because they are not subject to the civil government.”  See Emman. Sa, Aphor. p. 41.  And, fellow citizens, hear the words of the Romish favorite Bellarmine, De Rom. Pon. in Lib. v. cap. 6, p. 1094. “The spiritual power must rule the temporal by all sort of means, and all expedients, when necessary.  Christians,” that means with them R. Catholics, “should not tolerate a heretic king!”  Now, every Jesuit priest in the land, believes and acts on this, when he has the power.  …


Again, “a man condemned by the pope may be killed wherever he is found.”  See La Croix, vol. i. p. 594.  Again: “it is not a mortal sin to steal that from a man which he would have given, if asked for it.  It is not theft to take any thing from a father, or a husband, if the value be not considerable.”  See Emmanuel Sa, Aper, under the word furtum, theft.  Once more, “a child who serves his father, may secretly purloin as much as his father would have given a stranger for his compensation.”  See this in Escobar, Mor. Theol. Vol. iv. lib. 34, p. 348.  And again, -- “Servants may secretly steal from their masters as much as they judge their labor is worth, more than the wages they receive.”  See this in Cardenas, Crisis, Theol. Diss. 23, cap. 2, p. 474.  And Ludovicus Molina thus teaches, that if “a man or woman servant (hired persons) have not a sufficient support, or what is usual and necessary, he or she may secretly take, and use out of their master’s goods, what is fit: they are not to be blamed for doing so,-- providing they first asked him for leave so to do, and he refuse it.  See Mol. De Just. et Jure: Tom. ii. p. 1150, Ment Edit. of 1614.

page 262

Yes, Fathers, we possess copies of these questions, in Latin, French, and Spanish, [page 263] which these priestly libertines are permitted, by you, to put to young females, and married women, in our land, weekly, and daily!  Were I to set them down in English before my readers they would be horror stricken!  Yet, the reciting and teaching these most obscene questions, in the ears of wives and maidens, forms a part of your religion!  The reciting of these corrupting and loathsome questions forms a part of the daily instructions given to Protestant young ladies, in the nunnery-seminaries of your church!


In the name of the Most Holy One, I call on you, Reverend Fathers, to put a stop to this pollution!  I implore you to banish the shocking abominations from the confessional and from the land!  Can it be wondered at that in Europe, monasteries and nunneries have been, even to a proverb, denounced as so many Sodoms and Gomorrahs!  The most, if not all of you, are foreigners: and you, therefore, have had the best opportunities of knowing this to be a fact beyond denial!  You know what I mean!  I appeal to the Memoirs of Scipio De Ricci, now before the public!


… The order of Jesuits, you know, has been revived especially for the purpose of overrunning this heretical government and republic! …

[page 293]


… The Roman catholic church has formally condemned the essential, and holiest doctrines of the gospel.  In addition to those formerly specified, I add the following from Tom. i. Indicis Librorum expurgandorum, &c.  Of the index of Books expurgated, by Jo. Mariam Brans. Master of the sacred apostolic palace; Rome, 1607.   Under the title “Biblia Rob. Stephani,” we find the following: “From the Index of these Bibles, on the books of the Old and New Testament, let there be blotted out the following propositions as suspected of heresy: viz: --

1.  Sins are remitted to the believer in Christ.

2.  The believer in Christ shall never die eternally.

3.  The Holy Spirit is received by faith.

4.  Our hearts are purified by faith.

5.  God prohibits images to be made that we may adore them; and bow ourselves down before them.

6.  There is no righteousness in us.  Rom. vii. 18.

7.  We are justified by faith in Christ.

8.  Christ is our righteousness.

9.  There is no justifying righteousness from the works of the law.

10. There is none just before God.

11. Believers are about to enter into their rest.

12. We are not set free (from sin) on account of our works.

13. God desires, or wills, all men to repent.

14. Repentance is the gift of God.

15. The word of God alone is to be obeyed.

16. That each man may have his own wife.”

[page 297]


Reverend Fathers: -- In pursuing this subject I beg leave to observe, -- Sixth: -- That your doctrine of intention, carried out in its legitimate tendency, must ruin your system of popery, in the judgment of every man who puts himself to the trouble of thinking, for a moment, on the subject.  Your church holds this doctrine: -- “that the efficacy of the grace, conveyed by every one of the sacraments, depends upon the intention of your officiating priest.”  If this intention be awanting on the part of the priest or bishop, then is the sacrifice without grace, without efficacy; null, and void!  That is to say, -- unless the priest officiating, has an intention in his soul, conscience, and heart, to do that thing which “the church” intends that he should do; -- unless he intends in his soul and conscience, to make that sacrament, and the thing in the sacrament, to be just that thing which the church intends it to be – then there is no grace, nor efficacy in the sacrament.


Now, that this doctrine is an essential article of your creed, is evident from the extract at the head of this letter.  Council fo Trent, Sess. 7. Canon 11, -- “Si quis &c.” If any one shall say that the intention is not required of the ministers, when they make, and administer the sacraments, let him be accursed!”  From your standard book, -- “The abridgement of the Christian doctrine,” I copy the following: [page 298] “Is the intention of the minister to do that which Christ ordained, a condition, without which the sacraments subsist not?  Ans.  It is; as also the intention of the receiver, to receive what Christ ordained, &c.”  In all the sacraments, every adult receiver must have the intention, as well as the priest: otherwise the sacrament is null, and void!  Doyle’s Edition, 1833, p. 76.


… This essential doctrine of intention, established by the decrees of the pope, and the Trent Council, renders every thing utterly uncertain in your church. …


And even some of your leading doctors have had the confession wrung from their lips.  They felt the appalling confusion into which this doctrine throws your system.  “Nullus celebrans potest evidenter scire &c.”  “No priest,” says one of them, “who celebrates, can know, evidently, whether he be baptized, or lawfully ordained.”  See Gab. Biel., in Epit. Can. Missae.  And Belarmine, while laboring to overturn another doctrine in his way, unwittingly is constrained to speak the truth, in the following extraordinary confession: -- “No man can be certain, by the certainty of faith, that he does receive a true sacrament; because it depends on the intention of the minister; and no one can see another man’s intention.  …”  Bell. Lib. Just. cap. 8.


…And hence this question, and atrocious doctrine put forth in your “Abridgement of Christian doctrines,” p. 109.   “Whither go infants that die without baptism? Ans.  To that part of Hell, where they suffer the pains of loss, but not the punishment of sense; and shall never see the face of God.”


But, by the doctrine of intention, no person in the Roman church can know that he is baptized.  For he does not know, certainly, that the priest who baptized him was himself baptized: he knows not, certainly, that the bishop had “the intention” to ordain that priest, when he was apparently ordained.  Hence, there is a double chance against his being a priest at all!  And, finally, he does not know whether the [page 299] priest, who baptized him apparently, had the intention to do it!  Hence, no member of the Roman church can possibly have either a certainty of his baptism, or any sold faith of being saved!

[page 321]


… I refer to the statements of Cardinal Ambrosius of Canadoli, who, in visiting his diocese, “could not find even the traces of common decency in the various convents.” …


“We saw a man at Tivoli,” says a modern traveller, “who had stabbed his brother, who died in an hour, in agonies.  The murderer went to Rome, purchased his pardon from the church, and received a written protection from a cardinal: in consequence of which he was walking about, unconcernedly, a second Cain, whose life was sacred.”  Graham’s Three Month’s Residence &c. p. 34.  “Those who have interest with the pope, may obtain an absolution in full, from his Holiness, for all the sins they have ever committed, or may choose to commit.”  “I have seen one of these edifying documents,” continues the traveller, “issued by the present pope, to a friend of mine.”  Rome in the 19th century, vol. ii. p. 271.

[page 325]


… Jesuitism was revived by Pope Pius vii. in 1814 …


1st.  I shall quote a few specimens of their avowed moral tenets, in addition to what has been formerly quoted by us.


“They do not falsify, who to replace a lost title of heirship, forge another.”  Sa, Aphor. p. 150. – “If any one promised, or contracted, without intention to promise; and is called, upon oath, to answer, he may simply answer, No.  And he may swear to this denial, by secretly understanding that he did sincerely promise; or that he did promise without any intention to acknowledge it.”  Suarez Ju. Precept Lib. 3. cap. 9. p. 473.  “A person may take an oath that he has not done such a thing, though he has, in fact, done it, by saying to himself, it was not done on a certain day; or, before he was born, &c.” – Sanchez, Oper. Moral precept. Decal. pars. 2; Lib. 3. cap. 6. No. 13 – “He who is not bound to tell the truth before swearing, is not bound by his oath; provided he makes the internal restriction that excludes the present case.”  Charli, Prop. 6. p. 8.  “A priest is not bound to declare the truth before a lawful judge; for a priest cannot be forced to testify before a secular judge.”  Taberna, vol. ii. p. 288.  “The rebellion of a priest is not treason, for Catholic priests are not subject to civil government.”  Em. Sa. Aphor. p. 41.  And here is the sentiment of Bellarmine, which every priest in the United States is solemnly sworn on the cross, to believe, and to carry into practice, whenever it is practicable, “on pain of damnation,” – “The spiritual power must rule the temporal by all sorts of means, and expedients that may seem necessary.”  “The pope – potest mutare regna &c. can change kingdoms; can take away power from one prince, and give it to another, in his character as chief spiritual Prince.”  “The pope cannot, as pope, enact and annul laws, ordinarily, as if he were a political prince: he can enact civil laws and confirm them, or abolish them, if such be necessary to the salvation of souls, [p. 326] and kings be unwilling to enact them.”  “The civil power is subject to the spiritual; potestas civilas subjecta est potestati spirituali; therefore, the spiritual prince, the pope can rule over temporal princes, and magistrates.  In every case, must the spiritual, which is the superior, bear rule over the temporal, which is inferior.”  See Bell. De Pontif. Lib. v. cap. 6,7. pp. 1094, 1095 of my copy.  I beg to give a few more specimens.


“The pope can annul, and cancel every possible obligation arising from an oath.”  Lessius, Lib. ii. cap. 42. p. 632.  “A man condemned by the pope,” – (such as a Jew, a Protestant, a deist,) “may be killed wherever he is found.”  La Croix, vol. i. p. 294.  “A child may steal from his father, as much as the father would have given to a stranger, for compensation.”  Escobar, Theol. Moral. vol. iv. p. 348.  “Servants may steal from their masters as much as they judge their labor worth, more than the wages they receive.”  Cardenas, Cris. Theol. Diss. 23. cap. 2. p. 474.  And Lud. Molina, vol. ii. p. 1150. (My copy is the Mentz Edit. of 1614.)  “It is lawful to kill an accuser, whose testimony may jeapord your life or honor.”  Escobar, Theol. Moral. vol. iv. p. 274.  “Licet procurare abortum, ne puella gravida infametur.” &c.  Marin. Theol., vol. iii. p. 428.  This I must not translate.  [It is permissible to perform an abortion in order not to put a woman seriously to shame. -- DP]   “If a man become a nuisance to society, the son may lawfully kill his father.”  Dicastillo, Lib. ii. p. 290.  Such is a mere gleaning of their atrocious tenets.  And in the reducing of them to practice they are most faithful in every element of their treachery!  The history of all the governments of Europe, who have all in their turns, expelled them, testify to this!   And the faithful historian of future America, if ever, by the wrath of God, they gain the ascendancy here, will bear an appalling testimony to the same melancholy truths; in the tears, and assassinations, and massacres of our children’s children!


… A friend of mine was present one day, when a Roman catholic, in New York, boasted that he had voted at three different poles: and took the oath three times, that he was a citizen, and had resided the requisite time in each of the three wards, at once:  “I caught them,” said the Jesuit, “thus: I put my thumb across the holy sign of the cross, on the book: and kissed my thumb!  And that you know, is no oath at all, -- at all!” This, as observers see, is no uncommon thing with our Romans, in our civil, and criminal courts!


2d. “Keep no faith with heretics,” is a regular dogma, and a solemn doctrine of the Roman catholic church.


The denial of this has, lately, been reported by a venerable citizen in Philadelphia. …


He has appealed, it is true, to the answers of the famous foreign Universities, to the questions proposed by the late Mr. Pitt.  These grave societies, combining all the learning, and honor of the Romish world, really affect to start with horror at the bare [p. 327] suspicion of their Holy Mother ever having held, or taught that “no faith must be kept with heretics!”  They all flatly and solemnly deny that their church ever held it, or ever taught it.  And they even lay these denials before the British government!


Here, again, Mr. C. betrays his painful ignorance of the manners and besetting sin of all Roman ecclesiastics: I do not say lay gentlemen, but of priests, under whose Jesuitism these Universities are sordidly enchained.  …


Now I shall go directly to the decretals and the pope’s bureau, and to historical documents. …


Gregory VII. in a council at Rome, declares, “We, following the statutes of our predecessors, do, by our apostolic authority, absolve all those from their oath of fidelity, who are bound to excommunicated persons, either by duty or oath; and we unloose them from every tie of obedience, till the excommunicated persons have made proper satisfaction.”  Decret. 2 part. Caus. 15. quest. 6.


Urban II. teaches the same doctrine.  “You are to discharge the soldiers,” says he, “who have sworn fidelity to Count Hugo, from paying any obedience while he is excommunicated: for they are not obliged to keep that fidelity inviolate, whch they have sworn to a Christian prince, who opposes God, and his saints, and despises their precepts.”  -- Ibid.


Gregory IX. has laid down the general principle with the utomost care and precision.  “Be it known to all who are under the dominion of heretics, that they are set free from every tie of fidelity and duty to them; all oaths or solemn agreement to the contrary notwithstanding.”  Decret. Greg. Lib. 5. tit. 7.


Clement XI. being enraged at the treaty of Alt-Rhastat, says in his Brief to the emperor Charles VI., “We denounce to you, and, by the authority given us, by the Most Almighty God, do declare the covenants of that treaty, &c. &c. to be, de jure, null and void, invalid, unjust, reprobated, &c.; that no person is bound to the observation of them, or any of them, although the same have been repeatedly ratified, or secured by an oath; and they neither could nor ought to have been, nor can nor ought to be, observed by any person whatsoever,” &c.


Here are a few more gleanings from the papal decretals.—Martin V. in his epistle to the Duke of Lithuania says, -- “Be assured thou sinnest mortally, if thou keep thy faith with heretics.”  St. Thomas Aquinas is of the same opinion, “that a catholic might deliver over an untractable heretic to the judges, although he had solemnly pledged his faith to him; and even confirmed it by the solemnity of an oath.”  Bruce’s Free Thoughts, &c. p. 119.


Bonacino says, “Contracts made against the canon law, are invalid, even though confirmed by an oath; and a man is not bound to stand by his promise, even though he had sworn it.”  Pope Pius V. taught the emperor, and exhorted him,--“Nec fidem, &c.  That no faith, nor oaths were to be kept with an infidel.”  Pope Innocent VIII. in his edict against the Waldenses, in A.D.1487, declared, as the vicar of [page 328] God, that—“all those persons who had been bound by any contract whatever, to grant, or pay any thing to them, should not be under any manner of obligation, to do so, for the time to come.”


And, Fathers, what pope, and general council openly avouched that no faith must be kept with heretics?  Innocent IV., and the council of Lyons, when they deposed the emperor Frederick II., and absolved his subjects from their oath of allegiance to their lawful prince!  Who avouched that no faith must be kept with heretics?  That pope who absolved the subjects of king John from their lawful oath of allegiance!  Who avowed that no faith must be kept with heretics?  Pope Pius V. who doomed Elizabeth, and set her subjects free from their oath to their lawful sovereign!  Who was guilty of that doctrine of devils that no faith is to be kept with Jews, Turks, or heretics?  That ghostly villain, pope Clement VII., who dispensed with the coronation oath of the king of Spain, the emperor Charles V., in the year 1524; and compelled that prince in the face of the world, to break his faith pledged by oath, to protect the Moors; and thence to turn that whole race, in Spain, over to the infernal Inquisition!  See the Spanish Hist. of this period: and Geddes’ Works on popery, vol. i. p. 36, 39.


And to suit the orthodoxy of those who judge a council superior to the pope, I beg leave to say that this dogma has been settled by the decree, and by the practice, of a general council of your church.  The council of Constance, in 1414, did solemnly decree that “no faith shall be kept with heretics.”  Here are their words: --“The person who has given them the safe conduct to come thither, shall not, in this case, be obliged to keep his promise, by whatever tie he may have been engaged, when he has done all that has been in his power to do.”


…


I conclude the specimens of Treachery with the following extracts from “The oath of secrecy devised by the Roman clergy, as it remains on record in Paris, among the [page 329] society of Jesuits.”  It is copied from a collection of papers by Archbishop Usher.  It exhibits to American citizens, the secret oath, by which all Jesuits are bound to the pope, and their foreign superiors.  I beg the attention of every Christian, and patriot in the land, to this document.


Secret Oath – “In the presence of Almighty God, and of all the saints, to you, my ghostly father, I do declare that his holiness, pope --------, is Christ’s vicar-general, and the only head of the universal church, throughout the earth; and that by virtue of the keys given him by my Savior, Jesus Christ, he hath power to depose heretical kings, princes, states, commonwealths, and governments; all being illegal, without his sacred confirmation; and that they may safely be destroyed.  Therefore I, to the utmost of my power, shall and will defend this doctrine, and his holiness’ rights and customs against all usurpers,” &c.


“I do renounce and disown any allegiance as due to any heretical king, prince, state, named Protestants, or obedience to any of their inferior magistrates, or officers.”


“I do further promise and declare that notwithstanding I am dispensed with, to assume any religion heretical, for the propogation of the Mother church’s interest, -- to  keep secret and private all her agent’s counsels,” &c.


“All which I, A. B. do swear by the blessed Trinity, and the blessed sacrament, which I am, now, to receive.  And I call all the heavenly and glorious hosts above, to witness these my real intentions, to keep this my oath.  In testimony hereof, I take this most blessed sacrament of the eucharist, and set to my hand, and seal.” …

[page 339]

The number of the victims of the Inquisition will never be known, until the day of [page 340] final retribution.  Various have been the numbers set down.  “Authors of undoubted credit,” says Jones,--“have affirmed, and without any exaggeration, that millions of persons have been ruined by this horrible court.  Moors were banished from Spain, a million at a time!  From six to eight hundred thousand Jews were driven away from it, at once; and all their property seized.” Jones’ Ch. Hist. ii. p. 98.


In Spain alone, the numbers who suffered in the extreme, are thus set down by Lorente in his late history of the Spanish Inquisition; Paris Edit. 1818. Tom. iv. p. 271.


“It is the Inquisition which has ruled in Spain,” says he, “from the year 1481, to the present day, of which I undertake to write a history.”  Tom. i. p. 140.


Recapitulation of all the victims condemned and burnt … 33,912


Burned in effigy, … 15,695


Place in a state of penance with rigorous punishments, … 291,450


Total … 341,057

This number fixed on by this unusually accurate historian, is far below the truth.  It is generally admitted that under the first Inquisitor of Spain alone, namely, Torquemada, no less than 100,000 human beings suffered: under the above three classes, that is, they were burned; or they perished on the rack, or by it; or in exile; and perpetual confinement!

[page 347]

There perished under pope Julian 200,000 christians: and by the French massacre, on a moderate calculation, in 3 months, 100,000.  Of the Waldenses there perished 150,000; of the  Albigenses 150,000.  There perished by the Jesuits in 30 years only, 900,000.  The Duke of Alva destroyed by the common hangman alone, 36,000 persons; the amount murdered by him is set down, by Grotius, at 100,000!  There perished [page 348] by the fire, and tortures of the Inquisition in Spain, Italy, and France, 150,000.  This does not include the exiled, those confined for life: and those who died in consequence of hard usage, after they had escaped.  In the Irish massacres, in which were displayed all the horrid arts, and tortures of the Spanish Inquisition, there perished 150,000 Protestants!  Besides those who were burned in bloody Queen Mary’s time, or who died on the scaffold,--22,000 were driven into exile, after losing their all.

[Here Brownlee gives his figure of 68,500,000 killed by the Papacy.]

[page351]

[The following material was scanned in, and corrected, and all italics are omitted. – DP]

APPENDIX.

I. ON THE COMPARATIVE NUMBER OF ROMAN CATHOLICS.

First. In arriving at our conclusion on "the minority" of the Romish church, we should deduct from its numbers those who avowed infidelity; and.treated Popery with ridicule. Here is one great deduction; say one-fourth ?

Second. Deduct the Christians, of various names, who held the doctrines of the Waldenses, and were nominally papists. This class was immensely numerous.

" These Waldenses," says Rainerus,-" were in nearly every country ." " They are multiplied through all lands," says Sanderus. " They have infested a thousand cities," says Caesarius. " They spread their contagion through almost the whole Latin world," says Ciaconius. "Scarcely any region remained free and untainted from this pestilence," says Gretzen. And Poplinar says " they have spread not only through France, but nearly all the European coasts: and appeared in Gaul, Spain, England, Scotland, Italy, Germany, Bohemia, Saxony, Poland, and Lithuania." " Their numbers in those places," says Benedict, " were prodigious," " invaluerunt, they prevailed," or exceeded in numbers. Says Newburgh,-"they became like the sand of the sea; without number; multiplicati esse, super numerum arenae videantur." See Labbeus; vol. xiii. p. 285, Newburgh; ii. p.13, Edgar, p. 54. "Their number was prodigious in Sarmatia, Constantinople, Philadelphia, and Bulgaria." See Mathew Paris, 306.

And many of these were no mean men. Those who favored the Waldenses, were found in all ranks of society, from kings to peasants. Hence the singular circumstance which occured at the 'battle of Muret, so fatal to the pious Albigenses. Among the slain was found, after the battle, a knight in black armor. On examination it was found to be Peter, the king of Arragon,-that very monarch who had negotiated between the pope's legate, and Beziers. Near him lay one of his royal sons, with many nobles, and gentry, and vassals,-"who while ostensibly supporting the Romish church, had, in disguise, been assisting the Albigenses !" Jones' Hist. vol. ii. p. 133.

During these ages, may we not deduct from the Roman catholic ranks one-half  more in Europe ? The above surely would authorise something like this.

Third. We deduct the Albigenses and Waldenses; the Bohemian brethren, Lollards, and all classes of primitive christians in the churches of England, Wales, Scotland, Spain, and Ireland, who were in a pure, and flourishing state before the emissaries of Rome overran them. What vast numbers of pure christian churches flourished in Scotland, Spain, and Ireland, before the Romans introduced popery among them!

Besides, the number of the Waldenses who lived in a body. was prodigious, in addition to those, who were scattered over the bosom of the popish churches. The diocese of Passau alone contained 80,000 of them. And Daniel, vol, iii. p. 510, says that they " had covered with their errors, all Languedoc, both nobles, and populace !" " There," says Bernard, Epist. 40.-" the Roman temples were left without people, the people  without pastors, and the pastors without respect." And we may form some idea of the number of these people in the Vallies, from their sending an army to defend themselves, of 100,000 young men! And also from the French
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sending 300,000 men against them. The Pope sent Crusades against them as he did against the Saracens of the East. And for nearly 200 years these christians defended themselves; and set the violence of their enemies at defiance. "They injured the church in the West," says a Romish author,-" as much as the Infidels in the East." And " at one time, they had nearly overwhelmed the holy warriors of the cross, and had hoped to establish heresy on the ruins of Romanism!" From this we may form some idea of their immense numbers !

I wish we had accurate data to show the proportions existing between them, and the Romanists. How erroneous must be our conception of the numbers then opposed to the Roman catholics, from the modern statistics of Malte Brun !

Fourth. Next deduct the whole Greek church which opposed the Romish church.  These christians covered the modern Russian dominions in Europe and Asia: they covered European and Asiatic Turkey,-which is now Mohammedan ! They took in Greece proper, and all  her thousand isles. .They extended over Syria, Mesopotamia, Asia Minor, Palestine, Georgia, and Mingrelia. From one fact stated in one of my letters, we may form some idea of the number of christians in this church.  The patriarch of Constantinople governed, in the eleventh century, 65 metropolitans, and upwards of 600 bishops. And these bishops must have had many hundreds, if not thousands of officiating priests under them. Some bishops of Europe have had 11,000 priests under their ghostly care.

Fifth.. The Nestorians were another immense class of christians. These extended their dense population over Asiatic Turkey, Arabia, Persia, Tartary, India, China, Cosmas, as quoted by Montfaucon and Edgar, says, that " in the sixth century their churches and people were infinite,-unnumbered." The writer Vitricius Tom. i. p.76, states that there was " a numerical superiority of the Nestorians and the Jacobins (named from St. James the Apostle) over the Greek and Latin churches !"  Canisius quotes for his authority, an old writer, stating the same calculation. Polo, who had spent seventeen years in Tartary, and was in the employ of the Cham speaks of their immense numbers, scattered over Tartary, China, and the empire of  the Moguls. M. Paris, Godeau, and Thomassin attest "their diffusion through India, Persia, and Tartary," and add that " their multiplication in the North, and East, was nearly to infinity :"-"Ils s'y multiplierent presque a l'infini. &c."

Sixth. The class of christians called Monophysians were " spread over more than forty kingdoms." Then the Abyssinian Christians " boasted a Christian empire and establishment." The myriads of these have never been estimated. Ancient writers speak of christians there as innumerable. Seventh, there are the myriads of the Armenian churches of the East. Besides the country which gives them their name, they were spread over Cappadocia, Cilicia, Syria, Persia, the isles of the Mediterranean, India, Turkey, Poland, Transylvania, Russia, Hungary. At Julfa alone, near Ispahan, there were 30,000 of these Christians; 20,000 of their families, or about 120,000 persons, resided in the province of Guilam. These facts are stated by Chardin, in his Travels. Forty thousand families, or 240,000 individuals of them, reside in India, engaged in the inland trade: and 200,000 at Constantinople, and on the Bosphorus. Chardin, vol. ii. 97. The Armenian Patriarch at

Antioch, has under him 14 metropolitans, and a thousand bishops !

Eighth. The Syrian churches have counted immense numbers, They had occupied western India, with their prodigious host of members, for more than 1200 years before they had ever heard of the name of the pope; or the Romish church.  With the visit of Vasco di Gama, "the infernal spirit of popery and persecution invaded that apostolical church." Godeau reckons their population in Cumorin, Contan, Malabar, at 70,000 persons. But, the historian adds, " their numbers toward the West and North, and Cochin, are much greater."

Then, there were the Egyptians, whose See was at Alexandria. Who has ever numbered the christians there; and all along the Southern shores of the Mediterranean, even the prodigious numbers of African christians which flourished from the infancy of popery; and boasted of such men as St. Augustine, and St. Cyprian !

I repeat the words of Edgar, whose testimony I prefer to Malte Brun, or any
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modern papist, who has not entered into the estimates of the comparative numbers in ancient times; nor examined the statements of these fathers, and travellers, now quoted by us : " The European, the Asian, and African denominations that dissented from popery were four times more numerous than the partizans of Romanism, when, prior to the Reformation, the papacy shone in all its glory. Popery, instead of universality, which is its vain boast, was never embraced by more than a fifth part of Christendom." Variations of Popery, p. 67, Dublin edition.

II. TAXAE CANCELLARIAE APOSTOLICAE; ET TAXAE SACRAE PENITENTIARIAE,

THE POPE'S BANK; OR CHANCERY TAX BOOK.

I have before me, these TAXAE in two different editions: First, Taxae, from the archives of the " Roman Chancery," in the British Museum, Nos. 1650, 1651, 1652.  The money is marked in Grossi; it is in the original Latin.

Second :- An edition in the original Latin, with a French translation ; having the text as copied and corrected by Antoine Du Pinet, Lord of Noroy, in Franchecomte. Rivet drew the exact copy of his edition from the Paris edition of the Chancery Book, of A. D. 1520. Voetius also exhibits the ancient editions: and Bayle, in his Dict. Article BANCK. Claud D'Espence, a popish doctor mentions " Les Taxes De la chancellarie apostolique ;" as a book well known in his day; and holds it up to odium; see his Digr. ii. ad Epist. ad Titum. cap. 1. There were three editions of the Taxae at Paris; one is dated 1523; two, at Cologn, one, dated in 1532 ; two at Venice; one at Wirtembergh, dated 1538. The copy from which I take my extracts, is printed from that of Pinet, of 1564. It bears date of 1744. Several editions were published by Protestant doctors in the 17th century: they were carefully printed from the early Roman catholic editions. No literary man now denies the authority of this genuine Romish work. I refer to the edition now before me, and the statements of Dr. Drelincourt, and Mons. Bayle, in,defence of its authenticity. The following I offer as a specimen, in addition to what I have given; the pages marked, are of the edition of Pinet, which I use.

" Absolutio, &c. Absolution, in form, for a dying person, the tax is, 14 carlins."  See p. 73. " Absolution for a confraternity, or a Societas, 50 carl."-p. 74. Absolution of a priest for celebrating a clandestine marriage, 7 carl."-p. 88. " Absolution of a priest for keeping a concubine, and a dispensation for his irregularities, &c., 7 carlins."-p. 89. " Absolution of a layman for keeping a concubine, 8 carlins." p. 89. [It is one carlin more wicked in him, than in a " holy priest !"]

" Absolutio pro eo qui matrem, sorrorem, aut aliam consanguinem, aut comma. trem, carnaliter cognovit, taxatur ad 5 carlinos." p. 89. " Absolutio pro eo qui virginem defloravit, 6 carl." p. 89. " For forging apostolical dispensations, 17 carlins." p.94. " For simony, 6 carl." p.90. " A layman killing any ecclesiastic less than a bishop, provided he present himself at the apostolical seat, is taxed at 7, or 8, carlins." p.94. " For a layman killing a layman, 5 carl." p. 96.

From Titulo XX. I copy the following. " Absolution for him who has killed his father, his mother, his brother, sister, wife, or other relative, tax is 5 carlins;  provided he be a layman: If any of them be of clerical rank, he must, besides that fine visit the apostolical seat." p. 97, 98. In Titulo XXI., entitled Additions of absolutions, this crime is taxed at "1 ducat, 5 carlins." p. 102. "For striking one's wife and causing a miscarriage, 8 carlins. " p. 98. " For a woman to use poisons to cause abortion, tax, 5 carlins." p.99. In Titulo XXI., p. 103, the female doing this, " is taxed 1 ducat, 6 carlins." " For pushing onesel into holy orders without the bishop's license, tax, 2 ducats." p. 102. " For a priest who strikes another priest after mass, 3 ducats." p. 103. " But if he beat him before he celebrated the mass, the tax is 2 ducats." p.103. [In the first case, the wafer god is in him; in the last it is not !]

" Absolution and permission to bury a suicide in holy ground, 1 ducat, 9 carlins."  p. 104. " For a priest entering holy orders by simony, 4 ducats, 4 carlins." p. 105.

 
" For an abbot or bishop killing a man, his tax is 50 tournois, 12 ducats, 6 carlins." p. 123. " For killing a bishop, or abbot, or any superior prelate, the tax is 36 tournois, 9 ducats." p. 136. These are among "the additional taxes." 
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In Titulo XXXII. and XXXIII. I find the following: " Absolution for a man killing a wife, the same as killing a father, or mother, 4 tournois, 1 ducat, 8 

carlins." p. 139. ., Dispensation to the man who has killed his wife, to marry another wife,

the tax is 8 tournois, 2 ducats, 9 carlins." p. 139. " For killing an infant, 4 tour. 1

duc. 9 carl." p. 139.  

"Absolution for theft, sacrilege, burning houses, rapine, perjury, 36 tour. 9 duc." p. 145. " Absolution of a priest for the most licentious deeds, 36 tour., 3 ducats." p.154. "Absolution and dispensation for a priest keeping a concubine, 2l tour. 5 duc., 6 carlins." " Absolution of a Nun for fornication, 36 tourn., 5 ducats.' p. 155.  " Absolution of an adulterer, 4 tourn." "Absolution of a layman for any act of uncleanness, 6 tourn. 2 ducats." p. 156.

" Absolution for incest with a sister, a mother, or any near relative, 4 tourn." p.156.  "Absolution for one guilty of adultery, and incest, 6 tourn." p. 157. " Absolutio De Bestialitate, e Sodomia, 90 tourn. 12 ducats, 6 carlins." p. 158.

This is a specimen of the Pope's Chancery Book, which was ordered by papal authority, to be denied, and held up by all priests, ''as a wicked forgery of the Protestants." But editions still exist in Europe, that were printed in 1520. Of course it could not have been invented by them. Besides, as we have hinted already, Romish doctors of more pure morals, have declaimed against it, as a regular, authorized book. And it is an historical fact that this denial was not given out, until it  was discovered by the papists, that the book had fallen into the Protestants' hands! But, why deny the Book of tariff, when every one who goes to confession does pay: and every friend of souls in purgatory must pay for masses to bring them out!

I beg leave to add one curious quotation. At the end of the chapter of " Absolutions to marry within a certain degree," and "in case of divorces," it is added,-" Note well: graces and dispensations of this kind, are not conceded to the poor : because they have no means; therefore they cannot be comforted!" See folio XXIII., Edit. 1520: and p. 208. Edit. of 1625: also Folio 130, Edit. of 1545: and p. 19 of the Edit. which I use.

In reference to the money set down here, I shall copy these explanations. A Tournois weighed 2 Deniers, 7 grains: there were 58 in a marc. A Ducat, a gold coin, valued, it is supposed, at cent dix sols. A Carlin is the same as the Gros. It is a small silver coin, valued at 7 sols, in France.

In fine it appears, that in each country, the priests adapted the tax to the current money of the realm; and to the poorer, or richer circumstances of the knaves who applied for relief, and a good bargain in this popish "traffic of human souls."-See Revel; xviii. 13.

III. GROSS IMPURITY ENJOINED BY POPES AND COUNCILS.

In the Decretals of Gratian. Dist. 39, we have the following canon from the council of Toledo :-" Qui non habet uxorem, loco illius concubinam habere debet. He who has not a wife ought in the place of one, to have a concubine."

In the 17th canon of that council it was enacted,-" Christiano habere licitum est unam tantum aut uxorem, aut certe loco uxoris concubinam. It is lawful for a christian to have only one wife; or certainly in the place of a wife, a concubine." Pithou Corpus Jur. canon, p. 47, Paris Edit. 1687.  Binius, Concil.  Tom. i. p. 737, 739, 740, states the same; and adds that the canons of this council were confirmed by Pope Leo. Edgar's Var. of Popery, p.503. This permission says Gianon, extends to the clergy and laity; Hist.of Naples, XI. 7.

IV. INDEX EXPURGATORIUS.

The best definition of the use of the Index, is giveu by a Spanish Roman catho1ic in the Lond. Cath. Magaz. of 1832, p. 50.  Says Mr. Fejada,-" The Indexes Expurgatory are employed in those kingdoms altogether catholic; and in which there is no liberty in worship or of printing permitted'." He should have added,-where no man is allowed the use of his own soul, but as Romish priests condescend to permit him! Its sole design is to arrest the progress of knowledge.
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To give an idea of the Index, I shall quote a specimen of the manner, in which Rome treats her sainted fathers. I copy out of Soto Major's Spanish Index .Expurgatorius, of A. D. 1667. The Inquisitors direct, in p. 52, an expurgation of St. Athanasius, by striking out the following doctrines of that father. " God alone is to be adored. Angels are not to be adored. Christ alone is to be adored. The body of Christ is not corporeal food, but spiritual. No creature is to be adored: for that is to follow the Arians, and the heathens. The sacred scriptures are IN THEMSELVES sufficient for the discoveries of truth." Let these be stricken out.

In pp. 56 and 57, we find St. Augustine put into the crucible to be expurgated of certain.doctrines, offensive to Rome. And hence, the scandalous deception of our priests, who affect to be amazed that we should quote these doctrines out of this father after he had, by these doctors, been purged of them. The following are some of them.-" Why angels, or just men refuse to be adored. We do not raise temples to them. The superstitious abstinence from flesh. What Christ said about eating his flesh is spiritually understood. In Augustine's time, no one set himself up for bishop of bishops. Two sacraments flowed from the side of Christ. Works necessarily follow faith. Before God we are justified by faith. The use of images is prohibited.  The book of Maccabees is apocryphal. See p. 58. The saints are to be loved, and imitated, not worshipped. It is a sin to place the image of God in churches." p. 59.  These precious doctrines are ordered by the pope to be expunged. And this being declared by their master, the priests have, thence, the audacity to affirm that St. Augustine never taught them! ! 

Under the head of St. Chrysostom, the following words, of this father, namely,- " Priests are subjected.to princes," are made to suffer papal expulsion. See p. 703.-To this I add the Inquisitor's damnatory sentence on Lewis Vives, who had taught that the king's power and majesty is inferior only to God on earth. This in p. 65, is ordered to be "expurgated"- As the best book on the subject, I refer to Mendham's Literary policy of the church of Rome, exhibited in an account of the damnatory catalogues, or Indices, both Prohibitory, and Expurgatory. Lond. 1320. And to the Lond. Prot. Journ. for 1832, pp. 781,782.

V. CONFESSION.

The form of a Roman catholic's confession at the feet of the priest. " I confess to Almighty God; to the blessed Mary, ever Virgin: to blessed Michael the archangel; to blessed John Baptist: to St. Peter, and St. Paul; to. all the Saints, and to you, father, that I have sinned exceedingly in thought, in word, in deed, &c. &c, See Ordinary of the Mass.-Thus, we see, the victim of this imposture, is made to confess to the " dead men, and dead women," called saints, and to the priest, just as he does to Almighty God !

VI. ABSOLUTION.- See Letter xii. p. 220.

It is usually said by many Protestants, and by all Roman catholics, that the priests do not pretend to pardon sin in granting absolution: but that they simply declare sin to be remitted to the penitent, by God. I shall quote a document, and leave the reader to decide how far ignorance and imposture have propagated this sentiment. Here are the words of the decree of the Council of Trent, which, as every priest knows, is of more authority in Rome, than the Bible. " Si quis dixerit, &c. If any one shall say that the sacramental absolution of the priest is not a judicial act, but a naked ministry of pronouncing and declaring that sins are remitted to the person confessing, provided only that he believes, &c. let him be accursed."  Hence it is not simply a declaratory, but formal and judicial act of the priest, sitting as judge ; and in Christ's stead, uttering the sentence of pardon to the victims of his imposture !  Council. Trid. Sess. 14. Can. 9.
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