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he means the Catholie Chareh, 1 consider it my duty to refute
the errars inte which he has fallen.

I should be grieved, dearest in Christ, were anyone to
think [ would have you tollow me in a hestile spirit of bitter
siruggle, or a hatetul tecling ot triumphant victory, I you
follow me in the unpleasant task which 1 have taken upon
myself, I will ask you to do so in the spirit of truth, of fanth,
and ot love, bearing in mind the exhortation of the Apostle
St John—-+ My Lttle children, let us love, not in word or in
tongue, bat in deed and i truth” {I fohn, ii., 18). And
those ot the Prince of the Apo tles who exhorts us to be & ready
ahiays to satfy everyone that asketh you a reason of (hat
bope which is inyou.” (1 Peter iji., 5.

I have called it an unpleasant task, for it is always un-
pleasint 1o point vut and correct errors, especially when they
are—as we must charitably suppose these were-—made in good
laith.  But when a clergyman assumes to teach the doctrines of
a church who-e faith le” does not profess, it were surely un-
worthy his character as a scholar and a divine to take for the
groundwork of his teaching {from which to derive that Church’s
ducttine, the misstatements of an outsider—of an outsider
krown to be a bitter enemy of that Church; an enemy whose
perrersion of truth has gained him the disgust of the most
cminent divines of his own Church, and the indignation of
Catholics, whose faith and practices he has so notoriously and
maliciously misinterpreted.

This s a sirong thing to say, dearest in Christ, but you
will soon agree with me that 1t is” by no means stronger than
i deserves.  In hws introduction to the addresses, the writer
acknowledges his indebtedness, as 1 just now read to you, to
Dr. Ludedale’s ™ Plun [Reasons against Jeining the Church
of Rome.” He says he 15 Findebted to him for much valuable
information.” It s guite right that he should acknowledge his
indebtedness, though to anyone who has read—as I am s0rTYy
to say | have read—-Dr, Littledale’s ** Plain Reasons,” the
acknowledgiment was not at all necessary : the uce he has made
of Dr. Litledale 1s obvious at well nigh every page.

Utter Worthlessness of Dr. Littledale’s Authority.

Let us, then, test the warth of Dr. Littledale’s authority,
I have mentioned his name, and naturally you would
like 1o know who he is. I will tell you. Hé is an English
Protestant vicar, with a strong mixture of ultra-Rituhsm and a
horror b true Cathelidism and Low-Church Anglicaniem, He
1= one who, 1n the same breath, denounces the feading *“Enghsh
and Scotch Retormers as a set of scoundrels (I quote his
very words), “a set of unredecmed villians,” “ men of utter
sconndrelism; ™ while he pours out the coarsest vituperation
against that old Fanh, from which he has—indirectly, at least
—recenved the right to cdebrate diily with unleavenvd waler
and vestment, hike o real Catholie priest—Iior every day he
pretends, | bilicve, to cllebrate.

A hittle more than a decade of years aro [ remember that
hiv vork, * Plam Reasons,” came out with a great Hourish of
trumpets. Scveral of whom it was my prividege and happiness
W rweewve mto the Holy Chuich, as soen as it was known to
thewr triends, both clesical and Ly —but especially clenical
that they bad come to me teor instructions, had at once Dr
Littledade’s * Piam Reasons ™ thrust into their hands, So |
became conversant with this strange m.anual,

It was published under the auspices of the Christian Know-
ledge Society, and it was entitled ** Plain Reasons agamst Jown-
ing the Church of Rome.” With considerable Ingeunity it
manages, m the briet space of two hundred pages, to bring
together most of the hardest things that have ever been said
agan~t the doctrimes of our Holy Church, and copectally
agamst her Popes, * The author,” says Dr Ryder, “has
negiected no source of information, from the (hadly read |
would add) pages of the Fathers, to the flyded of modern
gossip. It 15 the work of one whose heart was in the work,
and whose hand had not {orget its cunning.”  From its frat
appearance it was hated as a very mine of wealth, a grand
bulwark, a stiong arsenal agamst the invasions of Rome
amongst the ranks of the Anglicans, whose clergy and lanty
had been steadhly gomyg over to our Haly Church tur many
years before the publication of this manual,

Unhike the senies of addresses on ¢ I'he Hindrances (o the
Re-umon ol Chustendom,” Dr  Littledale’s extraordinary
asseitioms are seemingly substantiated by a formidable array
ol quotations in the shape of proofs from the fathers, Catholi
thoolograns, ascetical, and othor wiiters, Now, to malke this
erushing wiray vl wore crushing, he actually cited chapter
and serse tor noarly il proois or quotations. 1'or a short
time all went wdl, unnl able men, hike the present successor of
Cardinal Nowman i the Church of the Oratory at Buwmog-
haw, Dr Ryder, showed more clearly than noon-day that the
proofs piven by 13 Lutledale were simply worthless beeause
they had ne toundation m jact. In hig masterly reply to
“ Plain Reasons,” which he pubbshed in the same shape and
forin, this learned oratonan hierally pulverises the strong fabric
which Dr Littledale had reared on a lying foundation. So
vigorously and thoroughly did anether” author, My Aubrey

. Reasons,”

Shipley, expose the untruthiulness and burer unfairness of Dr
Littledale in a pamphlct be wrote, called Why Ritualists do
net become Roman Catholics,” that the English Church Union,
though it was brought out under its auspices, telt itwelt bound,
msheer love of vuth and justice, tu withdraw 1t irom chcula-
tion.

Dr Littledale, *“the mendacious writer ”’ as he had been
justly called, has seen his plain reasons torn to shreds by
wiiters both Anglican and Catholic. In his admirable reply
to the Anglican Bishop of Ballarat and Canon Potter, the
ilustrions Archbishop at Melhaurne, brimestorth a host of Pro-
testant witnesses in condemnauon of Dr Littledale’s rash state-
ments as to Catholic teaching.

Like the Archbishop, 1 intend to produce the testimony,
not of Catholic authers, but of Anglicans of the highest stand-
ing—and you may remark this is what [ have done during the
whole course of the lectures which [ have been giving for the
last nine or ten weeks.

Of course I cannot give you Protestant testimony before
Protestantism existed, because, as we know. for a thousand
years and more, there were only Catholic writers throughout
the awvilised, Christianised worid, but | have given many a
strong proof of Catholic teaching and Catholic practice among
our Protestant friends in Great Britain and Ireland since the
so-called Reformation.

Now Dr Lee, an eminent clergyman of the Anglican
Church, well-known for his historical writings, gave himself
the painful task of examining Dr Littledale’s *“ Plain Reasons.”
He took the trouble to tabulate the errors he detected in * Plain
even after it was more than once revised and
corrected, and these are the facts that he discovered. He
found the following mistakes or misstatements, whatever you
like o0 call them :~-Onstern, stubborn, historical facts, he found
no fewer than fifty-one errors; on facts touching on dogma, he
found forty-three; of wrong quotations from writers on history
and canon law, there were twenty.nine; mutilated historical
and theological quotations, thirty’; quotations from Fathers,
upon which Dr Littledale had put a meaning totally different
from the meaning of the Fathers, twenty-four; passages wherein
he confuses the apinion of some Catholics with the defined doc-
trine of the Church, seventeen ; passages where he assumes as
dogmas the current opinions aof theologians, seven ; making a
total, under all heads, of two-hundred-and-one palpable errors
or msstatements. Having diawn bis hearers’ attention to
these ohvious errors, [3r Lee says—listen to the words of this
ermnent dergyman of tne Chuich of England—“had we a
body of clergymen with a sound theological education, such a
pubtication must have been met with only a chilling welcome
trom those who were duped, and then,” he says, " with a how|
of execration as it deserves, 1 will not dircetly say more than,
having carelully examined 1t i conjuzctien with others, the
frst edition with the last, we have tound it to be manifestly
unfarrand altogether untrustworthy, I would,” he concludes,
“ that we could regard ite author as unintentionally misled and
mistaken,”

At the close of 1331, when other editions had come out,
Mr. Shutley Brabazon, another Anglican, gave public expression
to his epimon of the “ Plun Reasons.” A book which has
been coirected,” he ways, “in nearly a hundred acts of mis-
statements, should have been first submitted to some competent
author betore bemg put inte print. It shakes our confidence
1 the Sowciety for Promoting Christian Knowledge (under
auspices, 1 am told, Dr Littledale’s “ Plun Reasons  had been
printed), and it 15 not ereditable that no expression of regret
was made by sts Commuttee for the crculation of errors and
fictions.  IDishanesty mm controversy, particularly in religious
controversy, even when resuling from the want of necessary
nquiry betorchand, 1s greatly to be deprecated.” [ should
tinnk it s,

The learned rector of Torrington, in England, Dr. Moss-
man, wiltes thus :—* [he book appears to me to be written in
a mast reprehensible spitit, unless exposed and refuted, it 1s
calediated to do grievious harm to the blessed and holy cause
of Christian re-umon. The book cannot, of course, misicad
anyone who s really acquinted with ecclesiastical history and
dogmauc theology ; but how very few of its seaders will know,
that 1t is very hite more than a rude congeries of falee and
cironcols stalements taken at sccond hand which have been
exposed and refuted agam and again,”

Ancther clergyman of the Church of England, Rev. WV,
Hankey, says:—“1 chould he mucl: obliged # you will allow
me, a5 an Anglican who prefers Dr. Iatiledale®s past to his
present views, 10 express the shame and rndignation with which
I have from the fisst regarded the publuation of  Plain
Reasors.”  Since the issue of translitions to French and
Italian, the claim of the work to be defensive, not aggressive,
can no longer be contended, and considerng what manner of
men are the vast majonty of the Chuich’s eneruies in EFrance
and ltaly, 1 protest in the name of rehigion, in the name of
Christianity, against any such attempt to weaken the hands
of the Church.” He considered 1t was weakening the hands of
the Anglican Church,



