
I'nhke the se-i ie>,of addresses on " The Hindrances to theRe-union of Chiistendom," Dr Littledale's extraordmaiy
assertions are seemingly substantiated by a formidable array
ot quotations in the shape of proofs from the fathers, Catholicthoologians, ascetical, and other wntors. Now, to make thiscrushing airay -till more crushing, he actually cited chapter
and vtr^e tor marly ail proofs or quotations. For a shoit
time all went well, until able men, like the present successor ofCardinal Newman m the Church of the Oratoryat Birming-ham, Dr R)der, showed more clearly than noon-day thit the
proofs given by Dr Liuledale were simply worthless becausethey had no foundation in tact. In his masterly reply to"

Plain Reasons," which he published in the same shape and
iorm, this learnedoratonan literallypulverises the strong fabric
which Dr Littledale had reared on a lying foundation. Sovigorously and thoroughly did another author, Mr Aubrey

Shipley, expose the untruthfulness and bitterunfairness of DrLittledale in a pamphlet he wrote, called " Why Ritualists do
not become Roman Catholics," that the EnglishChurch Union,though it was brought out under its auspices, felt it-elt bound,
in sheer love of tiuth and justice, to withdrawit from cucula-
tion.

Dr Liuledale, "the mendacious writer" as he had beenjustly 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, theillustrious Archbishopot Melbourne,brinesIorth a ho5t5t of Pro-
testant witnesses in condemnationof Dr Littledale'srash state-
ments as to Catholic teaching.

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

Of course Icannot give youProtestant testimonybefore
Protestantism existed, because, as we know, for a thousand
years and more, there were only Catholic writers throughout
the civilised,Christianised world, but I have given many a
strongproof of Catholic teachingand Catholic practice amongour Protestant friends in GreatBritain and Ireland since the
so-calledReformation.

Now Dr Lee, an eminent clergyman of the Anglican
Church, well-known for his historical writings, gave himselfthe painful task of examiningDr Littledale's" Plain Reasons."
He took the trouble to tabulate the errorshedetectedin

"
PlainReasons," even after it was more than once revised andcorrected, and these are the facts that he discovered. Hefound the following mistakes or misstatements, whatever you

like to call them:
—

Onstern, stubborn,historicalfacts, he found
no fewer than fifty-one errors;on facts touchingon dogma, hefound forty-three; of wrong quotations from writersonhistoryand canon law, there were twenty-nine; mutilatedhistorical
and theological quotations, thirty; quotations fromFathers,
upon which Dr Liuledale had put a meaning totallydifferent
from themeaningof the Fathers, twenty-four; passageswhereinhe confuses the opinion of some Catholics with the defineddoc-trine of the Church, seventeen;passages wherehe assumes as
dogmas the current opinionsof theologians,seven;making atotal, under all heads, of two-hundred-and-onepalpable errors
or misstatemonts. Having dtawn his hearers' attention tothese obvious errors, Dr Lee snys— listen to the wordsof this
eminent clergyman ot Hie Chinch of England— "had we a
body of clergymen with a sound theological education, such a
publication must have been met with only a chilling welcome
horn those who were duped, and then," he says, "with a howlot execration as it deserves, Iwillnot directly say more than,having carefully examined it in conjunction with others, thefirst edition with the last, we have tound it to be manifestly
unfairand altogetheruntrustworthy. Iwould," he concludes," that we could regard its author as unintentionallymisledandmistaken."

At the close of 1881, when other editions had come out,
Mr. Shir ley Brabazon, another Anglican,g.ivepublicexpression
to his opinion of the "

Plain Reasons." " A book which has
been corrected," he sa)S, "in nearly a hundred acts of mis-
statements, should have been first submitted to some competent
author before being put into piint. Itshakes our confidence
in the Society tor Promoting Christian Knowledge (under
auspices, I am told, Dr Littledale's"

PIun Reasons
"

had beenprinted), and it is not creditable that no expressionof regretwas made by its Committee for the circulation of errors andfictions. Dishonesty in controversy, particularly in religious
controversy, even when resulting from the want of necessary
inquiry betoiehand, is greatly to be deprecated." I shouldthink it is.

The learned rector of Torrington, in England, Dr. Moss-man, wntes thus :—":
— " The book appears to me to be written in

a most reprehensiblespit it, unless exposed and refuted, it iscalculated to do grievious harm to the blessedand holycause
ot Christian re-union. The book cannot, of course, mislead
an)one who is really acquintcd with ecclesiastical history anddogmatic theology; but how very few ot its .leaders will know,
that it is very little more than a rude congeries of false and
etroneous statements taken at second hand which have beenexposedand refuted again and again."

Another clergym m of the Church of Kngland, Rev. \V.
Hankey,says:—" Ishould be much obliged if you willallowme, as an Anglican who prefers Dr. Littledale'spast to his
present v iewb,to express the shame and indignation with which
1 have from _the first regarded the publication of " Plain
Reasons.

"
Since the issue ot translations into French andItalian, the claim of the work to be defensive, not aggressive,

can nolonger becontended,and considering what manner of
men are the vastmajority of the Chuich's enemies in France
and Italy, 1 protest in the name ot religion, in thename of
Christianity, against any such attempt to weaken the hands
of the Church." Heconsidered it was weakening thehands ofthe Anglican Church,

Friday, December 13, 1895.NEW ZEALAND TABLET.Supplement
he means the Catholic Church, Iconsider it my duty to refutethe errois into which he has fallen.


