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Current T opics

St. Patrick and Rome

A few wecks ago we made some casual comnients
in this column on the fantasoe theory wuien fings tavor
in certaln Anglican cireles Lo the eioct that b, Paulick
had no conncerion with and did nou scknowiedge the
authority of Howe, and uial uis Chrisuaniy was of
an entirely mon-Papal iype; and our rewaixs ifound
thelr way 1uo & controvessy wiiich has been going on
in tho coiumns of the Adulaide flegyisier, whicn contro-
versy was mnaugurated by an Aungican clergyman, the
Rev. w. . winter, B.D. 1liis references to the
Tablet—a paper which he has presumably never secn—
and his mevhod of controversy gencially are ot vemark-
able either lor manners or moedesty.,  Hweeping asscr-
tion, and a lordly dogmatisia and ceelsurencss which
are entirely alicn to the spriv and attaluients of tie
true scholar, are his constaut characteristics. lleve is
a specimen of his idea of controversial courtesy: * The
Tablet shows complete ignorance when it says “that the
nou-Roman theory has been in existence tor only 50
years." The Talbiet said no such thing, What it said
was that the theory had been * flitting about on the
field of polemics’ during the last fifty years—-which is
an entirely different thing. There exists in London an
organisation known as tue Flat Earth Haciety, which
disseminates literature for the purpese of proving that
the earth 1s flat; and it establishes its thesis by the
simple process of ruling out all the cvidence on the
other side. In his method of dealing with awkward
statements Mr. Winter is a follower of the Flat Earth
school of coniroversy. In lis first letter he asseried
very counfidently that St. Bede ‘docs not mention’
S8t. IPatrick. When confronted with cur specific and
fully attested quotation fromn Bede's Merigeology, he
calmly declares that the Jdfertyrolugy is spurious - and
triumiphantly proves that the earih int! The Adc-
laide cleric 1s in ervor. The specitic cuseation which we
gave from the Martyraloyivm de Neinlitiie Nowetoram
1s Tecognised as genuine not only by the distinguished
Oxford scholar trom whow we (g\i@a‘ud, Lzt also by
that erudite investigator and brilliant  Celtic philg-
lng__glst, Profeszor  Zimmer, in his  article *Keltische
Kivehe,” In the Reclencyplopicdic fir Prorestantisehs
Thevlogic «. Kirele, 1901,

*

The Adelaide wiiter evidently found the two direct
quotations which wo gave [rom i, Patrick's SUYINgs @
difficult hurdie te negotiate. o the fisst A3 you
would be children of Chrisi, 5o be you ehinliren of ‘Lim;m,’
he makes no direci veply. Nov could he, 1or the genwine-
ness of this third Dictrun, as it s called, of 85 Patrick
1s, says the learned liartinann Grisar, now
?nhe act.uﬂl text runs: ‘;It(:f-.fmiu ._H_'r‘r;r'm‘um‘ (1 arits

vhanornm, ut Christions Jte el Romeand siiis
(* The Church of the Scots—ie., Lrish—is a Chureh of
Lthe Romans,  Be Christians, bul in such wise as to ba
Romans also.’} In regard tn the second-—the famous
canon ordering disputes to be referred to the Apostolic
Bee—the Adelaide writer, siill following the Flat Larth
method, obrerves: ' The flun/: af  Arwegf was not
written by St Patrick at all, thercfore a eitation from
1t is not to the purpese.’ FHere again the Anglican
a‘p_olf)gist blunders. The Buok of . n"lh‘HI_f,'."f., hesides cnn-
t-ium_ng the earliest and best autlentica Tafe of 8.
Patrick in Latin by Muirchu Macen Machteni, con-
tans also the '/J.'-M'r.' Secuets Pedratdiy or brief savings of
t!Je Saint, w_h:ch are recognised as cerfainly authentic.
Tho canon is piven in fwo forms—-the loneer form
(from the Book of Armegh) quoted by us, and a
shorter  form  found in ‘the C'ollectin ™ Iilirrnensis
Canonum, which iz of unguestionable authority and
dates from the vear 700 {Wassersehleben, 2ad ed.,
1885).  We may mention in passing that the theovy
that the word ‘archbishop ’ stamps the canon as a
forgery is a pleasant inveniion of Mr. Winter’s, which

finds no counterance in scholarly works on tho subject

such as that‘ of Professor Bury (19033, who deals ex-
Laustively with the whale question of ihe organisation

recognised.

NEW ZEALAND TABLET 2X

of no Importance.

of the Irish episcopate. Even Mr., Winter’s great stand-
by, the ultra-Protestant Dr. Todd, admits that the
word ‘archbishop’ occurs in early Irishk Church history,
though not ,of course, in Llio precise and definite sense
which it now has. The actual text of the famous
decres as given in the Hibernemsis is as follows: © 8@
guae (difficides in three MB8.) quaestiones in heac insula
artantur, ad Sedem Apuvstolicam referantur.” (" If any
difficultizs arise in this island let them be referred to
tne Apostolic See’). The Protestant Wasserschleben
contends that the longer canon is the original. Others
maintain that it is but a paraphrastic explanation of
the shorter one, yet couveying its true meaning. But
as Salmon (newent Irish Church) points out: © As
far as the Papal supremacy is concerned, the point is
Both cenons involve that doctrine.
Both dircet that disputes be carried to Rome. One
provides for a preliminary reference to Armagh: the
other does unot. And this is the conly differcnce, in
substance, between them.’
*

The argument from siience 1s always more or less
dangercus, but the use maede of it by the Adelaide
writer is & heautiful sample of logic gone stark mad.
The argumment frowm the silence o1 Bede fails, as we
have seen, because there happens to be no silence.
Equaliy disastrous is the misguided attempt to draw
an anl:-Reman inference from the silence of St. Pat-
riek’s Canfession as to his Roman mission. *Can we
imagine,” writes Mr. Winter, ' {ardinal Moran or
Arelhishop O'Reily writing an account of their faith
at great length, and answering objections against their
wission, making no mention whatsoever of the Church
of Rome or ol the Pope. The thing is incredible.’
The man whn wrote that either shows ' complete ignor-
ance '—to use lis own expression—as te the subject
matter of the (‘onjfession, or he shows that there are
few lengths to wlich Te is not prepared to go in the
way of misrepresentation.  The full text of the Canfes-
sia Ves before nse 1t is not, and was pot intended to
bu, a zet exposition of all the articles of Patrick's
faith.  Nov was it written to *answer objections against
his iedssion.” It is an aliost entirely personal docu-
ment, written as a reply to things that were said to
belittle him personally.  One charge that was brought
ayainst i was his lack of literary education. Another
roferred to the matter of a youthful peccadillo com-
mitted when Patrick was about the age of fifteen, and
which was thrown up against him 45 years later when
hie was about to be promoted to the episcopate. The
two main objects of the Confession are to vindicate his
personal chavacter against certain specific charges, and
to exhibit the wonderful ways of God in dealing with
his own life. TTe did not vefer to the Roman mission
for the simple reasenm that tbe Roman mission had
notling to do with the subject he was writing about.

. F

Mr. Winter commits himself to theeries as to the
Canti-Rowman ' attitude of St. Aidan, St. Columba,
ete., that have long ago been discarded hy scholars, and
which eonld be easily refuted, did space permit, from
the iestimony of Anglican historians themselves. But
this discussion Lgean with the question of St. Patrick’s
relation to Rome, and to that it shall for the present
be confined. On this general question the following
simmary of the posilion—necessarily condensed—will
furnish a sufficient answer to the utter travesly of the
facts presented by tho. Adelaide partisau. (1) The
learned Protestant writer, Dr. Whitley Stokes, in his
cdition of Treprrtite Life of St Patrick (1., exxxv)
says of St. Patrick: ‘He had a reverent affection for
the Church of Rome, and there is no ground for dis-
believing his desire to obtain Roman authority for his
mission, or for gquestioning the authenticity of The
deerces that difficult questions arising in Ireland should
nltimately be referred to the Apostolic Sec.” (2)
Another Profestant authority, Wasserschleben, in his
edition of the J/ibernensis {or eighth century collection
of Trish canons), distinctly states that the ancient Irish
Churell was in wnison with Rome, and acknowledged
the Pope as its head (p. xxxv). (3) St. Patrick’s canon
regarding appeals o Rome was not alone known in the
early Trish Church. It was acted upen. A conspicuous
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