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Our Roman Letter

(By “Sranxovs.’)
March, 1924.

The latest plase of the Anglican gquestion has caused
but mild excitement here in Rome although the home pa-
pers appear to have cousidered the matter as heing one of
world-wide importance. It seems unlikely that the Ma-
lines conversations were such ag to lead to aty real result
in the direction of what has been conveniently termed ‘‘re-
i between the Catholic Church and the small hut
noisily earnest group of English Churchmen known as the
Anglo-Catholic Party. One reason why all sneh zealous at-
tempts to achieve anything like success in the direction
indicated seem doomed to failure i1s that sooner or later
they must he concerued with fundamental Catholic doc-
trines like the Papal Infaliibility, on which the Chureh can
neither offer concessions nor permit compromise. According
to those competent to speak for the Anglicang, the precise
‘proposition which members of their party must reject is
that the Pope “is the one and only sovereign aud auto-
eratic ruler, teacher, owner and proprietor ol ihe whole
Church militant here on carth.” (N, P. Williams, Fellow
of Excter College, Oxford.  Our Cuse as Ayaingt Rome.
Longmans, Loundon, 1918) In passing I should like ta
point out that not only is the phrasing wanting in theolo-
gical precision but that thdimplied interpretation of the
Vatican deevce on the Pope's infallibility is grossly erro-
neous. Be that as it mayv, the proposition, correctly ex-
pressed both as te phraseology and to theological import, is
just the very one that Catholies must believe and admit.
Wo Catholics helieve that the Catholic Chnrel is the ona
true Chnrch of Christ on earth, and that the RRoman Pon.

it is by divive vight the visible head and the infallible .

teacher of the whole Church militant. Tn plain langnage,
the Anglican repudiates and rejects just prectsely what the
Catholic accepis and Dbelieves. There is then an essential
antagonism hetween the twao positions and ne amount of
polite professions of goodwill can lessen that substantial
difference. Ifrom the theological point of view, the bap-
tised enguirer, admitting without guestion or reserve every
other dogma of the Catholie Faith, either admits or does
not admit this doctrine of.Panal Infallilility ; if he formally
admits it he may be termed a Catholic fout eaurt, if on
the other hand he refuses to admit it he does not pertain
to ihe body of the Church. The duetrinal esclusiveness of
the See of Peter on this point is <0 essentinl aud final that
1t would almost seem as if the ohstreperous Orangeman of
Sandy Row had a keener appreciation of the meaning and
scope of Knplish Protestantism than the zealons bné mis
guided partisans of Viscount Halifax and Ca.

* * L]

So much misrepresentation was caused by the pews-
papers accouuts of the Malines conversations that his
" “Eminence Cardinal Mercier has felt constrained to publish
a pastoral letter on the subject of the whole affair. This
letter, which appeared in the beginning of February, was
issued directly to the clergy of the archdiocese of Malines
sbut was designed ultimately for the world at large. The
full text of it was published in Italian in the ®sservafore
Romano and Italian excerpts from it were published in
more than one Cathelic journal in Ttaly. Translations of
it, -official and otherwise, have duly, appeared in other
countries also.  So that even thase remotely interested have
the opportunity of learniug what were the actual facts re-
la'ting to the conversations and what were the motives that
inspired the good Cardinal in the part played by him in
the course of the affair. Tn these Notes I am not directly
concerned with the facts, which are all duly set forth in
the first part of this pastoral letter. T am however inti-
mately concerned with the second pawg, wherein his Emin-
crree expounds the motives that guided him in the matter.
Were it not for the startling fact that Cutholic Ireland is
quite coolly passed over in-almost the very first words of
that exposition and her gloriong contribution te the growth
of the Faith implicitly eredited to Protestant. England
comment on the Jetter migl?_t' appear {o be sotmething want-
ing in due respect and proper régard for the high dignity

which his Eminence so worthily halds. But as the offending .
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sontences are more likely to be used for a propagandist
purpese which doubtless the eminent writer did not foresea,
and indeed as they are even now heing used here in
Rome as testimony of what Eugland has done and is doing
for the Faith, I make no other apology for bringing the
¢lanse in guestion before my readers,

From an English Catholic weekly containing the Car-
dinal’s own official translation of the whole pastoral letter,
[ take the following:—

[I. Why These Conversations?
First and foremost because I am not entitled
an opportonity which comes in my way of ful-
filling a duty of brotherly love and Christian hospitality.

For the whele world, I would not that one of our
severed brethren should have the right to say that he had
knocked trustiully ut the door of a Roman Catholig bishop

athelic hishop refused to open it.

Why?
to shirk

and that this Roman ¢

A great nation was, for more than eight centuries, our
heloved sistor; this nation gave the Church a phalawrx of
saiuts whom to this day we henor in our liturgy ; astonish-
ing reserees of Christion life liave been maintained in its
cast Empive; from it wumbert

¢3¢ missiony have gone out
far and wide; but a gaping wou

nd is in its side. We Cath-
olics, kept safe by the grace of God in the whole truth,
Wweep over the criminal sundering, ete. ete.

The clauses fo which an lrishman immediately takes
exceptions are those in italies. 1t nced scarcely be pointed
out that the italics are mine.

dstonishing veserves of Christion life have been main-
fained in its vast Empire, says the Pastoral Letter.
but who maintained whatever r
be said to exist today within
Empire ?

Yes,
eserves of Christian life may
the confines of the British

Was it the great Protestant nation of England? Was
it the English landed classes, the clusses that owed their
wealth and position™ to the plunder of the monasteries ?
Was it the Protestant religion as by law established, that
State establishment wherein men holding official positions
as ministers of the Christian religion and drawing salaries
for teaching the Faith of Jasus Christ can be found to deny
doctrines essentinlly bound up with the deposifum fide:r,
the given revealed of the teachings of Qur Blessed Lord-
Was it the governing classes of Eugland with their tradi-
tional hestility to Catholic claims, a fierce and bigoted hos-
tility that is divectly responsible for the educational Ayslem
under which Catholics in Endland labor te-day? No man,
with the slightest knowledge of the facts, conld be found
to maintain that the plunderers of the wmonasteries, - of
some of whose descendants it has been said in our own time
that their hands were dripping with the fat of sacrilepe,

hushanded in themselves or in the traditions they left be.

hind them astonishing reserves of Christian life. No
man, having first-hand knowledze of the conditions of

English life, could have honestly asserted that the sources

of political life in Protestant England have ever been sueh
as to store up and maintain the astonishing reserves of
Christian life referred to. Writing of those same sources
of political power one who has excellent opportunities for

forming an opinion on the mutter makes the following.

statement : —

“Without exception thev are profoundly secularised,
atheism in practice, limited, if at ail, merely by the State
for its awn convenience, aceording to Hobbes. This law,
not in any shape divine but strictly a matter of expediency,
regulates the home, the market, the exchange, the journal,
the music-hall and theatre. Can we feel astonished if the
people moulded on methods precisely opposed to Gespel--
teaching during six days of every week refuse to attend

church on the seventi®’ (Canon Barry, D.D., in the

Dublin: Review for the lst quarter, 1922

Where then are the astonishing reserves of Christian
life to he fonnd in England to-day? Perhaps in the dis-
ciples of that section of religious thought known as Angli-
eanism., In face of the judgment passed by competent

_eritics on the value of Anglicanism in regard to the con-

servation of Christianity, one.can hardly believe that much
is to be hoped for Christianity from . that direction: I
could quote a formidable list of names and -opinions in
favor of this distrust, but owing to the exigénpies of spage
I confine myself to one:— :

o Wedding &Eti;d?’y.af Em‘:s.mn Cakes mede lo ordor, The BT 0
! Rooms for Dainty Cakes, - Wedding Pariles catered lor. Under :
_ personal suparvision ol Mrw, Pleani, Propdetees, L apler
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