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ANGLICANISM,
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LETTER L

My Diar —

You desire me to tell you what were my
reasons for becoming a Catholic, or (as you some-
what strangely express it,} for joining the Romanist
schism in this country ; and you assure me that you
make this inquiry, not to gratify a mere idle curiosity,
still less with the determination not to be convinced,
but with a real practical purpose, and an honest
desire of knowing the truth, You are not, you say,
extensively acquainted with patristic, mediseval, or
even with modern theology ; but you have for some
years held what are called High Church prineiples,
in which your reading, such as it is, has confirmed
you more and more ; and yon have been taught far-
ther to consider these principles as the surest, if not
the only safeguard, against the corruptions of Popery; |
but recent evenis, in particular the **secession’ of
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many educated persons, both clergy and laity, in-
cluding some friends of your own, and one or two to
whom you had looked with especial veneration, have
caunsed you much uneasiness. You cannot define
your doubts, for, in truth, they are hardly of a specific
character; you can only say generally, that your
confidence in your religious position is shaken, that
each new secession startles you afresh, and that you
are therefore anxious to learn, in each instance, what
has led to the step taken, that so you may judge for
yourself whether new gquestions have been suggested,
or old ones put in a new light by these modern schis-
matics. You add, that with this view, you have
looked into most of their publications ; but you com-
plain of Mr. Marshall's “ Twenty-two Reasons,” as
exhibiting conclusions only, silently passing over the
whole process by which they were attained: on the
other hand, you think Mr, Newman’s Essay too long
and difficult, not handy enough for general use, but
requiring an extensive knowledge of Ecclesiastical
history for its just appreciation : Mr. Qakeley’s short
Letter was rather a personal apology for himself,
than an exposition of principles for the guidance of
others: and Mr. Faber’'s arguments are directed
against a position with which you never sympathized,
and which indeed you could never reconcile with any
known rules either of logic, ethies, or theology, In a
word, nothing that you have hitherto met with from
the pen of any of the converts, has come home to you,
as of practical service to yourself, or likely to help
those many others who are in similar cireum-
stances,
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All this does not encourage me to attempt the
statement you require ; for were 1 to do so, in all pro-
bability I should only furnish you with fresh matter
for complaint ; becanse the path which led me into
the Catholic Church is one which you have never
trodden, and in which I should find it difficult to
trace back to you my own steps; indeed, I fear you
will only be incredulous, when I simply state the fact,
that I became a Catholic by the reading of Anglican
works of controversy ; that I sat down to the study of
Leslie and Barrow, an almost undoubting Protestant,
and rose from it, all but thoroughly convinced of the
validity of the Papal claim. Instead, therefore, of
entering at present into the details of my own con-
version, I think I shall better comply with the spirit
of your request, by laying before you some general
grounds, on which, as I believe, you and all others
ought to join the Roman communion likewise. The
line of argament I propose to adopt, is one which
appears to me to admit of nniversal application, quite
independently of the accidents of previous study, or
of any peculiar modes of thinking. I shall only
assume that you believe in_the sacramental character
of the Christian Church, i. e. that you believe in the
existence of a visible body upon earth, the one ap-
pointed channel, whereby grace is conveyed for the
restoration of fallen man, and from which it is there-
fore wicked and dangerous presumption either wilfully
to separate, or wilfully to continne separate.

Here, at least, is common ground for us both ; and
I presume you will hardly deny but that this Church
must have certain outward signs or tokens, whereby
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it may be distinguished from false rival societies:
God has surely set some plain indications of His
Presence upon that body, which is really His, and
in which He vouchsafes to dwell, that so strangers
may be drawn towards it, and all His sheep be
gathered into one fold. The question then arises,
what are these signs and tokens, the outward and
vigible notes of the One True Church?

Both you and I publicly declare, in one of the
sacred symbols of our faith, that we believe in Oune,
Holy, Catholic and Apostolic Church; it must be
fair then to test our respective claims to be consi-
dered members of God’s Church by this smmple
rule—to which communion do these notes most
unequivocally belong, to yours or to mine? the
English or the Roman ¢

And this method of inquiry is the more satisfactory,
because the notes here spoken of are easily intel-
ligible, and answer entirely to the natural sense and
judgment of our own minds. It is cbvious to all,
that Unity must be a characteristic of Christ's
Church, because that Church is the depository of
Giod’s revealed trnth, which must needs be one with
itself, every where and always the same ; .Sanctity,
because the very purpose of Christ’s coming was to
destroy the works of the devil, and purify to Himself
a peculiar people, zealous of good works ; Cathelicity,
because we are told, that in Christ the wall of parti-
tion is broken down ; the new covenant was to be, not
like the old one, local, national, and limited, but “a
light to lighten the Gentiles,” as well as “the glory
of His people Ierael;”’ and Apestolicity, because
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thus only can we be sure that its doctrines and sacra-
ments are really those which Christ taught and insti-
tuted, if we know it to be the true representative, by
direct succession, of that body of Apostles who re-
ceived them from Himself, inheriting therefore that
Divine Warrant of their commission, ““As my Father
hath sent Me, even so send I you,” together with
the promise of perpetuity; “Lo! I am with you
alway, even to the end of the world."”

Another advantage in this line of argument is its
broad, general character, which saves me from being
entangled in any examination of details; in truth,
such an examination would be very difficult, if not
wholly impossible, because I am ignorant of your pre-
sent position in this matter. English high church-
men differ so much from one another, and from them-
selves at different times (those, at least, who have at
all gone on with the movement,) that I really do not
know what are the precise points in *“* Roman doc-
trine’” which you now consider to require an apology,
what you are ready to concede, or what you would
pass by as unimportant; e. g. one clergyman concedes
the culfus of the sants, but cannot believe in purga-~
tory ; another holds purgatory to be both ancient and
reasonable, but cannot conceive why we should pray
to those who were once our fellow-men, and so on,
through a graduated scale of opinions, from those
who have but recently learnt to guestion whether
Rome be really Antichrist, to those who claim to
hold (or, less confidently, not to reject,) all Roman
doctrine.

- This, then, is the plan which I propose to follow: to



