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EREEACE,

It is not very easy to write anything new upon the Roman
Controversy, and [ should not have written and published
this little bock if the writers in the Fabfeé had only con-
fined their abusive remarks to myself. Extracts (written
and printed) from the Tablet were sent to some members of
the congregatioh of All Saints’, Margaret Street; and I then
resolved that all interested should see the whole of the
correspondence, and learn my reasons for giving a warning
from the pulpit not to trust any statements made by Roman
controversialists,

When Mr. Upton Richards died, there was an interval of
several months before his sucrcessor, Mr. Berdmore Compton,
was appointed. The congregation was very anxious during
that trving time of suspense, hoping, of course, that the new
Vicar would prove a worthy successor to his lamented pre-
decezsor, As one of the staff of curates, I know [ was
frequently called upon to counteract the efforts of the Roman
clergy, who tried hard in that time of anxiety and suspense
to win over what members of the congregation they could.
“All Saints' is now quite done for.”  Likeall things that
are rotten, it must soon have its end.” " We are receiving
members daily into the Cathelic Church; they, like others
wheo are coming, were only waiting for Mr. Richards' death;
they are coming so fast that we are seriously considering
if we had not better fix one particular day to receive the
congregation en sasse”  This was the sort of thing |
was constantly hearing, and so on the Sunday after Mr.
Compton' farewell sermon, 1 thought 1 was simply doing
my duty in warning the coogregation not to put implicit
credence in any statements entanating from a  Koman
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controversial source. Thirteen years before, after Mr, Upton
Richards' death, the Romans were very energetic trying to
proselytise.  As far as [ can remember, at the outside per-
haps, they won over six persons during the interval ; in the
longer one, before Mr. Whitworth was appointed, 1 heard
of no case of secession, and no special Roman proselytising
efforts among the congregation, In fact, it looked as if the
poachers were tired of their game ; for knowing the keepers
were on the alert, they seemed to make no sign, whereas
in the former interval their energy was really amusing |

One well-known controversial Jesuit would come occa-
sionally to evensong, just to see if our members were thinning
to any appreciable extent, I suppose. 5o much then for the
reason why | warned my hearers against any Roman state-
ments they might hear while awaiting the appointment of
the new vicar,

In using the word Roman or Romanism 1 disclaim any
intention of giving needless offence. [ have simply entitled
my book in the way that best answers to the title of the
attack in the Tablef.

If I have used any expression harsher beyond what the
truth demands, and the person who feels himself aggrieved
tells me so, and gives me any reasonable reason for feeling
hurt, 1 will do my best to alter, soften, or retract it. 1 have
no personal feeling of animosity against any one of those who
are fighting, and, as 1 think, not in the fairest, most honour-
able way, against the Church of England. So far from anger
with them it is rather sorrow [ feel to see men carrying on
a work they profess to be for God and souls in such a
manner, My conviction of Roman controversial untrust-
waorthiness is not formed from second-hand, but from what
has been directly experienced by myself; and the anecdote
which has exasperated the Falle! pives point and proof
to the assertions 1 now deliberately make. That the con-
troverzial methods of Romanism are most unfair, that if 1
heard of any trick, deceit, or untruth in the efforts of
clergymen of the Church of England to win converts 1
should be surprised, but if 1 heard of the same thing said
or done by Roman ecclesiastics of the greatest eminence (Jet
alone the generality of their eontroversialists) it would not
astonish me in the least. [ am sorry, ol course, to confess
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this, for I have no wish to call names or say hard things of
any one. [ certainly have no wish to swell the chorus of
fanaties, such as the Rock or Euglish Churchman newspaper
type; 1 can, as | say, only speak from my own experience,
and | must 5::]._'_'," that, knowing what I do, ['am not surprised
at g0 many people hel:ewng almost an}rthlng bad of Romanists
in general.

If in the following pages I seem to give the reader to infer
that 1 believe all Roman opponents are intentionally unfair,
I must disclaim any such wish—not every one who utters
an untruth means to be untrue, or should be called untruth-
ful. For instance, if’ a statement cccurs in a hook which
teaches plainly that 5t. Mary is more inclined to merey
than Jesus, one may rightly say the assertion is a lie; and
not only that, but a blasphemy and an impossibility, and
therefore an absurdity as well. God 15 Love—Infinite Love ;
and all love is from Him, and no love can equal, much less
in any sense of the words even seem to surpass His, or really
do so.

Those who make these statements must bear the responsi-
bility ; they must answer to a Higher Power than any on
earth how they came to pen them or approve them in others,
So, too, in misquotations very often they are utterly false or
misleading ; but they may have been got into the head from
text-hooks which were untrustworthy, and may yet have
been used in good faith.

It'is rather in the things said in private to persons whom
it is sought to pervert that the dishonesty seems to be in-
excusable, and these are the things most difficult to prove.

It is generally a case of one man's aflirmation and another's
denial. Years ago [ began to advise every one 1 could,
who was at all likely to be attacked by Roman contro-
versialists, to ask them just to put down their assertions in
writing. The effect was excellent.

| believe that there are in the Roman Communion now
numbers and numbers whose principles are far superior to
the practical system that surrounds them, and who would
always try to be open and honest in the solemn work of
trying to influence the faith of another soul ; but, alas! in
the work of proselytising the insolent and aggressive faction
(not the Jesuits only) is ever to the fore,
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I will, for peace' sake, repeat 1 do not impute wilful dis-
henesty and untruth to Roman priests in general ; but I do
sav, and Lerein many an English clergyman deservedly far
better known than myself agrees, that it is impossible for us
to trust any statements made by Roman controversialists in
their efforts ta draw away to their Communion the members
of the Church of England.



INTRODUCTION.

The following appeared in the Fadied, August 21st, 1856 :—

Tt CoNTrROVERSIAL Miromons or RiTvarisa,

We have been asked to publish the following correspondence
between one of the clergy of All Saints’, Margaret Street, and the
Rev. Dr. Lee :(—

Il

UALL Sawrs' Vicanacr, LampertH, Awmend 765, 1886,

“ Rev, Sir,—Having heen for thirty years and more interested
in bringing about visible reunion between the Church of England
and the Catholic Church, T regret to read polemical misrepre-
sentations from any quarter. My attention has been called to 2
paragraph in your sermon upon Mr. Compton, of All Saints',
Margaret Street, which, on the face of it, is somewhat vncharit-
able, and I may add, T trust without offence; a little uncalled for.
Here it is as reported in print: ‘It 15 owing to such characters
as his (Mr. Berdmore Compton’s), that one well known and
respected in the Roman Communion said : “ Whenever any of my
priests tell me anything, I always first ask myself, Are you really
telling me the truth ; and, if s0, what motive is hidden behind it ?

But with the English clergy I always believe them straight off at |

once.” ' Now, Rev. Sir, with regard to this—which does not
belong to the substance of your discourse, but iz airly introduced
to illustrate by comparison somebody else's acknowledged virtues—
[ note (x) that you imply that the words quoted were uttered by
some Catholic bishop; (2) you make him insinuate that he is
unable to believe not one or two, but ‘any’ of his priests; (3)
that, morzover, whenever they have occasion to officially consult
him, he maintains and asserts that they invariably have a motive



