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PREFACE

IT is always important to explain what exactly
is assumed at starting in eversy book, or i other
waords, for what class of readers it is written. This
book then is written for persons who accept, or
are disposed to accept, the Catholic position ; that
is, who belicve that Christ instituted a wisible
Church, and intended the apostolic succession of
the Ministry to form at least one necessary link of
connection in it : who accept the Catholic Creeds
and the declared mind of the Church as governing
their belief: and who believe in the Sacraments,
as celebrated by a ministry of apostolic authority
in its different grades, as the covenanted channels
or instrumenis of grace. IFurther, this beok is
addressed to catholic-minded persons who are
members of the Church of England, or Churches
in communion with her.  Such persons find them-
selves attacked from the side of Rome, and hear it
denied that it is possible to be Catholics without
being Roman Cathaolics. 1t is against such claims
made upon us from the side of the Roman
Church that the following pages are intended to
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be a defence, mostly in the way of explaining
positively the Anglican pesition, and showing it
to be both catholic and rational. Thus Chapter 1.
15 a general explanation of the Anglican position
as the ‘viax media and a general statement of our
attitude towards the Roman Church. After that
follows an answer in detail to each article of the
Roman assault. Thus Chapter 11 vindicates the
Anglican or Catholic conception of Church unity
as against the Roman modification of it. Chap-
ter 111, endeavours to explain the true or primitive
conception of Church authority, and Chapter 1v.
the true relation of the Church to the Bible
Chapter v, examines the Roman interpretation
of our Lord's promisc to 5t Peler. Chapters VL
and VIL bring to the test of history the modern
claims of the Roman see. Chapter VIIL ex-
pounds the meaning of schism, and clears the
LEnglish Church from the charge of it. Chapter Ix.
i5 occupicd in vindicating the validity and jurds-
diction of the Anglican episcopate ; and Chap-
ter X. in defending the Anglican Church on the
charge of heresy.

This book is largely a reproduction of some
papers on the same subjects originally published
in the fndian Churclman in the carly part of
1884, and afterwards reprinted in Indiz. From
time to time I have had cccasion to notice as 1
went along the recently published letter of Mr.
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Luke Rivington on Autlhority : A plain veason for
Joining the Church of Kome. This letter professes
to be 'a reply’ to my reprinted articles (see p. 1),
and I felt therefore that it pave me some cause
for complaint, because in fact, even on the point
with which alone it deals—the claims of the
Roman sece—it made no allusion to the main con-
tention of my arpument, but directed its criticism
mostly to its minor or insignificant issues. . What-
ever value the book may have had, it was not a
reply to mine, I have endeavoured in the course
of the following pages to give a more full-faced
reply to the Roman arguments than Mr. Rivington
has given to mine. There are three other remarks
that I wish to make on Mr. Rivington's book.

1. Mr. Rivington betrays an almost incredible
forgetfulness of the conditions of the controversy.
He says that singe 5ir Thomas More and 5t
Francis de Sales spoke or wrole about the
authority of the Roman see there has been “no
new literary discoveries, of any importance, about
the early centurics of the Christian life.” This is
a scntence to make a man rub his eyes! It is not
true in the positive sense that St Irancis ‘shows
an intimate acquaintance with all the Fathers
whom' I quote. At least he did not know the
Refutatio of St. Hippolytus. But this is not what
is most important. The factis that 5t. Francis
and Sir Thomas More knew a great deal too
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much. Sir Thomas Moere had before him the
whole almost unassailed fabric of the Isidonan
Decretals—an immense body of documents sup-
posed to emanate from the Homan bishops, be-
ginning with 5t. Clement and reaching down to
Melchiades (a0, go-314), and all assuming a
developed form of the Papal power existing and
recoghized from the carliest times. Their autho-
rity had been much shaken belore S5t Francis de
Sales’-death, but it was six years after that event
{fe.in A.D, 1625) that the whole of this immense
fabric was finally demolished by David Blondel in
St Francis’s own see of Geneva. The spurious-
ness of these decretals was indeed shown so
demonstratively that the Roman writers them-
selves have bad unanimously to abandon them,
with the result that the fabric of the Papal antho.
rity has been almost totally deprived of its
historical and literary basis in the early centuries.!
And as if this were not enough, it must be
remembered that the interpolations in 5t Cyprian,
tending to the authority of the sec of Peter, had
been inserted in the cdition of Manuzio in 1563,
and would no doubt have been read by 5t Francis
as the genuine words of 5t Cyprian. Further, it
was not till the cighteenth century that the Bene-
dictine editors of the Fathers purged the Patristic

! See some excellenl pages in Mr, E. G, Woed's Hegad Porver
of the Chuerch, pp. 2529
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writings [rom a vast deal of spurious matter, all
more or less in the interests of medievalism. After
pointing this out—and [ am not the first to do it
—I think I am justified in asking whether an
assertion like this at the very outset of an argu-
ment, does not go far to discredit it ?

2. A great many of ¥Mr. Rivington’s arguments
and quotations might have been in place if any one
had denied for instance that 5t Peter was the
leader of the apostolic band : or that the Koman
Church was commonly regarded, at lcast from the
third century in the West, and the fourth century
in the East, as having the prestige of the ‘see of
St. Peter’: or that there was after the fifth century
a 'papal’ tonc about the Roman claims, however
much it fell short of the clear note of the
medizeval Papacy. But nohody questions these
historical facts. Only we protest that the last-
mentioned fact, the papal claim, was not of
catholic acceptance, that is, was unheard [or
several centuries, was never aceepted in the East,
and was a very gradual growth in the West
Very little of Mr. Rivington’s book is even
directed to showing that it was of cathelic accept-
ance.

3- Mr. Rivington has found "a plain reason”™
for joining the Church of Rome. I should have
thought his title a rather suggestive one, Great
questions are not decided on single issues, There
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is ‘a plain reason ' for most courses of action — for
instance, it is ‘a plain reason’ for suwicide that it
rids us of * the ills we have"; but it came into
Hamlet's mind that there was another. reason, if
not so plain, at any rate more weighty, against
such a course of action, viz, that “ we fly to others
that we know not of.” I do not at all believe that
Mr. Rivington has made good even his one plain
reason, but I am sure that he has not even con-
sidered a great number of weightier reasons
against the course he sugpests,

My thanks are due to the Rew. F. E, Bright-
man and Mr. R, B, Rackham [or help in prepar-
ing this book for the press.

C. G

Pusey House, 3T. Denvys, 1888,

Adifearfuews Lo po 18 n® My atteotion has' beco called fo a
passage in Newman's fdsconrrer fo Afixed Cosgrapmions, po 251,
whire he enumerates as the parts of what woold conshilute a
‘marial pperation’ opon the Anglican Choreh and destroy iis
eggenee or definition, the folipwing ; *° Talkce is bishops oul of
the legizlature, tear itz formelzries from the Statute Dook, open
ils universities to Diszenters, allow its clergy to become laymen
again, legalize s private prayer-meedngs.”  This was ullered
in 1849. Since then thres of the condngencics contemplated
hase actually occenrred,  Would any one now Imagine thal the
oceurrenceo of the fisst two would make the operation mortal?



