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T H E  F IC T IO N  O F C O R P O R A T E  R E U N IO N .

I
T  is p erfec tly  n a tu ra l th a t A n g lican fa llac ie s ab o u t “  R eu n io n  ”  

sh o u ld b e b es t ap p reh en d ed b y E n g lish C ath o lic s. T h ey  

o n ly  w h o  h av e  liv ed  in  E n g lan d  a ll th e ir liv es , w h o  h av e  fo llo w ed  

th e  v ic iss itu d es of A n g lican ism , an d  w h o k n o w  th e m en ta l h ab its  

o f E n g lish  P ro tes tan ts , can  accu ra te ly  v a lu e th e sh iftin g  a ttitu des  

o f a co n sc ien ce  w h ich h as b een tram m eled fro m ch ild h o o d  b y  

P ro te stan t p re ju d ice . F o r th is reaso n it seem s a  p ity  th a t F ren ch  

C ath o lic s , w h o  k n o w  little  o r n o th in g  o f  th e  A n g lican  m in d , sh o u ld  

co m e fo rw ard  as teach e rs o r d ic ta to rs o n th e d eep ly  v ex ed  q u es ­

tio n  o f  “  R eu n ion .” T h e  A b b é  P o rta l h as n o  d o u b t m ean t  am iab ly  

in  h is co n c ilia tin g  a ttitu d e  to w ard s  th e R itua lis ts , b u t h e  d o es n o t 

k n o w  th e sco p e o f th e ir m isap p reh en sio n . In th e sam e  w ay  th e  

w riters in  th e “  R ev u e  A n g lo -R o m ain e  ”— a rev iew  w h ich is n o w  

in  its th irty -six th  n u m b er— d o  n o t see  th a t b y  o b scu rin g  th e d u ty  

o f su b m iss io n th ey a re in d efin ite ly p o stp o n in g R eu n io n . T h e  

“  case  ” fo r R eu n io n s tan d s th u s  : T h e A b b é P o rta l is aw are , 

th o u g h  h e k eep s th e fac t in th e b ack g ro u n d , th a t R eu n io n d e ­

m an d s , p rim arily , th e reco g n itio n o f th e P ap acy  as a  d iv in e ly  ap ­

p o in ted  in s titu tio n  ; w h ereas L o rd  H alifax , an d  m o st o f  h is  b ro th e r 

R itu a lis ts, in s ist o n  th e reco g n ition  o f  th e  v a lid ity  o f  A n g lican ism ,  

ecc le s ia s tica lly , au th o rita tiv e ly , d o c trin a lly . T h e tw o c la im s a re  

n o t o n ly  irreco n c ilab le , th ey  a re h o p e le ssly  o p p o sed an d an tag o ­

n is tic . T o  p u t th e  case  d iffe ren tly , th e C ath o lic C h u rch  say s  : If  

y o u  w o u ld  co m e  in s id e  th e  C h u rch , y o u m u st an a th em atize  y o u r  

sch ism  an d  a ll y o u r h eres ie s , an d  m u st su b m it w ith  a ll y o u r h ea rt 

to th e H o ly  S ee  in  d o c trin e , d ev o tio n an d p rac tice  ; w h ereas th e  

R itu a lis ts say  w e w ill p artic ip a te  in C ath o lic S acram en ts , an d  co n ­

sen t to  a  fra te rn a l in te rco m m u n io n , o n  co n d itio n  th a t w e re ta in  o u r  

p resen t fo rm u la rie s an d  b e lie fs  an d  w h atev e r h ab its w e es teem  to  

b e  o rth od o x . “ C o rp o ra te R eu n io n  ” o n  su ch  te rm s  as  th e  R itu a l­

is ts’ , w o u ld b e as m u ch a m o ck ery  o f tru th as o f s in ce rity . It 

w o u ld  b e  in d eed  a  m u ch  w o rse fo rm  o f  e rro r th an  th e  in s is tin g  o n  

b e in g  fa ith fu l to  p riv a te co n v ic tio n s  ; fo r to b e “  in g o o d fa ith ,”  

ev en  in  e rro r, is a  m u ch b e tte r s ta te  o f m in d th an to asse rt th a t 

tru th  an d  e rro r a re  co n v ertib le .

T h e  ad v o ca te s  o f C o rp o ra te  R eu n io n  a re fo n d o f ap p ea ling to  

a m em o rab le p reced en t, w h ich th ey  co n ceiv e to b e in so m e re ­

sp ec ts  p ara lle l. In  th e  tim e o f Q u een  M ary  th e re w as C o rp o ra te  

R eco n cilia tio n ; w h y  sh o u ld  th e re n o t b e in th ese  d ay s  ? It w as  

in  th e  y ea r 1 5 5 4  th a t, a t W estm in s te r P a lace , th e re w as a p u b lic , 
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a  n a tio n a l reco n c ilia tio n  o f  a ll E n g lan d  to  th e  C ath o lic F a ith  ; an d  

it is u rg ed  th a t th e  reco n c ilia tio n , w h ile  co rp o ra te  in  m o d ern  sen se ,  

w as n ev e rth e less g ro u n d ed o n th e p rin c ip le o f “  g iv e  an d tak e ,”  

m an y  co n cess io n s o f  v as t im p o rt b e in g  m ad e to  “  A n g lican s,” ev en  

to  th e  ex ten t o f  th e  reco g n itio n  o f  sch ism a tica l b ish o p s  an d  o f  n ew  

d io ceses c rea ted  b y  sch ism a tic s . N o w  h ere  w e h av e  a g rav e m is­

ap p reh en sio n . In ev e ry  case  w h ere  th e P apa l L eg a te  m ad e co n ­

cess io n s , th e re w as a p rev io u s g ran t o f ab so lu tio n to p en iten t  

c le rg y  w h o  h ad  co n fessed  to  th e  c rim e  o f  th e ir p as t sch ism , so  th a t 

in  n o  s in g le  in s tan ce w as in s ta lla tion o r p ro m o tio n p erm itted b y  

th e  C ath o lic  au th o rity  w ith o u t fu ll recan ta tio n o r d isav o w a l an d  

w ith o u t sac ram en ta l ab so lu tio n . A t th is p o in t, h o w ev er, w e  h av e  

to  a llu d e  to  a  difficulty which is obscured by not a few controver­
sialists. In  th e  ea rly  d ay s o f Q u een  M ary  th e re  w as  an  in su p e ra­

b le  im p ed im en t to  th e  h arm o n iz in g  o f th e sp iritua l an d  th e tem ­

p o ra l, p arliam en t n o t b e in g su m m o n ed an d th e q u een n o t b e in g  

c ro w n ed , an d  th e s ta tu te -law  rem a in in g  co n seq u en tly  in  fu ll fo rce . 

T h u s M ary  h ad  to  b e  ca lled “  th e  S u p rem e 'H ead  o f th e C h u rch ,”  

'a  title  o f w h ich sh e sa id to C ard in a l P o le ’s en v o y : 'T  w ill n o t 

h av e  it, ev en  th o u g h  b y  accep ting  it I co u ld  g a in  th ree  o th e r k in g ­

d o m s eq u a l to  th o se  I p o ssess  ”  ; b u t sh e  co u ld n o t p rev en t th o se  

w h o  d rew  u p  h er  w rits  fro m  o b ey in g  a  law  w h ich  w as n o t rep ea led . 

In  reg a rd  to  th e  s ix  b ish o p s-e lec t, w h o  w ere  co n secra ted  b efo re  th e  

reco n cilia tio n , w e k n o w  th a t th ey  w ere ab so lv ed in foro externo, 

th e ir p ro x y g o in g h u m b ly u p o n h is k n ees, co n fess in g  h ea rtfe lt  

so rro w  an d  rep en tan ce , an d u tte rly  ab ju ring th e ir ac ts o f sch ism  

an d  o th e r e rro rs, in  w h ich  sp irit th ey  w ere req u ired  to g o  to co n ­

fe ssio n to a C ath o lic co n fesso r an d fu lfil th e sa lu ta ry p en an ce  

w h ich sh o u ld b e g iv en . A n d so , to o , th e m em bers o f b o th  

H o u ses o f  P arliam en t w en t o n  th e ir  k n ees, an d  d id  “ d ec lare  th em ­

se lv es v ery  so rry  an d  rep en tan t fo r th e sch ism  an d d iso b ed ien ce  

co m m itted  in th is m atte r ag a in s t th e A p o sto lic S ee .” C o n tra s t 

su ch a sp irit as th is w ith th e sp irit o f m o st m o d ern R itu a lis ts . 

A n d  th a t w e m ay say o n e w o rd m o re as to th e a  co n cess io n s  

m ad e  b y  R o m e,” b e  it rem em b ered th a t n o co n cess io n  as to  d o c­

tr in e  w as ev e r e ith e r g ran ted o r ask ed fo r. T h e ra tif ica tio n o f  

n ew ly c rea ted d io ceses , an d o f ju d ic ia l sen ten ces sch ism a tica lly  

p ro n o u n ced , w as so fa r fro m  b e in g a “ co n cess io n ” as to th e ir  

v a lid ity  th a t th e L eg a te d ec reed th a t “  a ll su ch  th in g s  a ttem p ted  

in  an y  w ay  th a t w as n u ll d u ring  th e a fo resa id sch ism  sh o u ld re ­

ce iv e th e  v ig o r o f th e  ap o sto lic san c tio n , so th a t th ey sh o u ld  b e  

co n side red b y a ll to h av e b een m ad e, not b y th e p reced in g  

tem erity , b u t b y  th a t au th o rity  w h ich  h e th en g av e u n to th em .”  

T h e  co n cess io n s ,  th e re fo re , w ere n o t ad m iss io n s  o f  v a lid ity  ; o n  th e  

co n tra ry , th ey  w ere asse rtio n s o f in v a lid ity .
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W h ile  o n  th is p o in t o f th e M arian R eco n c ilia tio n , it is a lm o st a  

p la titu te  to  rem ark  th a t, th e  w h o le  n a tio n  b e in g  trad itio n a lly C ath ­

o lic , th e re co u ld b e little n eed o f in d iv id u al co n v ers io n s . W e  

m ay  say  co n fid en tly  th a t fiv e -s ix th s o f th e ad u lt p o p u la tion w ere  

s till p ro fo u n d ly  C ath o lic -a t h ea rt. E x cep tin g  o n ly  th o se  w h o  h ad  

b en e fited b y  H en ry  V III. ’s sp o lia tio n  o f ch u rch p ro p e rty , th e  n a ­

tio n  ab h o rred  th e in n o v a tio n s , so th a t, as M r. F ro u d e  te lls u s , in  

th e la st y ea r o f E d w ard  V I. th e re w as w h at m ig h t b e ca lled  a  

re ig n  o f  te rro r, “ th e  p riso n s b e in g  fu ll to  o v erflo w ing  w ith C atho ­

lic recusan ts  w h o w o u ld n o t re lin q u ish th e M ass .” O n e o f th e  

P ro te stan t m iss io n a rie s to Ire lan d th u s d esc rib es th e  en th u s ia sm  

w ith w h ich th e re tu rn to th e o ld fa ith w as w elco m ed in th e  

C athed ra l o f K illa rn ey  : a  T h ey  ran g  a ll th e b e lls in th a t ca th e ­

d ra l ; th ey  (th e  c lerg y ) flu n g u p th e ir cap s to th e b a ttlem en ts  o f  

th e  g rea t tem p le , w ith sm ilin g s an d lau g h in g s m o st d isso lu te ly  ; 

th ey  b ro u g h t fo rth  th e ir co p es , can d les tick s, cen se rs an d c ro sses ; 

th ey m u ste red fo rth m o st g o rg eo u sly a ll th e to w n o v er, w ith  

Sancta Maria ora pro nobis an d th e re s t o f th e L atin L itan y .”  

N o w , it is o b v io u s th a t a  R eco n c ilia tio n in  th o se d ay s an d a R e ­

co n c ilia tion  in  a  th ree -cen tu ried  P ro te stan t E n g land  m u st b e  v ery  

d iffe ren t p ro cesses in d eed . If w e  p u t to g e th e r w h at w e m ay  ca ll 

th e  p arty  o f  L o rd  H alifax  an d  th e  m ore  ad v an ced  o f  th e  m em b ers  

o f th e  C hu rch  U n io n , an d  ev en  w ish  to  b e liev e in  th e  a rd en t asp i­

ra tion s o f th e  m ajo rity  o f th e  R itu alist la ity , w e  still count only a  

sm a ll m in ority  o f E n g lish  P ro te stan ts w h o co u ld b e ex p ec ted to  

re jo ice in “ R eu n io n .” U n d er E d w ard V I. it w as b y  th e sh ee r  

s tren g th o f th e ex ecu tiv e th a t ro y a l in ju n c tio n s w ere en fo rced  

ag a in s t C ath o lic s; in  th ese  d ay s ro y a l in ju n c tio n s ag a in s t P ro tes ­

tan ts w o u ld  m eet ev en  w ith  m o re s tren u o u s o p p o sitio n . W h at th e  

n a tio n  n o w  w an ts  is  co n v ers io n — a  v ery  d iffe ren t th in g  fro m  R eco n ­

c ilia tio n . A n d  if w e  a re  to  accep t th e  lead in g  o rg ans  o f th e  v ari­

o u s  p artie s as in d ica tin g  th e  b en t o f th e  n a tio n a l w ill, th e re  seem s 

to  b e  a re s tle ss d es ire fo r co m p ro m ise , b u t v ery  little rep en tan ce  

fo r sch ism .

II .

It is in reg a rd  to  th e d isp o s itio n o f th e  E n g lish p eo p le , as d e ­

m o n stra ted b y th e ir p ro p o sed te rm s o f reco n c ilia tio n , th a t th e  

A b b é  P o rta l h as b een  se rio u s ly  m isled ,  tru stin g  ra th er  to  h is ch a r­

ity  th an to h is k n o w led g e . W e sh ou ld say , firs t, th a t th e p o p ­

u la r u se o f th e  w o rd R eu n io n sh o w s h o w  co m p le te ly  th e  w h o le  

su b jec t is m isap p reh en d ed . T h ere  can no t b e  R eu n io n  w h ere  th e re  

n ev e r w as U n io n ; an d  it is ce rta in  th a t b e tw een th e n ew  P ro tes t­

an t re lig io n— firs t in v en ted  b y  H en ry  V III., an d  su b seq u en tly  d e ­

v e lo p ed b y  E lizab e th— an d th e re lig io n o f th e C ath o lic R o m an  



8 1 0 American Catholic Quarterly Review.

C h u rch , th e re n ev e r w as, n ev e r co u ld b e , rea l u n ion . T h e tw o  

re lig io n s  w ere  o p p o sed  o n  first p rin c ip le s, as  to  au th o rity , w o rsh ip , 

an d  d ev o tio n  ; n o r w as it ev e r p o ss ib le to  sp eak  o f th em  as b e in g  

u n ited , an y  m o re  th an  o f  a  n eg a tiv e  as b e in g  id en tica l w ith  a  p o si­

tiv e , o r o f nego an d credo as b e in g sy m p a th e tic . L et u s , th en , 

d isca rd  th e  w o rd  R eu n io n , an d  u se  a m u ch  tru e r  w o rd , R eco n c ilia ­

tio n . N o w  th e  A b b é P o rta l, an d th e “  R ev u e A n g lo -R o m ain e ,”  

in  th e ir  ea rn as t lo n g ing  to  b rin g  ab o u t R eco n c ilia tio n , d o  n o t lik e  

to  in s ist o n  th e  h ard , s tu b b o rn  fac t th a t w h at is ca lled  th e C h u rch  

o f E n g lan d is a  sec t. It is n o t a C h u rch  n o r an in teg ra l p art o f  

th e  C h u rch , b u t a p u re ly  p o litica l o rg an iza tio n . It fo llo w s, th e re ­

fo re , th a t each  in d iv id u a l A n g lican is n ecessa rily in  sch ism  an d  in  

h eresy . A n d  th is b e in g  so , it is id le  to  ta lk  o f  a  “  co rp o ra te” re ­

co n c ilia tio n , as if th e  fac t o f a m u ltitu d e o f d issid en ts  ag ree in g  to  

“  sh ak e h an d s  ” w ith th e C ath o lic C h u rch co u ld in th e s lig h tes t 

d eg ree  u n d o  th e ir sch ism  an d th e ir h eresy . T h ey  w o u ld a ll re ­

m ain p rec ise ly w h at th ey  w ere b efo re , P ro te stan ts so  fa r as th ey  

ch o se  to  b e P ro te s tan ts , an d  C ath o lic  in  th e ir o w n  sen se o f C ath ­

o lic ity . R eco n cilia tio n w o u ld m ean , I w ill n o t o b ey  y o u . S u b ­

m issio n  w o u ld  m ean , I d o  n o t b e liev e  in  y ou . T h e  o n ly  p rac tica l 

o u tco m e  o f su ch  a fic titio u s  fra te rn iza tion  w o u ld  b e  th a t tru th  an d  

e rro r w o u ld h av e  “  sh ak en h an d s  ” as g o o d frien d s o n th e  v ery  

g ro u n d  th a t n o  o n e co u ld  k n o w  w h at w as th e  tru th .

i( C o n v ers io n  ” to the Church is, in rea lity , th e  ex ac t o p p o site  o f  

th is fic tio n  o f  “  co rp o ra te  reu n io n .” It m ean s th e  accep ting  w h at­

ev e r th e C h u rch teach es , an d th e ab h o rrin g  w h atev e r sh e co n ­

d em n s. A n d th e g race o f G o d  a lo n e can  g iv e  to  each  in d iv id u al 

so u l th e fu ll lig h t w h ich is n ecessa ry  fo r co n v ers io n . “  T h e  g ift 

o f fa ith  ”  is n o t g iv en  in  its fu ln ess u n til a fte r th e  rece iv in g  o f  th e  

d iv in e  sac ram en ts— a  g ift w h ich so  p u rifies  th e in te llec t th a t it ap ­

p reh en d s  th e  n ecessa ry  tru th  o f C ath o lic teach in g  ; b u t th e  g race  

to ap p reh en d th e p rim ary  d u ty  o f su b m ittin g to th e d iv in e  au ­

th o rity  o f th e  C h u rch  w ill b e g iv en  to  ev e ry  so u l w h o  ask s fo r it ; 

so  th a t it m u st b e a lw ay s a m an ’s o w n  fau lt if h e g o es o n  w o r­

sh ip p in g h is o w n o p in ion s , in s tead o f ask in g G o d to en lig h ten  

h im . N o w  w h o  d o es n o t see  th a t a  “  co rp o ra te co n v ers io n  ” is a  

so rt  o f  co n trad ic tio n  in  te rm s  ? C erta in ly , G o d  co u ld , if  H e  w illed , 

g iv e  th e g race  o f co n v ers io n  a t th e sam e m o m en t to a  w h o le n a ­

tio n , o r to  a  w h o le P ro te stan t sec t ; b u t th is is n o t H is o rd in a ry  

w ay . O rd ina rily , H e ac ts sep ara te ly  o n each so u l, in H is o w n  

tim e , b y  sp ec ia l ca llin g  ; an d  each so u l is re sp o n sib le  fo r h im se lf . 

“ C o rp o ra te  ” co n v ers io n w o u ld sh irk p erso n a l re sp o n sib ility  ; 

w o u ld sh ift th e b u rd en  o n  to  th e sh o u ld e rs o f a  w h o le co m m u ­

n ity  ; w h ereas, p erso n a l co n v ers io n  is in  th e  o rd e r  o f  D iv in e  P ro v ­

id en ce , an d  co n sis ten t w ith  a ll w e k n o w  o f th e  D iv in e w ay s. T h e  
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A b b é  P o rta l, in h is d es ire to sm o o th o v er th e th o rn y  an d tro u ­

b lo u s p a th  o f  co n v ers io n , seem s to  sh rin k  fro m  th e  suffering w h ich  

it in v o lv es , as th o u g h  th e  su ffe rin g s w ere n o t th e  p rice  to  b e  p a id . 

A s in  th e  ea rly  p ag an  tim es , th e  o rd in ary  p rice o f co n v ers io n  w as  

m arty rd o m , im p riso n m en t,  o r  a t leas t  o stracism , so , in  o u r  o w n  d ay , 

th e re is n o  b u y in g th e p ea rl o f g rea t p rice w ith o u t b e ing  w illin g  

to  se ll a ll th a t w e p o ssess . Im ag in e th a t th e  sam e  co u n se l w h ich  

h as b een ap p ro v ed b y  th e  A b b é  P o rta l, in  reco m m en d in g  a  “ co r­

p o ra te  ” co n v ers io n , h ad  b een g iv en to  th e  firs t co n v erts to  C h ris­

tian ity  : “  D o  n o t su ffe r m arty rd o m , b u t w ait till im p eria l p re ju ­

d ice sh a ll h av e g iv en  w ay  to  m o re k in d ly  am en ity , an d th en  y o u  

can  a ll b eco m e C h ris tian s to g e th e r, w ith o u t risk in g  th e  to rtu re  o r  

th e  lio n ’s m o u th .” T h is w as n o t th e co u n se l o f th e  A p o stles o r  

th e ir d isc ip le s , w h o  in s isted o n in d iv id u a l sac rifice , an d le ft “  co r­

p o ra ten ess  ” to tak e ca re o f itse lf . A s C ard in a l V au g h an h as  

h ap p ily ex p ressed it, w ith th a t s tra ig h tn ess an d in g en u o u sn ess  

w h ich  m ay  b e  sa id to b e ch a rac te ris tic  o f h is teach in g  : “  E v ery  

d ay is m ak in g it c lea re r th a t th e P ro v id en tia l w ay o f b rin g in g  

ab o u t R eu n io n , a t leas t in E n g lan d , is b y  th e p o w erfu l g race o f  

G o d  ac tin g o n  th e in te llig en ce , th e in d ep en d en ce , an d th e g o o d ­

w ill o f in d iv id u a l u n its , as in  th e  p as t ; an d th a t n o h o p e  o r co n ­

fid en ce is to  b e  p laced  in  th e  id ea o f  co rp o ra te  reu n io n .”

B u t th is  th o ro u g h ly  C ath o lic  m ean in g  o f  “  co n v ers io n  ” is e ith e r  

o b scu red  o r  m in im ized  in to  u n m ean in g n ess b y  th e  F ren ch  w riters  

an d  o ra to rs w e h av e re fe rred  to . T h e  reaso n , as  w e h av e sa id , is  

th a t th ey  d o n o t k n o w  th e A n g lican tem p eram en t, an d d o n o t 

rea lize th e  h av o c m ad e  b y  fa lse  trad itio n s . T h a t a  d efin ed  a rtic le  

o f fa ith  can no t b e d en ied  w ith o u t h eresy , an d  th a t th e  au th o rity  o f  

th e H o ly  S ee can no t b e re jec ted  w ith o u t sch ism , a re k n o w n to  

them to  b e  ax io m s o f C ath o lic ity ; b u t liv in g  a lw ay s am o n g  C ath ­

o lics , th ey  u tte rly  fa il to  ap p reh en d  h o w  A n g lican s can h ab itu a lly  

th ink  th e co n tra ry . A n d so th ey  try th e co u rtly  ex p e rim en t o f  

so o th in g an d  ca ress in g , w ith  w h ich m an y  san g u in e  R itu a lis ts a re  

m u ch  p leased . A  m u ch  w iser  m eth o d  w o u ld  h av e  b een  to  in q u ire  

o f C ard in a l V au g h an  w h at w as rea lly  th e p resen t a ttitu d e o f th e  

R itu alis tic m in d , an d so  to  h av e  av o ided m ak in g  m istak es w h ich , 

th o u g h  d o u b tle ss q u ite n a tu ra l, m ay  p u t b ack m an y  co n v ers io n s  

fo r m an y  y ea rs .

III .

T h ere  is an o th er cu rio u s d e lu s io n , a t lea s t im p lied  b y  th e  A b b é  

P o rta l, to  w h ich  it is d es irab le  to  re fer. T h is d e lus io n  is th a t th e  

C ath o lic C h u rch  w o u ld  g a in  so m u ch  b y  “  co rp o ra te u n ion  ” w ith  

a ll th e  co n ten d in g  co m m u nitie s w h ich m ak e u p  A n g lican ism , th a t 

sh e sh o u ld s triv e  fo r it o n p u re ly  in tere sted  g ro u n d s . A n d  it is  

i
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ev en  u rg ed  th a t th e C ath o lic C h u rch  is su ffe rin g  fro m  h er lo ss o f  

“  th e N atio n s o f th e N o rth ,” su ffe rin g “  fro m  th e lack o f th e  

T eu to n ic e lem en t, w h ile th e A n g lican C h u rch is in c reas in g in  

s tren g th .” W e  h av e h ere  a  m iss ta tem en t b o th  o f  p rin c ip le  an d  o f 

fac t w h ich w e  m u st v en tu re to  ca ll h ard ly  ex cu sab le . A s to  p rin ­

c ip le , th e  su g g es tio n th a t th e  C ath o lic C h u rch , w h ich n o w  n u m ­

b ers tw o h u n d red an d tw en ty m illio n s o f so u ls, w o u ld g a in  

s tren g th  b y  th e co rp o ra te ad h es io n  o f tw en ty -fiv e m illio n s  o f A n ­

g lican s , n o n e  o f  w h o m  a re q u ite  su re  as to  th e ir o w n  b e lie f, it m ay  

b e  d ism issed  as , to  say  th e leas t o f it, u n ca th o lic . T h e A n g lican  

co m m u nio n , as a  m atte r o f fac t, sca rce ly  in c lu d es o n e-h a lf o f th e  

p eo p le  o f E n g lan d  ; w h ile in th e B ritish d ep en d enc ies it is in a  

p a in fu l m in o rity . A n d  w e a ll k n o w  th a t w h en  a m an say s h e is  

an  A n g lican  o r a  P ro te stan t w e a re  n o  n ea re r to  co n c lu d in g w h at 

h e  th in ks h e  b e liev es  th an  if h e  h ad m ad e n o p ro fessio n  o f fa ith . 

W h at ad v an tag e th en to  th e  C ath o lic C h u rch co u ld acc ru e fro m  

th e  fra te rn iza tio n  o f  su ch  a  h o st o f  co n flic ting  o p in io n is ts  ? If  su ch  

a  “  co rp o ra te reu n io n ” w ere p o ss ib le , it w o u ld b e an 'in ju ry a t 

w h ich ev e ry  C ath o lic w o u ld sh u d d er. H ap p ily  it is u tte rly  im ­

p o ss ib le .

B u t, as a m atte r o f fac t, th e g ro w th  o f C ath o lic ity  fa r ex ceed s  

th e  g ro w th  o f so -ca lled A n g lican ism . A s to th e  “  T eu to n ic e le ­

m en t,” th e  n u m b er o f T eu to n ic  C ath o lics w ith in  th e fo ld ex ceed s  

b y  m an y  m illio n s th e  w h o le n u m b er o f A n g lican s th ro u g h o u t th e  

w o rld . B u t le t u s g o a  little m o re d eep ly  in to th is q u es tio n o f  

s ta tis tic s, s in ce  it is u rg ed  as b e ing  o f  w eig h ty  im p o rtan ce .

T h ere  m ay  b e  a  d ifficu lty  in  o b ta in in g  th e ex ac t tru th  in reg ard  

to  n u m b ers , b u t w e m ay  fa irly  tru s t au th o rities w h ich a re k n o w n  

n o t to b e ad d ic ted  to ex ag g era tin g C ath o lic c la im s. T h u s th e  

“  E co n o m is te  F ran ça is  ”  assu res  u s th a t, fro m  th e  y ea r 1 8 0 0  to  1 8 9 0  

— a p erio d  a lm o st em b rac in g  th e  p resen t cen tu ry — th e n u m b er o f  

C atho lic s in  G erm an y  h as g o n e u p fro m  s ix to s ix teen m illio n s . 

T h is  d o es n o t lo o k  as if  th e  “  T eu to n ic  e lem en t ” can  b e  sp o k en  o f  

as b e in g  lo s t to  C atho lic ity . A n d  n o w , as to  th e  “  N atio n s  o f th e  

N o rth ,” th e n u m b er  o f C ath o lics  in  E n g lan d an d S co tlan d , in  th e  

first y ea r o f th is n in e teen th cen tu ry , w as o n ly 1 2 0 ,0 0 0 . In  th e  

y ea r 1 8 9 0  it h ad  g o n e  u p  to 1 ,6 9 0 ,9 2 1 . (W e  b e liev e  th is to  b e  fa r  

b e lo w  th e  m ark , b u t it is b e tte r to  k eep  o n  th e  sa fe s id e .) R u ssia  

is a  g o o d  co u n try  fo r co m p ariso n s, fo r w e  a ll k n o w  b o w  C ath o lic s  

h av e  b een  p ersecu ted . T h e ad v an ce  o f C ath o lic ity  in th e n in e ty  

y ea rs  w as (P o land  b e ing  le ft o u t o f  th e  ca lcu la tio n ) fro m  2 0 ,0 0 0  to  

2 ,9 3 5 ,5  r9 - t°  th e  U n ited  S ta te s  th e  in c rease  in  th e  sam e  p eriod  

h as  b een g iv en  as fro m  6 1 ,0 0 0 to 7 ,9 7 7 ,2 7 0 . A n d w h at d o w e  

lea rn ab o u t A frica  ? 4 7 ,0 0 0 h av e g ro w n to 3 ,0 0 0 ,0 0 0 . A s to  

C h in a  th e  in c rease  is g iv en  as fro m  1 8 7 ,0 0 0  to  5 7 6 ,0 0 0  ; w h ile in  
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In d o -C h in a it is fro m  3 1 0 ,0 0 0 to 6 9 0 ,7 7 2 . T u rk ey  in A sia an d  

E u ro p e w o u ld n o t b e a p ro m is in g em p ire , y e t th e n u m b er o f  

C ath o lics  h as g o n e  u p  fro m  6 3 1 ,0 0 0  to  1 ,2 9 8 ,4 7 5 . S w itzerlan d  h as  

in c reased  h er n u m b er th ree fo ld . C an ad a  h as  ch an g ed  1 2 0 ,0 0 0  in to  

2 ,0 0 0 ,0 0 0 . O cean ica  h as  ad v an ced  fro m  th e  v ery  sm a ll b eg in n in g  

o f 2 8 0 0  to 2 ,0 0 0 ,0 0 0 . H o llan d a lso h as co n v erted  3 5 0 ,0 0 0 in to  

1 ,4 4 8 ,8 5 2 . A n d  so  in p ro p o rtio n  in m o st o th e r co u n trie s . A n d  

it m u st b e  rem em b ered  th a t w ith in  th e  la s t fiv e y ea rs— fro m  1 8 9 0  

to 1 8 9 6 — th e p ro g ress o f C ath o lic ity th ro u g h o u t th e w o rld h as  

b een  sw ifte r th an  it ev e r w as b efo re . S o  th a t v iew in g  th is  p ro g ress  

as a w h o le , w e m ay say th a t, in n on -C a tho lic co u n trie s, th e in ­

c rease o f C ath o lic s h as b een fiv e fo ld . A n d in th e o ld C ath o lic  

co u n trie s th e re  h as  b een  th is im p ro v em en t, th a t th e re  a re  n o w  v ery  

few  “  in d iffe ren t ” C ath o lic s ; th e g rea t b u lk o f C ath o lic p eo p les  

b e in g so lid ly C ath o lic , an d th e m in o rity b e ing n o is ily in fid el. 

T h ere is sca rce ly  an y  P ro tes tan tism  in C ath o lic co u n trie s. That 
is a w eed w h ich is an accid en t o f B ritish fe rv o r;.b u t it is to o  

sh a llo w  a  co m p ro m ise to  cap tu re  in te llec ts . A s a  ru le , th e  F ren ch ,  

Ita lian an d  S p an ish  p eo p les a re lo g ica l, k een -w itted , an d  a lso h u ­

m o ro u s  ; an d th ey  k n o w  th e d iffe ren ce b e tw een b e in g tau g h t b y  

d iv in e  au th o rity  an d  b e in g  tau g h t b y  in d iv id u a l o p in io n .

N o w  it is o b v io u s th a t a g ro w th in C ath o lic ity is n o t lik e a  

g ro w th  in  C h u rch  o f  E n g lan d ism , o r in d eed  in  an y  k in d  o f  P ro te s t­

an tism . E v ery C ath o lic b e liev es th e sam e th in g , so th a t th e  

C ath o lic C h u rch is a co m p ac t an d p erfec tly u n ited a rm y ; n o t 

u n ited  o n ly  in  re jectin g w h at is fa lse , b u t in a ffirm in g  w h at is in ­

fa llib ly  tru e . S o  th a t th e  C ath o lic o n e-th ird  p art o f  G erm an y  is a  

m u ch  s tro n g er p o w er th an th e tw o -th ird s  o f G erm an R atio n a lis t 

sp ecu la to rs  ; an d th e sam e m u st b e sa id o f a ll o th e r co u n trie s . 

W h at th e  A b b é  P o rta l ca lls th e  “  T eu ton ic  e lem en t ”  an d  th e  “  N a ­

tio n s  o f th e N o rth  ” a re s tead ily  re tu rn in g  to th e C atho lic fa ith  ; 

n o t b y  “ co rp o ra te  reu n ion  ”— su ch  a  fic tio n  is u n ten ab le— b u t b y  

th e in d iv id u a l ap p reh en sio n  o f  th e  d u ty  o f  o b ed ien ce , a id ed  b y  th e  

sp ec tac le o f d iv id ed  P ro te s tan tism .

W e  h av e  to  en q u ire ,  in  th e  face o f  th is s teady  ad v an ce o f  C ath o ­

lic ity , w h eth e r  th e  p ro sp ec ts o f  a  "  co rp o ra te  ”  reco n c ilia tio n  ap p ea r  

to  b e  le ssen ed  o r in c reased  ; an d  w h eth e r th e  n ew  p h ases o f  P ro t­

es tan tism  a re b e tte r ad ap ted th an th e o ld o n es fo r “  co rp o ra te  ”  

su b m iss io n  an d  co n c ilia tio n  ?

IV .

It m u st b e accep ted  as ax io m atic  th a t th e o n ly  p o ss ib le reco n ­

c ilia tio n  m u st b e p reced ed b y  in d iv id u a l su b m iss io n . A n d in d i­

v id u a l su b m iss io n  in  th e  case  o f P ro te stan ts— an d  as m u ch  in th e  

case o f A n g lican s as o f N o n co n fo rm is ts — w o u ld m ean , not th e  
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su rren de r o f th e sam e e rro rs in a ll P ro tes tan ts , b u t o f d iffe ren t 

e rro rs in  each  sep a ra te P ro te stan t. N o tw o P ro te s tan ts , w h eth e r  

A n g lican  o r  N o n co nfo rm is t, b e liev e  o r d isb e liev e in  th e  sam e  w ay  ; 

an d  w h ile  o n e  an d  a ll m isap p reh en d  th e  C ath o lic fa ith , each  o n e  o f  

th em  m isap p reh en d s it q u ite d iffe ren tly . A  “ co rp o ra te ” su b ­

m iss io n  w o u ld  th e re fo re  in v o lv e  th e  su rren d er o f  ten  th o u san d  d if­

fe ren t “ o b jec tio n s ” o f v ario u s m in ds , th ese “ o b jec tio n s” b e in g  

en te rta in ed  in  v ary in g  sp irits , an d im p oss ib le  to  b e fo rm u la ted o r 

d efin ed . If th en  th e  su b m iss io n o f ev en  o n e  P ro te s tan t m u st in ­

v o lv e  h is co m p le te su rren d e r  o f  m any  h eres ie s , w h at w o u ld  b e in ­

v o lv ed  in  th e  su b m iss io n o f  a  m ig h ty  h o st o f  d eep ly  d iffe rin g  co n ­

flic tin g  o p in io n is ts ? B u t “  su rren d er  ” is ju s t th a t v ery  d ifficu lty  

w h ich  th e  co rp o ra te  reco n c ilia tio n  is ts  w ill n o t face . T h ey  w ish  to  * 

re ta in  a ll th e ir p riv a te  id eas , w h ile  “ su b m ittin g ^ ’ o n ly  to  an  ex te r­

n a l fra te rn ity . A n d  th is is th e  n o t su b m ittin g  a t a ll. F o r ex am ­

p le , th e R ev . P ie rs  L . C lau g h to n , w h o  is th e R ec to r  o f  H u tto n ,  an d  

an  ad v o ca te o f  co rp o ra te reu n io n , say s th a t “ o n  th e  A n g lican  s id e>  

th e re m u st b e th e  accep tan ce  o f th e  in fa llib ility  o f th e P o p e , w h o  

ru led  o v er th e E n g lish  C h u rch  a ll th ro u g h  th e  M id d le A g es, an d  

w as o n ly  ren o u n ced fo r th e p o litica l ex ig en cie s o f H en ry V III. 

. . . . T h ere m u st a lso b e  th e accep tan ce  o f th e d o c trin e  o f th e  

Im m acu la te C o n cep tio n .” N o w  th is seem s to  co m e v ery  n ea r to  

“  su b m iss io n ,” an d w e sca rce ly  ex p ect an y  d ifficu lty . B u t p res ­

en tly  w e read th a t th e re a re “  co n d itio n s  ; ” an d  th e first is th a t 

“  o n th e R o m an s id e th e v a lid ity  o f o u r o rd e rs an d sacram en ts  

m u st b e reco g n ized  as w e reco g n ize  th e irs , an d  (2 ) it m u st b e co n ­

ced ed  th a t th e  secu la r c le rg y m ay  m arry ,” S o  th a t h ere  w e  h av e  

an  A n g lican  w h o  ac tu a lly  ack n o w led g es th e  in fa llib le  au th o rity  o f  

th e P o p e , an d y e t a t th e sam e tim e in s is ts th a t th a t in fa llib ility  

m u st b e in s tru c ted  as to  th e essen tia ls o f  th e  v a lid ity  o f H o ly  O r­

d ers . P ro b ab ly  th e re  a re  n o t m an y  o f  th e H ig h  C h u rch  p arty  w h o  

w o u ld  co m b in e su ch co n trad ic to ry a ttitu d es ; b u t th e ex am p le  

se rv es to  sh o w  h o w  d iv e rs ified a re  th e u n its w h ich  a re  n o w  ad v o ­

ca tin g  a  “  co rp o ra te ” reu n io n .

T o  tak e  an o th e r ex trem e  case— ex trem e  in  a  v ery  p a in fu l sen se .  

F a th e r Ig n a tiu s, th e A n g lican m o n k , w rite s o f a p u b lica tio n b y  

D ean  F rem an tle  as “  th e  v ery  g rea te s t scan d a l th a t h as ev e r o c ­

cu rred  in  o u r  v en e rab le  an d  o rth od o x C h u rch  o f E n g lan d .” H e  

say s  : “ F o r m y self I can  tru ly  say  th a t th e  v ery  fac t o f  th is  aw fu l 

m an  b e in g  a  d ean  in  o u r  b e lo v ed  C h u rch  cau ses m e  s leep le ss  n ig h ts  

o f m en tal ag o n y ........... W e  n eed  fro m  th e C h u rch  o f E n g lan d  a

p la in  an d  ex p lic it  ex p ress io n  o f  h er m in d , su ch  as  sh a ll m ak e  c lea r  

h er d e te rm in a tio n to h o ld a t a ll co s t to th e  tru th  o f R ev e la tio n , 

w h ich is h er  o n ly  g ro u n d  o f ex isten ce . B u t th e  C h u rch  o f E n g ­

lan d  is s ilen t ; o u r a rch b ish o p s , b ish o p s an d co n v o ca tio n s a re , as  
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C an o n G o re  say s, ‘acco m p lices ’ o f D ean  F rem an tle .” N o w , see ­

in g  th a t th e “  h eres ie s ” w h ich a re  so  s tro n g ly  assailed  w ere p ro ­

fe ssed an d  p u b lish ed  e ig h t y ears  ag o , an d  th a t s in ce  th e ir p u b lica ­

tio n  th e  H o n . an d  R ev . W . H . F rem an tle h as  b een  p ro m o ted  to  th e  

D ean ery o f R ip o n , w e can n o t co n c lu d e th a t “  th e a rch b ish o p s , 

b ish o p s an d co n v o ca tio n s ” h av e tak en th em  v ery se rio u s ly to  

h ea rt. F a th e r Ig n a tiu s say s th a t th e B ish o p  o f R ip o n  “  h as  th o r­

o u g h ly  an d  w ith o u t a  w o rd  o f p ro te s t w elco m ed as d ean in to  h is . 

ca th ed ra l a m an  w h o is a p u b lic ly p ro fessed u n b e liev e r in th e  

C h ris tian  re lig io n , an d  a  n o to rio u s d efam er o f th e S crip tu re s an d  

th e  c reed s .” W h eth e r  th is accu sa tio n  is w h o lly  ju s t, w e n eed  n o t 

n o w  s tay  to  in q u ire . W h at w e  a re co n sid erin g  a t th is m o m en t is  

th e  p racticab ility  o f  a  “ co rp o ra te ” reco n c ilia tio n  w h ich sh o u ld  in ­

c lu d e  th e R ec to r o f H u tto n  an d th e D ean  o f R ip o n , an d a ll th e  

in n u m erab le “ sh ad es o f o p in io n ists” w h ich lie b e tw een th em .  

Im ag in e su ch  a  co in c id en ce  as  th a t D ean  F rem an tle  an d  th e  R ec to r  

o f  H u tto n  sh o u ld  b o th  to g e th e r su e  fo r “  co rp o ra te ” reco n c ilia tio n . 

Jo in  w ith  th ese  tw o  su ito rs  F a th e r  Ig n a tiu s , th e  w ell-k n o w n  zea lo u s  

A n g lican  m o n k . A n d  th a t w e  m ay  h av e  a th o ro u g h ly  rep resen t­

a tiv e d ep u ta tio n , le t u s ad d th e E d ito r  o f th e R itu a lis t “  C h u rch  

T im es” an d  th e  P res id en t o f th e  P ro te s tan t A llian ce . E v ery  o n e  

o f  th ese  g en tlem en , b e  it rem em b ered , is eq u a lly  a m em b er o f th e  

C h u rch  o f  E n g lan d , eq u a lly  en titled  to  sp eak  o n  h er  b eh a lf , eq u a lly  

co m p e ten t to  d ic ta te  th e  te rm s  o f reco n cilia tio n , th e co n d itio n s o f  

th e  p ro p o sed “  g iv e  an d  tak e .” It is m an ife s t th a t, in th e an te ­

ro o m , b efo re  th e ir ad m issio n  to  th e p resen ce o f th e P ap a l L eg a te , 

D ean  F rem an tle , th e R ec to r o f H u tto n , F a th e r Ig n a tiu s , th e E d i­

to r  o f  th e  R itu alis t n ew sp ap e r an d  th e  P resid en t o f  th e P ro te stan t 

A llian ce  w o u ld  h av e  p re lim in arie s  to se ttle  w h ich it m ig h t tak e ’a  

n u m b er  o f y ea rs to  b rin g  w ith in  a “ co rp o ra te  ” ag reem en t. A n d  

if it b e  an sw ered , “ y es , b u t it is th e R itu a lists a lo n e  w h o rea lly  

d es ire reco n c ilia tion  ; th e  w h o le  o f th e  re s t o f  th e  co m m u n io n , in ­

c lu d in g  th e  A rch b isho p  o f  C an te rb u ry , an d  p ro b ab ly  th ree -fo u rth s  

o f th e  c le rg y , b e in g  as in d iffe ren t to  co rp o ra te as th ey  a re  to  in d i­

v id u a l su b m issio n ,” w e  m u st re jq in  : th en th e re is an en d o f a ll 

co rp o ra ten ess  ; fo r to  say  th a t, w ith in  o n e  an d  th e  sam e C h u rch  o f  

E n g lan d , th e R itu a lis tic  sec tio n  m ay  b e reco n c iled to  th e  C ath o lic ’ 

au th o rity , w h ile  a ll th e o th e r sec tio ns rem a in in h o stility  eq u a lly  

w ith  C ath o lic ity  an d  R itu a lism , is to su p p o se  a b ab e l o f d iffe ren t 

c reed s in th e sam e C h u rch , ev en m o re em b arra ss in g th an th a t 

w h ich n o w  ex ists . It w o u ld  o n ly  b e  ad d in g  a  sem i-C ath o lic  R itu ­

a lis t sec t to  th e  ex istin g  sem i-P ro te s tan t R itu a lis t sec t; an d  th e re  

w o u ld  b e  n o  m o re  co rp o ra ten ess  th an  is p o ss ib le  b e tw een  m em b ers  

o f th e  sam e  fam ily  an d  th e  s tran g e rs  w h o  k n o ck a t th e ir g a te fo r  

h o sp ita lity .
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W e  h av e  s till, h o w ev er, an o th e r g rav e d ifficu lty . T h e  C h u rch  

o f E n g lan d  n ev e r w as  co rp o ra te in  an y  sen se , h is to rica l o r so u n d . 

It w as fro m  th e firs t a  p o litica l sec t, h e ld to g e the r so le ly  b y  ro y a l 

ty ran n y  an d  co m p ac ted  b y  in iq u ito u s law s. It w as “  co rp o ra te  ”  

o n ly  in  th e sen se in w h ich p riso n ers a re co rp o ra te , w ith in a ja il  

fro m  w h ich  th ey  can n o t escap e . H en ry  V III. d ep riv ed  th e  n a tio n  

o f th e ir  tru e co rp o ra te C h u rch , w h ich w as th e irs b y  in h e ritan ce  

an d  b y  ch o ice; an d  b ecau se th e P o p e  an d th e w h o le C h u rch in  

E n g land  w ere fa ith fu l to  th e ir w h o le C ath o lic  d u ty  h e  c reated , n o t 

a  ch u rch ,  b u t  a  sch ism a tical sec t, o f  w h ich  h e  m ad e  h im se lf  su p rem e  

h ead . T h e s to ry  of a h o w  it w as d o n e  ” is as s im p le  as it is d es ­

p era te ly  w ick ed . T h e  n o b les an d th e u p p er c la sses w ere b rib ed  

b y rich g ifts o f ch u rch lan d s , ch u rch ab b ey s an d m o n ey ; th e  

b u rg h e r c la ss w ere th e d ep en d en ts o f th e n o b les , an d th e p o o r  

w ere  a t th e  m ercy  o f b o th . A t o n e b lo w , as it w ere , H en ry  d e ­

s tro y ed  th e m o n aste ries , th e h o m es, sch o o ls an d h o sp ita ls o f th e  

p o o r  ; h e  p u n ish ed th e n o w  frien d le ss p easan try  as  v ag ran ts , an d  

th u s c rea ted  th e  tw o  g reat ev ils fro m  w h ich th e  co u n try  h as ev er  

s in ce  su ffered , a  n a tio n a l v ag ran cy  an d p au p erism . T o ca ll su ch  

a  n ew  re lig io n a “ co rp o ra te ” ch u rch  w o u ld in d eed b e  a tr if lin g  

w ith w o rd s. A n d w h en E lizab eth , d riv en w ild w ith th e P o p e ’s  

re jec tio n  o f h er c la im s, ab o lish ed  th e  M ass, rep u d ia ted  fiv e sac ra ­

m en ts o u t o f sev en , an d co m p le te ly s trip p ed C h ris tian ity  o f its  

d o c trin e an d d isc ip lin e , o f its au th o rity an d d iv in e ju risd ic tio n , 

sh e  d id  n o t m ake  a  n ew  ch u rch ; th a t w as im p oss ib le ; sh e  es tab ­

lish ed  a  n ew  sec t, w h ich  w as o n ly  co rp o ra te in th e sen se th a t it 

w as th e  trea so n  o f law  ag a in s t G o d .

N o r can  it b e  assu m ed  th a t th e  C h u rch  o f E n g lan d  is co rp o ra te  

in  th e  sen se o f its C o m m o n P ray e r B o o k  o r its F o rm u laries . A s  

to th e P ray e r B o o k , it w as d raw n u p b y  th e b o y -k in g E d w ard  

V I., w as ra tified b y  E lizab eth , an d ra tif ied o n ce m o re b y  S co tch  

Jam es. S o  th a t to  reg a rd  th e P ray e r B o o k  as in  rea l sen se rep re ­

sen tin g th e  ecclesiastical to ta lity  o f th e n a tio n  w o u ld b e  as ab su rd  

as to  sp eak  o f it as R o m an  C ath o lic . A n d  as to th e  T h irty -N ine  

A rtic le s— w h ich d ec la re th a t “  G en era l C o u n c ils m ay  e rr,” th a t 

T ran su b stan tia tio n  is “  rep u g n an t to  th e  p la in  w o rd s o f  S crip tu re ,”  

an d  th a t “  th e B ish o p  o f R o m e h a th n o  ju risd ic tio n in  th is  rea lm  

o f E n g lan d  ”— th ey  w ere so  g ro te sq u e ly  a t issu e  w ith th e b e lie fs  

o f th e  n a tio n , w ith  a ll th e trad itio n s o f a  th o u san d  y ea rs , as w ell 

as w ith  th e d ic ta te s o f co m m o n sen se , th a t th ey  co u ld n o m o re  

b e  sa id  to  “  co rpo ra te ly ” v o ice  th e n a tio n  in  its d o c trin a l an d  su ­

p ern a tu ra l credo th an  th ey  co u ld  b e  sa id  to  re flec t ju s tly  its in te lli­

g en ce o r its ed u ca ted n ess , its tru th fu ln ess , so b rie ty , o r m o ra lity . 

W e  m u st d ism iss , th en , th e  w h o le id ea  o f a  co rp o ra te reco nc ilia ­

tion  in  its re la tio n  to th e h is to ry  o f th e  S ta te C h u rch , an d a ll its  

fo rm s o f w o rsh ip  an d  u n b e lie f.
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V .

Y et h ap p ily , th e  v ery  im p o ss ib ility o f  a  co rp o ra te  reco n c ilia tion  

ren d e rs th e  d u ty  m o re  im p era tiv e , an d  th e ta sk m o re  easy , o f in ­

d iv id u a l su b m iss io n to  th e  C h u rch . A n d h as it n o t a lw ays  b een  

a  h ab it o f E n g lish P ro tes tan ts to ta lk  o f “  ev e ry  m an b e in g  an ­

sw erab le  to  G o d  in  h is o w n co n sc ien ce / ’ an d o f h is “  not w an tin g  

th e  g u id an ce  o f  o th e rs? ” It is ex ac tly  th is  co n d itio n  w h ich  sh o u ld  

lead  each  sep a ra te  P ro te stan t to  p ray  to  G o d  to  illu m in e  h is in te l­

lig en ce , so  th a t, d e tach ing  h im se lf fro m  th e c ro w d  o f co n ten d in g  

teach e rs , w h o  can  teach h im  n o th in g b u t th e ir o w n  p riv a te  o p in ­

io n s , h e m ay  o b ta in  th e g race  o f fa ith su ffic ien t to  m ak e  h is su b ­

m iss io n , an d  so  to  en jo y  th e d iv in e  sac ram en ts o f th e  C h u rch .

T h ere is n o in ten tio n  o f a llu d in g  in th is p resen t p ap e r to th e  

su p e rn a tu ra l s id e  o f  th e  su b jec t; it b e lo n g s  to  th eo log ian s to  sp eak  

o f th e su p e rn a tu ra l; an d an  o rd in ary  lay  C ath o lic  w o u ld b e  o u t 

o f h is g ro o v e  w ere h e  to  g o  o u tsid e o rd in ary  lay  reaso n in g s . It  

is o n ly  in th e reg io n  o f co m m o n sen se th a t a lay m an can ta lk  

ab o u t “  su b m issio n ” ; an d  E n g lish m en  ra th e r  p rid e  th em se lv es o n  

th e ir co m m o n sen se; in d eed , th ey so m etim es seem  to c la im  a  

m o n o p o ly .

N o w  co m m o n sen se can es tab lish th ese th ree p o sitio n s : (i) ·  

T h a t d iv in e  tru th  can  b e  k n o w n  o n ly  b y  d iv in e  au th o rity  ; (2 ) th a t 

th e C h u rch o f E n g lan d h as n o d iv in e au th o rity  w h atev e r ; an d  

(3 ) th a t, th e refo re , each sep a ra te  A n g lican m u st sea rch fo r d iv in e  

au th o rity  b efo re  h e  can  d iscov e r d iv in e  tru th . T h is is th e  m ak in g  

in d iv id u a l re sp o n sib ility  n o t o n ly  th e b es t ru le  b u t th e o n ly  ru le . 

It is an  ab so lu te fo lly  fo r an y  A n g lican to  w ait u n til h a lf a d o zen  

o th e r A n g licans , o r h a lf a  d o zen  th o u san d o th e r A n g lican s, h av e  

ch a tted o v er th e  ‘‘ te rm s ” o n  w h ich th ey  w ill co n sen t to b e ad ­

m itted in to m em b ersh ip  w ith th e o n e  C h u rch  o f G o d ; it is th e  

in v e rsio n  o f co m m o n sen se , s in ce th e o n ly  m o tiv e o f b e in g ad ­

m itted in to th e C ath o lic  C h u rch m u st b e  th e  co n v ic tio n  th a t sh e  

is th e o n ly  tru e teach e r. If o u ts id e rs can m ak e co n d itio n s w ith  

th e P o p e , o r, lik e th e am iab le R ec to r  o f H u tto n , w h o  w o u ld ac ­

k n o w led g e h is in fa llib ility  p ro v id ed o n ly h is o w n O rd ers w ere  

ack n o w led g ed— it fo llo w s, lo g ica lly , th a t th e d iv in e au th o rity  o f  

o u ts id e rs m u st b e  eq u a l to , if n o t g rea te r th an , th a t o f th e P o p e . 

Im ag in e a m an say in g in  h is p ray e rs , “ I h av e n o o b jec tio n to  

o b ey in g  A lm ig h ty  G o d , p ro v id ed  h e  w ill acq u iesce  in  m y  v iew s  

y e t th is is ex ac tly  w h at th e R ec to r o f H u tto n  m u st say  w h en h e  

a ffirm s th a t h e  w ill accep t in fa llib ility p ro v id ed  h e , th e R ec to r o f  

H u tto n , m ay  d efin e its lim its an d th e sco p e o f th e tru th s to b e  

d e term in ed . C o m m o n sen se is a q u ite su ffic ien t th eo lo g ian to  

ap p reh en d  th a t h e  w h o p o ssesses in fa llib ility m u st a lo n e p o ssess  

th e  k n o w led g e o f its lim its ; an d  th a t to d ic ta te to th e  In fa llib le  

v o l . x x i.— 5 2  
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w h at it sh a ll a llo w  o r n o t a llo w , is th e sam e th in g  w ith say in g : 

“ Y o u  a re  n o  m o re in fa llib le  th an  I am , s in ce it is fo r m e  to  p o in t 

o u t to  y o u  w h at y o u  sh o u ld  d o .” U n d o u b ted ly , as to  ce rta in  n a ­

tio n a l cu s to m s, as to  ce rta in m atte rs o f d isc ip lin e o r o f modus vi­

vendi., it is p erfec tly  law fu l fo r A n g lican s to b eg  fo r co n cess ion s ,  

an d  a  v arie ty  o f  su ch  co n cess ion s  m ig h t b e  m ad e . B u t in  a ll m at­

te rs o f fa ith — an d  th e  q u es tio n o f  A n g lican  O rd ers , th o ug h  n o t in  

itse lf a q u estio n o f fa ith , in v o lves q u es tio n s w h ich a re c lo se ly  

a llied  w ith  th e  fa ith — is ju st o n e  o f th o se  en q u irie s o n  w h ich th e  

magisterium o f th e H o ly  S ee m u st m ak e fin a l ju d g m en t an d p ro ­

n o u n cem en t. N o w  to  say  to  th e H o ly  S ee , “  J am  ra th e r a ttach ed  

to  m y  A n g lican O rd ers , an d  I rea lly  can no t  a llo w  y o u r  in fa llib ility  

— o r, as it w o u ld  b e  in  th e p resen t in s tan ce , y o u r magisteruim—Xx) 
u p se t m y  fo n d ly  ch e rish ed  co n v ic tio n s ,” is to  ack n o w led g e  a  p rin ­

c ip le  w h ile d en y in g  its o p era tio n  ; to  ad m it a  law  w h ile d en y in g  its  

o b lig atio n . It  is an  a ttitu d e  w h ich  co m m o n  sen se  m u st rid icu le ,  an d  

w h ich C h ristian  p ie ty  m u st co n d em n . T h e  H o ly  S ee  is e ith e r se t 

in  th is w o rld  to  g iv e  ju d gm en t o n  p o in ts ,  w h ich  a re  d ispu ted , o r it 

h a s n o m o re p re ro g a tiv e  o r sp ec ia l g ift th an h as an y  o n e  o f th e  

fo u rteen  h u n d red  C ath o lic b ish o p s . T o  ad m it th e  p re ro g a tiv e , th e  

magisterium, an d  y e t to a ffec t a  su p e rio rity  o v er its ex e rc ise , is a  

g o o d  d ea l m o re lik e th e  w an t o f th e  sp irit o f co n cess io n  th an  lik e  

th e  ea rn es tn ess w h ich d es ire s co n cess io n s .

H av e  w e  n o t  seen  th en  th a t th e  fa llac ie s  o f  co rp o ra te reu n io n  a re  

as o b v io u s as is th e p aram o un t d u ty  o f in d iv id u a l su b m iss io n  to  

th e C h u rch  ? A n d  th is p aram o u n t d u ty , as h as b een  sa id , is co n ­

s isten t w ith  th e  ex e rc ise  o f p riv ate ju d g m en t— th e  m o st treasu red  

o f th e p riv ileg es o f P ro te s tan tism . T h ere is n o n eed to co n su lt  

w ith H ig h C h u rch m en  o r L o w  C h u rch m en  ; n o  n eed to  w ait fo r  

th e h arm o n iz in g o f a sco re o f d iss id en t “  v iew s as to reu n ion  ; ”  

n o  n eed  to  tak e  co u n se l w ith  th e  A rch b ish o p  o f C an te rb u ry , w ith  

F a th e r Ig n a tiu s , w ith th e R ec to r o f H u tto n , o r w ith th e m em ­

b ers o f  th e P ro tes tan t A llian ce ; th e o n ly  ru le  is to  b e  s in ce re an d  

in  ea rn es t, an d to ask G o d  ev e ry  d ay  fo r th e g ift o f fa ith . T h is  

co u rse  w ill b e co m m o n  sen se an d tru e p ie ty . If th e C h u rch o f  

E n g lan d — th a t h e te ro gen eou s m u d d le , w h ich n o in te llec t co u ld  

ev e r d efin e , an d  n o  so u l co u ld ev e r lo o k  to  fo r in fa llib le teach in g  

— a ffirm ed  th a t sh e  p o ssessed  d iv in e  au th o rity ,  w e m ig h t n a tu ra lly  

say , ask her to  te ll y o u  w h en ce sh e d erives h er d iv in e au th o rity , 

an d w h at d o es th a t d iv in e au th o rity  teach . B u t th e C h u rch o f  

E n g land rep u d ia te s d iv in e au th o rity ; sh e assu res y o u th a t a ll 

ch u rch es , a ll co u n c ils “ h av e e rred ;” sh e teach es th a t "e rrin g ”  

is  th e  g ran d  c red en tia l  o f  o rth o d o x y , an d  th a t ev e ry  o n e  w h o  d o es  

n o t e rr m u st b e  in  e rro r. W e  can n o t av o id  th e  p arad o x  ; it is n o t 

o u rs , it is A n g lican . B u t ev e ry  A n g lican sh o u ld re jo ice in th e  
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p arad o x , b ecau se it c lears th e  w ay fo r in d iv id u a l su b m iss io n . N o  

A n g lican  h as an y  o n e w h o m  h e can co n su lt; h e h as n o o n e to  

o b ey , n o  o n e w h o can teach h im  an y th in g ab o u t an y th in g  ; h is  

“ C h u rch  ” is in th e sam e p o sitio n as h im se lf, k n o w in g ju st so  

m u ch  o f  tru th  as can  b e g a th e red  fro m  th e p riv a te im p ress io n o f  

w h at th e R o m an  C ath o lic  C h u rch  h as a lw ays  tau g h t. T h is  “ p ri­

v a te im p ress io n ” is eq u a lly th e p riv ileg e o f a ll A n g lican s ; o f  

C ran m er, o f L au d , o f Jo h n W esley , o f L o rd H alifax , an d  o f th e  

P ro tes tan t A llian ce. A w ay  th en w ith th e to o p u erile fic tio n o f  

o b ed ien ce  to  a  “  C h u rch  ”  w h ich  d o es n o t ex is t ! E v ery  A n g lican , 

w h en  seek in g  th e  tru th , m u st b eg in  b y  tu rn in g  h is  b ack  o n  th e  im ­

p o ste r w h ich  a ffirm s th a t “  a ll ch u rch es  m ay  e rr.”

In  a few  m o n th s w h at is ca lled th e P an -A n g lican S y n o d w ill 

m eet a t L am b e th  fo r th e d iscu ss io n  o f— w h at? W e  a re em ph a ti­

ca lly  w arn ed  th a t th e m o re  th an tw o h u n d red A n g lican  .B ish o p s 

w ill not se ttle  d o c trin a l d isp u te s , w ill n o t a ffirm  o r co n d em n . W e  

k n ew  b efo reh an d  th a t th ey  w o u ld n o t a ttem p t to  d o  so  ; an d th a t 

if th ey  m ad e th e  a ttem p t, th e re  w o u ld  b e o n e u n iv ersa l ex c lam a ­

tio n , “  risum teneatis amiciT N o w  th is o n e cu rio u s an o m aly , th e  

P an -A n g lican S y n o d , sh o u ld c lear th e w ay  fo r “  in d iv id u a l su b ­

m issio n .” W e  can  im ag in e an  A n g lican , w h o  is rea lly  an x io u s to  

b e reco n ciled to th e C ath o lic C h u rch , s ittin g o u ts id e  th e S y n o d  

H all a t L am b e th , an d w aitin g fo r the d ec is io n s o f th e S y n o d , 

“  W ill y o u  te ll m e,” h e  ask s eag e rly  o f  th e  b ish o p s , “  w h eth e r  I  am  

in  th e  C h u rch  o r o u t o f it ? If  I am  in  th e  C h u rch ,  o f  co u rse  y o u  

can d efin e fo r m e  w h at is th e tru e d o c trine  o f th e ‘ co m m u n io n  

se rv ice  ; ’ w h eth e r I o u g h t to  ad o re  th e C o n sec ra ted H o st, o r to  

b e liev e o n ly  in a sp iritu a l R ea l P resen ce?” N o an sw er. “ W ill  

y o u  te ll m e  w h eth e r th e A n g lican  c le rg y  fo r th e  la s t th ree cen tu ­

rie s h av e  b een  p rie s ts  ; w h o se  d u ty  it w as to  h ea r co n fessio n s , an d  

w h o se  p o w er it w as to g iv e  ab so lu tio n s  ; an d h av e th ey  th e re fo re , 

fo r th ree  cen tu rie s, in cu rred  th e  an a th em a  o f  th e  C h u rch , fo r n ev e r 

d o ing  w h at it w as th e ir d u ty to d o , an d fo r a lw ays p reach in g  

ag a in s t th e  p o w ers w h ich  th ey  p o ssessed  ? ” N o an sw er. “  W ill  

y o u  te ll m e  w h eth e r th e R o m an  C ath o lic  C h u rch  in th is co u n try  

is in sch ism , an d  if  so , fro m  w h at C h u rch  it is in sch ism , an d b y  

w h o se au th o rity it is p ro v ed to b e in sch ism  ?  ” N o an sw er.  

“ W ill y o u  te ll m e  w h at is th e L iv in g A u th o rity  in  th e w o rld , to  

d ec id e  fo r m e o n  a ll m atte rs  o f  fa ith  ; so  th a t, fo r ex am p le , b e tw een  

th e  teach in g  o f th e  T sar ’s C h u rch , o f th e E n g lish R itua lis ts , an d  

o f  th e  P ro te stan t A llian ce , I m ay b e g u id ed  in fa llib ly  to  ch o o se  th e  

tru th  ; an d w ill y o u sp ecia lly  m en tio n w /ry th e R o m an  C ath o lic  

C h u rch , w h ich is th e o n ly C h u rch in th e w o rld w h ich c la im s  

to teach , an d th e o n ly C h u rch in th e w o rld w h ich d o es n o w  

teach , is to  b e th e o n e o n ly  co m m u n io n  to .w h ich  I am  to re fu se  
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m y o b ed ien ce, u n d er p en a lty o f th e A n g lican an a th em a  ? ” N o  

an sw er,

In d iv id u a l S u b m iss io n  is th e  c lea res t d u ty  o f free w ill w ith in a  

“  C h u rch  ”  w h ich is n e ith er  docens n o r  discens. If  w e  h ad  to  liv e  a  

th o u san d  y ea rs , in s tead  o f ten  y ea rs  o r o n e  y ea r, w e m ig h t w ait a  

d ay  o r  tw o  lo n g e r b efo re m ak in g  q u ite su re  w h eth e r w e  w ere in ­

s id e o r o u tsid e  th e C h u rch  o f G o d . B u t to risk d y ing  w ith o u t  

co n fess io n  an d  ab so lu tio n , w ith o u t H o ly  C o m m u n io n , w ith o u t E x ­

trem e  U n ctio n , an d  w itho u t th e  a id  o f th e C o m m u n io n  o f S a in ts , 

is w h at co m m o n  sen se m u st p ro n o u n ce to b e th e w ild es t ac t o f  

fo lly  w h ich  is so  m u ch  as ev en  p o ss ib le to  th e  h u m an  m in d .

A . F . M a r s h a l l .

A  D A U G H T E R O F  T H E  D O G E S .

T
H E  V en e tian  fam ily  o f  th e C o rn a ro  h ad  m ad e its n am e  illu s ­

tr io u s  b y  th e  sev e ra l d o g es it h ad g iv en  to  th e s ta te fro m  

th e  fo u rteen th  cen tu ry  o n w ard , an d  b y  o n e  o f  its n o b le  d au g h ters , 

C ate rin a , q u een o f C y p ru s . T h is y o u n g w o m an , d au g h te r o f a  

rich  m erch an t, w as g iv en  in m arriag e  to Jam es d e L u sign an o n  

h is b e in g  m ad e  k in g .o f  C y p ru s , w h en  th a t is lan d  w as w rested  fro m  

th e G reeks . P ro u d th o u g h th e V en e tian s w ere o f th e w ea lth  

b ro u g h t b y  th e ir en te rp risin g m erch an ts to  th e  an c ien t c ity , it w as  

d eem ed  sca rce ly  fittin g  th a t th e  n ew  k in g  sh o u ld  w ed  a  w ife  w ith ­

o u t a  title , a lth o u g h  h er fam ily  w as o n e  o f  th e o ld es t in  V en ice , so  

th e  rep u b lic ad o p ted  th e  y o u th fu l C ate rin a  ; it p ro n ou n ced  h er a  

d au g h te r o f S t. M ark , an d b ecam e h er g u ard ian . A n d  n o b ly it 

fu lfilled  th is se lf  im p o sed  tru s t, fo r la te r, w h en  h er ro y a l h u sb an d  

w as k illed in  th e d efen ce o f h is k in g d o m , V en ice w atch ed o v er  

th e  w elfa re  o f th e  w id o w  an d  h er in fan t ch ild . F in a lly , h er p o si­

tio n  b ecom in g  m o st p reca rio u s , C ate rin a  cas t as id e  th e u n sa fe b u r­

d en  o f so v e re ig n ty  an d ab d ica ted  in fav o r o f th e  rep u b lic  ; la te r  

sh e  re tired  to A so lo , w h ere sh e k ep t u p  a  m im ic co u rt fo r m an y  

y ea rs . P ie tro B em bo , a fte rw ard s ca rd in al, w ro te ab o u t th e  in n o ­

cen t b u t ra th er u n real life led  th e re ,  w ith its fan ta stic  p as tim es an d  

rev e ls . 1 . T h e s to ry o f C ate rin a h as fa sc in a ted m o re th an o n e

1 It is p ro b ab le  th a t th is  b o o k  w as am o n g  th o se p rin ted b y  th e  fam o u s A ld u s  ; fo r  

C ard ina l B em bo , b o th b efo re an d a fte r h is e lev a tio n to th e S acred C o lleg e , w as a  

f  rien d  an d  p a tro n  o f A ld u s .


