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CORRESPONDENCE 
To the Editor of B L A C K F R I A R S  

DEAR c ~ ~ , - - X l a y  1 cntcr a protest against  the article of Fr. 
H .  S t .  J o h n ?  W r i t i n g  to Cardinal Richard, Archbishop of Paris,  
on Xovcmber j t h ,  1896, Leo S l l I  laid down,  in reference t o  
thosc Englishmen who rejected tlie t ruth,  which he had uttered 
a t  their request to pronounce i t ,  l u i c r r n i n g  their ordinations, 

for ii{.iw it is no loiiger riglit o r  fitting to  join in o r  assist 
ilie plans of those proplc in any w : I ~ ,  i o r  this may he no small 
[iindrance t o  tlie desircd spread of religion.' But  F r .  St .  John  
Ilids 11s ' rejoice in thc success of the Anglo-Catholic Movement, 
do nothing to hindcr it , '  and cven humbly apologises to  Angli- 
cans  for o u r  esistence lvhile recognizing ' the power of the  
Holy Spirit  working in and through thc: Church of England. '  I 
have always understood that  this supposition is quite outside 
orthodoxy and irntrnablc by Catholics. 'l'lie Church of England,  
which is only by courtesy n Cliurch at all, which hounded our 
niar tyrs  t o  death and assailcd tlicir cIj.iilg ea1-s with blasphemy, 
the Church of England  which ;it Liimbctli in 1930 (flatly con- 
t radict ing Lambeth in 1920) cieclarctl foul  Stopery permissible 
' on Christian principlcs ' (why not a!sti niui-der and rifling of 
Anglican prelates'  houses ' on Christian principles ' ?). ' Indecd 
there is much justification for those who say that  the  movement 
keeps twenty outside the Church for  evixrj one tha t  it br ings 
i n . '  For twenty, some of u s  would say a thousand. B u t  cvcn 
twenty would amply justify those who Iiclieve thc movcment to 
lie from the Devil. i\nd now we a r e  asked blindly to believe tha t  
the movement will have the opposite effect in the future ! To 
d r a w  blank cheques on tlie future is futile, arid to  encouragc 
t l i ~  Iierrticnl hotly t w u s o t i o i ( s ,  bomc 1-11 US arc  ' narrow ' cnough 
to think who have antiquated ideas about  hercsy. ' Befogging 
convcntions ' is a m o w  fasliionablr term.  Such articles may 
wcll prompt the question wlizther Cardinal Manning w a s  not 
right after all about Catholics and thc Univcrsitics. 

Yours, ctc.,  
I N o t w i t h ~ t a i i d i t i ~  i l ? ;  t,saggrratcd tone. \vc' print this ' pro- 

test ' against  Fr.  St. John ' s  elfort to  5how a charitablc sym- 
pathy towards tliow Anglicans \\ ho a re  i n  good faith, wrn while 
we omi t  the commendations I-ecrivcil from other priests also 
interested in thc defencr. o f  thc Fai th and tlic Conversion O C  
England.  Is i t  so t f i l h - r i l i  t ( ~  distinguish charilahle sympathy 
with those who ma!. ht. i n  gooil faith. from i:iimprnniisc with 
those who arc  i l l  Iiatl fa i lh? 11.c  anno not refrain frnm spcculat- 
ing ,privately \vlictlicv F r .  Kupe's p r r w n t  word.; worild h a w  
been helpful to Iiim hat1 lie irc;id th1.111 f r o m  sonic other prii in 
his own non-Catholic dayb.--l.:~.] 

H .  E. G. ROPE. 
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