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The Churchman Adbertiser.

SEPTEMBER, 1901.

THE EXPOSITOR'S GREEK TESTAMENT:.

EDITED BY THE

REV. W. ROBERTSON NICOLL, M.A,, LL.D,,
Editor of the *‘ Expositor,” ** Expositor's Bible,” etc.,
The FIRST YOLUME, of 880 pages, handsomely bound in buckram cloth, consists of:
THE GOSPELS OF ST. MATTHEW, ST. MARK, and ST. LUKE. By the
Rev. Prof. A. B. Brucg, D.D.

THE GOSPEL OF ST. JOHN. By the Rev. Prof. Marous Dops, D.D.

#“The firat thing that strikes one when he takes up the volume on the Gospels is the uncommon hand-
someness of the book, It is a joy to handle it and leok into its pages. It is the very book to lure a student
into reading. The form is 8o superb, the paper so choice and so light, the margins so delightfully broad, the
type 8o clear and so tasteful. . ., The two scholars to whom this volume has been committed are the very.
men for the work. Each is a master of his subject, and each has gone into his task con amore. . . . A work
worthy of the most cordial appreciation.”—Critical Review.

The SECOND VOLUME, consisting of 954 pages, contains:
THE ACTS OF THE APOSTLES. By the Rev. R. J. KNowLiNg, D.D., Professor of

New Testament Exegesis, King’s College, London,

ST. PAUL'S EPISTLE TO THE ROMANS. By the Rev. James Denxy, D.D., Pro-
fessor of Systematic and Pastoral Theology, Free Church College, Glasgow.

S8T. PAUL'S FIRST EPISTLE TO THE CORINTHIANS. By the Rev. G. G.

FiNpLAY, B.A., Professor of Biblical Literature, Exegesis, and Classics, Headingley College.

The price of each volume is 28s., but for those who Subscribe Now the price for two
) volumes is 30s. net.

FULL PROSPECTUS SENT FREE ON APPLICATION TO THE PUBLISHERS.
“The work is one of great merit ; the text is always carefully examined, with reference both to Hellenistic
and Classical Greek, and the exegesis is evidently the work of thoroughly competent persons. Not less con-

Fcuous is the breadth of view. The introduction to the Acts is especially valuable. No book in the New
estament demands a better equipment both of learning and of sound judgment.'—Spectator.

LONDON : HODDER & STOUGHTON, 27, PATERNOSTER ROW, E.C.
A PERIODICAL FOR THE NEVYW CENTURY.

The Commonwealth.

A CHRISTIAN SOCIAL. MAGAZINE.

Edited by CANON HENRY SCOTT HOLLAND.

Monthly, 3d. net; post free for a year, 4s. Volumes, cloth boards, 5s. Cloth binding
cases, 1s. 6d.

¢ Always interesting.”—=Spectator.
‘T bave myselt found great stimulus from ‘ The Commonwealth.” ”—THE BisEOP OF ROCHESTER.

Loxnon: WELLS GARDNER, DAKTON & CO., 3, PaTerNosTER BuiLDings, E.C., axD
. 44, VICTORIA STREET, S.W.

And of all Booksellers.

Y

‘¢ A Sane Temperance Paper.’’

The Temperance Critic.

AN ORGAN OF CONSTRUCTIVE REFORM.

Monthly, 2d. Post free, one year, 38. Published on the 15th of each month.

‘“ Nothing could be better. Round this . . . all the zeal and passion of social reform should rally.”—
_CavoN HENRY Scorr HoLLaNp.

Orrick: 63, SourmamproN Row, RUSSELL SQUARE, LoxpoN, W.C.
To be obtasned everywhere.
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HER LATE ~
INTEREST“IG - - Why not read '“The News”?
ANNOUNCEMENTS MAJESTY QUEEN VIGTORIA. | = camiy waNTS.

- The late DEAN oF WINDSOR Wrote: |those needing a Cheap and

Every Week for Readers of | « Her Majesty permits me to say |Effective  AdvertiSement,
The Mews that she has read and approved of | should try {THE NEws.”

o "o it with much pleasure.’ 25 Words, 1/- 38 Times, 2/6.

A hamonat The MMews. review,

CONDUCTED BY THE EDITOR OF ‘ HOME WORDS.”

zmwmww

Every Churchman or Churchwoman shouid read this Home Paper.

CONTENTS EVERY WEEK.
Home Reading Page. Sermons by our On the Outlook. By H. S. B,
Bishops and Clergy. Church Notes. By SENEX.
Current Notes. By the EDITOR. Our Fireside Tale. By EDWARD GARRATT,
Turnovers. By G. .. APPERSON, the Rev. AGNES GIBERNE, and other Leading
Dr. JaMmes, D.D., W. T. STRATTON, Authors.
A Li:tc'a:x?;cdausen By A IcoN Portrait Sketches of Leading Clergy.
T e, LEX ICON. s
N.B.'s for Young Men, )l,3y H.S.B. Ilustrated Articles. ,
Prize Chess Problems. By A, K. S. Epitome of the Week's News.
‘Woman’'s World. By Veritas. Temperance Topics.
Personal and Social Holiday Fapers, etc., etc.

“THE NEWS,” it is believed, has the largest circulation
of any Evangelical Church Newspaper.

IT CONTAINS ARTIGLES ON PRESENT-
DAY TOPIGS BY The Mews

The Bishop of Liverpool
The Bishop of Worcester 1d-
%e BB;sgop of %odglr and Man
e Bishop of Durham
The Ven. chhd;ea.con Sinclair WEEKLY.
The Dean of Canterbury
. %!ie })etannof S% D]z;w%d’s P b lished
¢ late Rev. P. B. Power
T?e Rev. Walter Sex%or ublisne

p Packenham Walsh, D.D. .

Dean of Norwich Every F rlday.
ev. Canon Flemi

léev. lérofessgrt%t[o e, D.D.
ev. Canon Sutton

ate Rev. G. Everard 16 PAGES
tov. Ganon Ohristoph

ev. Canon opher

ov. E. A Btuart SIZE OF -
Rev. Canon Burbidge

Rev. G. A. Sowter
Editor

“THE GRAPHIC.”

“Tgr News” can The Mews Post Office Orders
be had at all Railway At all Newsagents and Rail ,,.n kstalls made payable at the

1 -
?Z%lz:%ﬁiew&s:d ehl;;:. TermsofSubscription to “TheNews.” | General Post Office,

-+ (Postage included.
e shall be glad to 8ingle Copies sent direct from )the Publishing to—
hear from any reader | Office at the following Rates :— Mr. Charles Murray,
who finds any diffi- Great Britain. Abroad.
culty in procuring g‘or gpegeaxf:hs e gs. gg 2:. ﬁ. 11, Ludgate Square,
B or 8ix Mon o . 88.3d. ... 4s
copies. For Three Months . 18. 84, ... 28 2d. I'on:don’ EC.

Publishing Offices, 11, Ludgate Square, Ludgate Hill, London, e.C.

“Tuz NEws” inaerts domestic wants, 25 words for 1s.



ELLIOT STOCK'S NEW BOOKS.

In crown 8vo., cloth, price 6s.

A NEW TRANSLATION OF ISAIAH. With Explanatory Notes
and a History of the Life of Isaiah. By Rev. E. FLECKER, M.A.
““The present translation is well done, i
full and tafortaing e Th ik o7 Forth one. The notes are concise, clear, and useful, and the life of Isaiah is

* A valugble contribution to Biblical knowledge, which will not only appeal to the student, but will be
found helpful to all readers of the Old Testament Scriptures.”—Newcastle yDagy Chronicle. ’

In crown 8vo., cloth, price 2s. 6d.

ON THE PATH OF PROGRESS; or, The National Church

and a Needed Porward Movement. By HENRY LATIMER JACKSON, M.A,

In crown 8vo., cloth, price 3s. 6d.

THE VYICTORY THAT OVERCOMETH. ByH. A.D.

In crown 8vo., fancy paper cover, price 1s,

RESPONSIYEﬁESS AND COMMUNION with the BLEST.

By the Rev. VINCENT J. LEATHERDALE, M.A., Vicar of East Haddon.

~In demy 8vo., paper cover, price 3d.

THE CLAIMS OF ROME. By SaMureL SmitH, M.P.

¢ A'pamphlet well worth reading, showing the baselessness of the claim of the Pope frem a consideration
of the early bistory of the Church, the subsequent growth of Papal demands, the frequent breaking of the
succession, and the immoralities of the clergy.”—Christian Million.

In paper cover, price 2d. each ; or 12s. per 100.

THE DOCTRINE OF THE CHURCH OF ENGLAND on
f:gmao%eyna :!li:m and Baptismal Regeneration. By the Rev. J, Foster LEPINE, Vicar of

INEW VOLUMES OF VERSE.

In crown 8vo., cloth, price 2s. 6d.

A BOOK OF VERSES. By Mrs. James GLENNY WiisoN, N.Z.

Author of “ Themes and Variations,” ‘ Alice Landor,” ** Two Summers,” ete.

In crown 8vo,, cloth, price 2s. 6d.

IN THE LAND OF MAKE-BELIEVE. By Ouve VERTE, Author

of ‘“ A Sunset Idyl], and other Poems.”

In crown 8vo., cloth, price 3s. 6d. net,

COLLABORATORS. And Other Poems. By A. W. WEBSTER.

In crown 8vo., cloth, price 2s. 6d.

SILYER LININGS TO THE CLOUDS OF LIFE; or, Crown

for Crosses. By WiLLiaM AL¥RED GIBBS. .

In crown 8vo., cloth, price 8s. 6d,

POEMS OF THE RACE. By MARSTON RUDLAND.

ELLIOT STOCK, 62, PATERNOSTER ROW, LONDON, EC.
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Elliot Stock’s New Publications.

BY THE LATE LORD BISHOP OF LONDON.
In foolscap 8vo., tastefully printed and bound, price 5s.

COUNSELS FOR CHURCHPEOPLE.

FROM THE WRITINGS OF
THE RIGHT HON. AND RIGHT REV. MANDELL CREIGHTON, D.D.,
The late Lord Bishop of London.
SELECTED AND ARRANGED BY J. H. BURN, B.D.

‘It would be difficult to overestimate the value of a book like ¢ Counsels for Churchpeople.” Bishop
Creighton is invariably clear, sensible, and suggestive, and his manner of treatment is admirably united to
the meutal habits of the time.”—Lit.rature.

UNIFORM WITH THE ABOVE.
Tastefully printed and bound. Price 5s., post free,

THE LIFE OF CHRISTIAN SERVICE:

@ Gook of Pevotional Thouahts.

From the Writings of . W. Farrar, D.D., F.R.8,, Dean of Canterbury. Selected and
arranged by J. H. Burw, B.D.

. ** An exceedingly valuable work, full of the choicest gems, brilliant and penetrating. Many a dull bour
can be made bright and cheerful by studying the thoughts of the venerable Dean, as depicted in the pages «f
‘The Life of Christian Service.’ ”—Family Churchman.

“ Devotionul readers will find very little to dissent from in these pages. They will certainly find much
from which to profit, and, it is needless to say, many brilliant passages of great eloquence and power.” —-News.

Tastefully printed and bound, gilt top, 5s.

'HELPS TO FAITH AND PRACTICE :

* @ @ook of ®evofionaf (Readings.

From the Writings of HeNrY. Scorr Horranp, M.A., Canon and Precentor of St. Paul's
Cathedral. Selected and arranged by J. H. BurN, B.D.

¢ It, will greatly please the admirers of the orator and preacher, and gratify his friends as a remembrance
of his deeds of kindness."”"—-Churchwoman.
““There is not a page which does not contain a helpful thought or an inspiring message.”—Quiver.
¢“ A very charming book of devotional readings.”—Bristol Mercury.
‘@ “ A volume of reflections which will certainly prove helpful to many an earnest-minded person.”—Church
azelte. ’
““We can recommend the book to those who have but little time for devotional reading.”—Church Review.
““ The book will prove very useful for short Lenten readings.”— Pilot,

SECOND EDITION.—In foolscap 8va., tastefully printed and handsomely bound, price 5s.

HELPS TO GODLY LIVING:

@ ook of Bevofionaf THoughts.,

From the Writings of the Right Honourable and Most Reverend FREDERICK TEmpLE, D.D,,

Loy ARCHBISHOP OF CANTERBURY. Selected and arranged, with His Grace’s permission,
by J. H. Buen, B.D.

‘“ We shall be surprised if this quiet little book does not do a solid amount of good on these lines. Church
men will receive it with a cordial welcome,”—Quardian.

‘“The book is a distinct aid to devotional literature, the presence of an index contributing also to its
value.”—Family Churchman. . .

“ A good and suitable aid to meditation.”—Church Family Newspaper. -

‘‘ The work is likely to prove a helpful addition to devotional literature.”— Aberdeen Journal.

It is a beautiful book. The best possible souvenir of Archbishop Temple.”—Expository Times,

ELLIOT STOCK, 62 PATERNOSTER ROW, LONDON, E.C.
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ELLIOT STOGK'S REGENT PUBLICATIONS. |

NEW VOLUME OF SERMONS BY THE DEAN OF ELY.
In crown 8vo., cloth, with a portrait of the Dean, price 6s.

PRO PATRIA.

Sermons on Specfal Occasions in England and America.
By CHARLES WILLIAM STUBBS, D.D., Dean of Ely.

“* This book deserves to be widely read and pondered over, and to form the model for many
more sermons than it is likely to do.” —Churchwoman. .

*‘ An interesting volume. The sermons are robust and liberal in tone, and deal with questions
of living interest.” —Qlasgow Herald. .

** The volume altogether is fresh and stimulating reading, and may be recommended to both

those who do and who do not accept Dr. Stubbs’ advanced social teachings.”
Sheffield Independent.

In crown 8vo., cloth, price 3s, 8d.

@Tombs or Temples ?

ADDRESSES TO MEN AND WOMEN.
By the Venerable ARCHDEACON MADDEN (Liverpool).

¢ These surewd, wholesome and straightforward addresses are good to read, and were, no
doabt, still better to hear. The book is sure to do good to the classes for whom it is intended,
and may be read with profit by many who work as teachers or preachers among them.”—
Churchman.

“The book is a quarry in which anyone who wishes to arouse attention may well dig for
thought.” —Church Family Newspaper.

“ For plain, common-sense, practical speaking, these sermons are most valuable. The illus-
trations are well selected from the common everyday events of life.”—Church Bells.

¢ A collection of spirited addresses.”—Church Gazeite.

In crown 8vo.,, Cheap Edition, price 2s. 6d.
WITH PHOTOGRAPHIC PORTRAIT.

THE LIFE WORK OF EDWARD WHITE
BENSON, D.D,,

SOMETIME ARCHBISHOP OF CANTERBURY.
By J. A, CARR, LL.D., Vicar of Whitechurch, and Canon of Christ Church, Dublin,

‘“ A careful and accurate collection of facts regarding one who has every claim to be considered as not the

east among the successors of St. Augustine.”—Churck Gazelte. » .
‘‘The writer has given us a very excellent and appreciative sketch of Dr. Benson's career.”—Church Family

Newspaper, » :
““We can commend it to any who desire a succinct account of a laborious and beautiful life. —Irish

EBeclesiastical Gazette.

In crown 8vo., cloth, price 3s. 6d.

CHURCH QUESTIONS,

Being the §uh§tante of Six Sermons Preached in the Jutumn of 1898, at
St. Johw's Church, Paddington.

By GILBERT KARNEY, Vicar. .
“The contents of this book display evidence of intimsate acquaintance with the historical bearings of the
doctrines involved, and the readerpisypreeented with a comprehensive view of the points B:! l?kntroveny :t
issue between the Bible and the Papacy. Mr. Karney’s style is logical, terse, and easy."—Eng| Churchman.

LOYDON : ELLIOT STOCK, 62, PATERNOSTER ROW, E.C.
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Now ReaDY. Price 2s. 6d. net.

EATING THE BREAD OF LIFE.

A Study of John vi. 30, etc., and its Relation to the
Lord’s Supper.

- By WERNER H. K. SOAMES, M.A,,

Vicar of St. George's, Greenwich,

‘¢ An exhaustive treatise on the remarkable discourse in John vi. 30, etc. For theologians
it is perfect, and ought to be widely circulated to ordination candidates and in colleges.” — News.

‘¢TIt is emphatically a most valuable addition to the Protestant literature on the great subject
(of the Lord’s Supper), and a work that should be very carefully read and assimilated.”—Rock.

‘“No studious reader can fail to follow with interest the close argument and analytical ex-
position.” —Dundee Advertiser.

““The treatise evinces a spirit of deep piety and thoroughly loyal recognition of the supreme
authority of the sacred Scriptures.” —English Churchman.

‘“The book should be a perfect mine for all who desire to know the utmost that can be said
in condemnation of transubstantiation or anything approaching to it.”—Elgin Courant.

¢ A study of the meaning and bearing of the sixth chapter of 8St. John. It bears the mark
of true scholarship—reverence for truth, patience to discover it, reserve in expressing it.”—
Expository Times. )

ELLIOT STOCK, 62, PATERNOSTER ROW, LONDON, E.C.

“Not Sunday-Schoo! Teachers only, but those in any department of teaching
who may occasionally be at a loss for the wherewithal to point a moral or adorn a

tale, will find this book a boon.” —Star.

TWELFTH EDITION. Handsomely printed and bound in cloth, price 5s.

TOOLS FOR TEACHERS.

Compiled and- arranged by WILLIAM MOODIE.
A COLLECTION OF
Hnecdotes, Flustrations, Legends, etc.,

FOR THE USE OF PREACHERS, TEACHERS OF

SUNDAY SGHOOLS, BIBLE CLASSES, AND BOYS' BRIGADES,

AND GENERALLY OF

ALL ENGAGED IN THE MORAL AND RELIGIOUS TRAINING
OF THE YOUNG.

It will be found that the stories and extracts illustrate moral rather than dogmatic poiuts, and the
anecdotes have, as a rule, been wisely left to point their own morals.”—@uardian.

¢ The compiler has drawn his matter from sources which are not usually tapped for the requirements of
the Sunday-school. The novelty of the plan gives a freshness to the volume that must irresistibly attract a
mind that would fain get out of the common rut of illustrative teaching.”’—Rock.

¢ The selections are upon the whole very good, aud, above all, are unhackneyed.”—Literary World.

“This collection is the work of a practical teacher, and one of its advantages is, that it has been compiled
chiefly for S8unday-school teachers.”~—Church Sunday-school Magazine.

ELLIOT STOCK, 62, PATERNOSTER ROW, LONDON, E.C.
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EDUCATIONAL.

DOVER COLLEGH.
‘PHeadmaster: REV, W. C. COMPTON, M.A.
XHIBITIONS (£20) for Sons of Clergy. Full Fees, £80. Recent Successes include
Six Scholarships (open) at Oxford and Cambridge. Nineteen out of twenty-one passed
direct, first try, into Woolwich and Sandhurst.
Every Boy has a separate Bedroom..
SEPARATE JUNIOR SCHOOL FOR BOYS UNDER THIRTEEN.

WORCESTER CATHEDRAL KING'S SCHOOL.

Head Master: Rev. W. H. CHAPPEL, M.A,,
Formerly Scholar of Worcester College, Oxford, and lately Assistant and House Master at Marlborough College.
First-Grade Endowed School. Public School Education at moderate cost. Twenty King’s Scholars

receive Tuition Free. Election annually in November. Valnable Exhibitions at the Universities. Spacious
modern Boarding House. Healthy Site. Special Terms to sons of Clergy.

For Prospectus and Honour List apply, THE HEAD MastER, 8cHoOL HoUsE, WORCESTER.

DAVENTRY GRAMMAR SCHOOL

Founded A.D, 1600, R

PUBLIC SCHOOL EDUCATION at moderate cost. Resident staff of University Graduates in Honours,

Entrance scholarships. Special terms for sons of clergy and medical men. SJound Church teaching.
Healthy situation, 800 feet above sea-level. Good buildings. Large Playing-fields, Laboratory, Gymnasjum,
Pives’ Court. Experienced Matron.

Enfrance Scholarship for Sons of Clergy naturally reducing Fees.
For Prospectus apply : Rev. H, Joavsox, Head Master,

WARWICK SCHOOL.

Heap Master: Rev. R. PERCIVAL BROWN, M.A., LaTE ScHoLsR oF TRINITY COLLEGF, CAMBRIDGE.
’ Fees, E£60O. ’

TE{E School was chartered by Edward the Confessor, Buildings entirely modern on beautiful and healthy
country site. Chapel, Gymnasium, Sanatorium, Workshop, Fives’ Court, Bicycle House, ete. Excellent

boarding-houses for over 100 boarders. Classical and Modern sides. Sober Church teaching. Special Army

and Navy classes. Leading Exhibitions of £50. Boys may enter the Junior House from the age of eight.

THE FERNS, 133, GREEN LANES, N.
(Near Highbury New Park, London.)

MRS. WATKINS (successor to the MissEs BIRcEALL) receives a limited number of RESIDENT PUPILS

Large Staff of highly-qualified Teachers. Home comforts and loving care, combined with a high-class
education, based upon Evangelical Christian principles. Eminent Professors attend for Languages, Elocution,
Science Lectures, the Accomplishments, etc. Preparation for all Examinations. Large Garden for Tennis
and other Games. Domestic Students received. TERMS: 60 to 75 guineas per annum, Highest references
to Clergymen, Parents, ete.

SPECIAL ARRANGEMENT FOR ENTIRE CHARGE OF PUPILS FROM ABROAD.

NOW READY. CHEAP AND EIGHTH EDITION.
In demy 12mo., tastefully printed and bound, 1s. 6d. post free.

NOTES FOR BOYS (@na their Fathers) on

Morals, Mind, and Manners. By ‘“Ax OuLb Bov.”

“ The advice is simply excellent. It is practical, minute, and although high-toned, not too stringent.”
— Literary World. . o :
« The teaching is high-principled, liberal-minded, and drawn from practical experience,”—Christian World,
“ An admirable little volume, full of sound sense and wise suggestions, plenty of sympathy, with whole-
some liberty.” —Daily News.

ELLIOT STOCK, 62, PATERNOSTER ROW, LONDON, E.C.




The ational
Frotestant Chureh Union,

To Promote the Principles of the Reformation as set forth in the
Prayer Book and Articles of the Church of England.

President—W. D. CRUDDAS, Esq.
Chairman-—-The Rev. Prebendary H. W. WEBB-PEPLOE, M.A.
Treasurer—T. VICTOR BUXTON, Esq., J.P.

General Secretary—Sir C. ROBERT LIGHTON.

The Committee EARNESTLY APPEAL for the INCREASED SUPPORT of 1,000
NEW MEMBERS to enable them to extend the publication and lecture work of the Society.
Full particulars of the Society’s objects and operations and terms of membership can be obtained

“on application to the Secretary,

OFFICES OF THE UNION,
324, REGENT STREET, LONDON, W.

FOURTH EDITION.—New Volume of Sermons by CANON WILBERFORCE.
In crown 8vo., handsomely pristed and bound in cloth, gilt lettered, price 5s.

SERMONS PREACHED IN WESTMINSTER ABBEY.

By BASIL WILBERFORCE, D.D., Canon of Westminster, Chaplain to the Speaker,
Select Preacher before the University of Oxford.

“ Tuey are thoughtful and carefully-reasoned sermons on some of the most important phases of theological
belief, written in the spirit of what the author terms the ‘Theological-forwards’ school of thought of our
day, with the hope that they may help some souls into a clearer light and completer trust. Of course, those
who do not accept the opinions of this school of thought will not agree with all that Dr. Wilberforce says,
8till, even then there is very much that they will approve, and a very great deal deserving of careful study.”
Church Family Newspaper.

**They are vigorous, and frequent poetical quotations impart a flavour of literary effect. If well delivered,
we can quite understand the appreciation which requested their author to publish them.”—The Times.

In large 8vo., handsomely bound in cloth gilt, price 10s, 6d.

THE DUAL LAND.

Weing o Coffection of Qerses from Wanyg Sourses for e Breat Samifp of
fBose wBho Bave Been. wBo are. and mBo map Be (Gereaved.

¢ ¢The Dual Land '’ is, it is believed, the largest and most representative collection of poems on the subject
of the future life. It contains examples of the writings of authors of all ages and lands, and furnishes, in a
classified form; an anthology of the best extracts from the most eminent poets who have written on this
serious yet helpful subject.”

‘‘The compiler’s work has been done with judgment and taste, and a large range of literature has been
utilised for the purpose in view.”-Spectator.

ELLIOT STOCK, 62, PATERNOSTER ROW, LONDON, E.C.
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The Rev. Prebendary W. H. PEPLOE writes: “ Very heartily do I commend the
EVANGELICAL ALLIANCE to the Christian public. It binds together the Christians of different
d_enqnnnations with a bowd of brotherly love and good will towards all men, which is most essen-
tial in these days of division; and where brethren have been suffering for Christ's sake in different
parts of the world, it has done @ remarkable work in calling attention fo their wrongs, and in
moving the arm of authority in different lands to stay the persecutions and give liberty to the
sufferers. I earnestly commend the ALLIANCE to the afiention of Christians in the hope that they
will sugport it LIBRRALLY with their gifts and prayers.”

The Rev. Prof. H, G. C. MOULE writes : ““ It is a pleasure fo send to the ALLIANCE a
cordial message of * good luck in the name of the Lord May the noble wish of the ALLIANCE
be carried on with more power and with richer results than ever! May owr Master
use it more than cver to draw His servants together across their minor and temporary demarca-
tions, and may He employ their union of life, of witness, of influence, and of combined prayer,
for His holy ends! I thank Him for the existence of a work so truly according to the tenor of
His own High-priestly Prayer for unity in the Father and the Son.”

PLEASE WRITE T0 THE SECRETARY, 7, ADAM STREET, STRAND, W.C,

A NATIONAL APPEAL. URGENT. ™ =5 ir o Sousms
“LIBERATOR” RELIEF FUND.

Patron—H.R.H. PRINCE CHRISTIAN.

A further £10,000, or 200,000 shillings, still urgently needed to give relief to hundreds of aged, destitute,
and afflicted victims of the great ‘‘ Liberator ” fraud, whowere taught and trained in habits of temperance and
tLyift by their trusted leaders, only to find themselves suddenly robbed of their life savings, and driven to
face.the dreaded workhouse, in spite of all their praiseworthy endeavours to make some provision for thelr
ol@ age. Ninety per cent. of these sufferers are members of some section of the Christian Church,

‘“Bear ye one another's burdens, and so fulfll the Law of Christ.”

There are 3,014 cases on the Books of the Tund, of whom 1,548 are Widows or Spinsters. 824 are over 70
years of age, 233 are over 80 years of age, 1,486 are over 60 years of age. Deaths through the disaster over 400,
TEHFEF BI'TTER CRY FOR EEIL.P
18 still coming to the Committee from sufferers who have bravely borne with their difficulties, till si¢kness or
great destitution has compelled them to apply. £10,000 required for new and urgent cases.
Cheques and P.O.’s should be made payable to the * Liberator” Relief Fund, crossed * The London City and
Midlavd Bank,” and sent to the Secretary, Rev. J. STOCKWELL WATTS, 16, Farringdon Street, London, B.C.

SCRIPTURE READERS’ SOCIETY FOR IRELAND.

This Society continues to spread the Word of God in the homes of the people, and never
found a more open door ; but
FUNDS ARE MUCH NEEDED TO EXTEND THE WORK.
Contributions will be thankfully received at the Offices, 27, LOWER PEMBROKE STREET,
DUBLIN; 9. PATERNOSTER ROW, LONDON; and at the Office of the * CHRISTIAN,” 12, PATER-
NOSTER BUILDINGS, LONDON. .
Ruv. J. O. Gace DouvcHerry, M.A., Secretary and Joint Treasurer.

PROTESTANT REFORMATION SOCIETY.

The OLDEST Church Society for the Maintenance of the Religious Principles of the Reformation.
The ONLY Mission to Roman Catholics in England.
(Established 1827.)
MISSIONARY. EDUCATIONAL, EVANGELISTIC.
Resident Missionaries to Roman and Ritualistic Centres. )
Sermons and Lectures by the Rev, C, H. H. WrigHT, D.D., M.A., Ph.D,, Clerical and General Superintendent.
Educational Lantern Lectures on Church History by the Organizing Secretary, WALTER A. LIMBRICK.
-Cheap effective literature dealing with subjects of present importance.
Donations, Subscriptions, or requests for Lectures or Sermons should be addressed to the Secretary.
- unds are Urgently Needed.“ 7

WALTER A. LIMBRICK, Secretary, 62, Berners Street, andon, Ww.

)

TEHFE PROTESTANT ALLIANCEH
I

s B
The OLDEST Society . S
Which has for its object the UNION OF ALL PROTESTANTS in maintaining the Seriptural Principles of
the Reformation against Ritualism and Romanism, Itis & - .

The ONLY Socioty

Having an ILLUSTRATED Protestant Monthly Paper, post free to Members. A copy of the current issue
will be sent GRATIS on application. - ..

{ i i i ived by .
Contributions in support of the general work of the Protestant Alliance will be thankfully rece
8. W. BRETT, BECRETARY, 430, STRAND, LoNpON W.C._

¥
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Patron: HER MAJESTY THE QUEEN.

RPHAN WORKING SCHOOL.

Founded 1758.

5,500 Children (of both sexes) have been Trained. 500 are now being
Maintained and Educated.
Children are received from Infancy
to 11 years of age, and are retained until 14 or 15.

Funds urgently needed.
Senior School : Haverstock HiLL, MaiTLAND PARK, N.W.

Junior School : ALEXANDRA OURPHANAGE, HORNSEY RISE, N.
Convalescent Home : HAROLD R0AD, MARGATE.

Treasurer: HORACE BROOKS MARSHALL, Bsq.,, M.A,, J.P., D.L.
Bankers: LONDON JOINT STOCK BANK, Ltd., Princes St., B.O.
Secretary : ALEXANDER GRANT.

Offices: 73, Cheapside, London, E.C.

SOCIETY FOR RELIEF OF PERSECUTED JEWS.

FAILURE o the SPRING RAINS has caused acute distress and

illness among the poor Jews at Jerusalem. We are giving Water and Food to some hundreds,

PLEASE HELP THE
FATHERLESS CHILDREN.

and employing seventy men at Abraham’s Vineyard.

 FUNDS GREATLY NEEDED for Employment and for Relief till

rain comes next October.

Hon. Treasurer: F. A, BEVAN, 54, LouBarp StriET, E.C.
Secretary: E. A. FINN, 41, PARLIAMENT STRERT, S. W,

ECCLESIASTICAL INSURANCE OFFICE, Lim.
FIRE INSURANCE. GLASS INSURANCE. BURGLARY INSURANCE.

The Surplus Profits are devoted to Institutions, etc., for the benefit of the Clergy and of Church objects.
Already a sum of £33,000 has been so distributed, including £3,000 to the Queen Victoria Clergy ¥und.
For Information and Forms, apply at the Joint Offices of the Ecclesiastical Insurance Office,
Lim., and the Clergy Pensions Institution, 11, Norfolk Street, Strand, London, W.C.
JOHN DUNCAN, F.LA,, Secretary.
¢ This is a serious attempt made in good faith to help the Clergy to help thernselves, and to husband the

existing resources of the Church.”— Guardian.
CLERGY PENSIONS INSTITUTION.

FOUNDED 1886. INCORPORATED 1892.
Joint Presidents.~~The ARCHBISBHOP OF CANTERBURY. The ARCHBISHOP OF YORK.
The distinguishing characteristic of the scheme of the Institution may be concisely stated in the three words,
¢ Zeli-help aided.” Clergymen who wish to secure the benefits of the Institution for themselves or their
families, exercise self-help by making payments in purchase of Benefits ; while Honorary Contributions are
applied to augment the Benefits so purchaged. The Institution comprises the following Funds:

1. Clergy Pensions Fund; 2. Sickness Fund; 3. Personal Accident Fund; 4. Widows and
Orphans d; 5. Daughters Fund; 6. Other Benefits Fund.

For Information and Forms, apply at the Joint Offices of the Ecclesiastical Insurance Office,

Lim., and the Clergy Pensions Institution, 11, Norfolk Street, Strand, London,

JOHN DUNCAN, P.LA., Secretary.

THE MISSIONS TO SEAMEN.

Patron : His MasesTY THE KING.,
Vice-Patrons:
H.R.H. THE DUKE oF
COgNWALL AND YORK,

M\SSIOs

K.G.
THE FOUR ARCHBISHOPS,

THE BisHOPS, etc.

Labours afloat and

ashore, at home and
abroad, among seamen
of all classes and na-
tions, fishermen, barge-
men, and emigrants.
Seventy-three harbours
Expenditure in 1900, £49,166.

are occupied.
Increased Contributions and Offertories, ur-

Ezntly ng:g.ov%, %w“ld be ;‘lox;varded to the Becretary,
mman . Dawso; .N. 2

b o ondan e N, » 11, Buckingbam S8t.,

THE LONDON & SUBURBAN BANK, Ltd.,

22, Henrietta Street, Covent Garden, W.C.

The Bank opens Current Accounts upon approved
introductions.

Interest at 2} per cent. allowed on minimum
monthly balances when not drawn below £20,

Dividends, Coupons, ete., collected free of charge.
Approved Bills Discounted.

The Purchase or Sale of Securities undertaken.

Moneys received on Deposit at from 3 to 43 per cent.

Every consideration given to the encouragement of
thrift, both by the acceptance of small sums on
Deposit, and by affording special facilities to the
clergy and others in charge of parochbial funds,
charities, ete., for the deposit and withdrawal of such

moneys.
ALFRED B. HARDING,
Managing Director.
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THE NILE.

COOK’S Modern and splendidly equipped STEAMERS leave CAIRO for LUXOR,
ASSOUAN and THE SECOND CATARACT, regularly during the Egyptian Tourist Season —
NOVEMBER o MARCH—affording opportunities to visit all the temples, mocuments, and places

of interest in UPPER EGYPT.

FREQUENT SAILINGS.

MODERATE FARES.

COMBINED BOOKINGS by Egyptian and Soudan Railways and Cook’s steamers at special
Rates to ALL POINTS in UPPER EGYPT and to KHARTOUM.

NEW and luxuriously furnished STEAMERS and STEEL DAHABEAHS, of various

sizes, ON HIRE for private parties,

For detailed information see special Programme, with Maps and Plans, on application to
THOS. COOK & SON, LUDGATE CIRCUS, LONDON, or any Branch Office or Agency.

BOOKS PURGHASED

In response to many applications from
persons in different parts of the country, Mr.
ELLIOT STOCK has arranged to Purchase
Libraries and Cases of Books from those who
wish to dispose of them. On receipt of a list
of the Books for Disposal, an estimate of their
value will be forwarded, and the agreed
oamount will be paid in cash, or given in new
books, as may be desired. Al applications
for the Sale of Books should be made to—

ELLIOT STOCK, 62, Paternoster Row,
London, E.C.

TRY BABY WITH

Possesses all the constituents necessary for the
full development of Infants and growing chil.
dren. The most easily digested food on the
market ; specially suitable for Infants, however
young, who are deprived of Breast Milk.
Sold in tins, 18 oz. for 1/-,
Send 3d. for postage of }-1b. sample, mention-
ing this magazine.
FRAME-FOOD Co., Ltd., Battersea, London,S.W.

“FRAME-FOO0D, ]

ESTABLISHED 1851,

BIRRKIEBECE EBEBANI,

SOUTHAMPTON BUILDINGS, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, W.C.
CURRENT ACCOUNTS. ' DEPOSIT ACCOUNTS.
2 7 mammmmmsse 2 | 24 7 ¢ PrinLe e 23
STOCKS AND SHARES.

Stocks and Shares purchased and sold for customers.

The BIRKBECK ALMANACK, with full particulars, post free.
FRANCIS RAVENSCROFT, Manager.

HOLLOWAY’S OINTMENT

IS A CERTAIN CURE FOR
Chapped Hands, Chilblains, Burns, Sealds, Rheumatism,

Seiatiea, Lumbago, Piles, 01d Wounds, Eczema, Erysipelas,

AND EVERY FORM OF SKIN DISEASE.
Manufactured only at 78, New Oxford Street, London.
Sold by all Chemists and Medicine Yendors.
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EDE AND SON,
ROBE & MAKERS

Speoial Appointment
TO HER MAJESTY, THE LORD CHANCELLOR, AND THE BISHOPS.

LAWNSLEEVES—ROCHET & CHIMERE. FULLSLEEVE GOWN, CASSOCK &SASHIN ALL QUALITIES,
. SURPLICES FOR CLERGY AND CHOIR.
CLERICAL TAILORING.

Hoods, Cassocks, Scarves, Stoles, Bands, College ch, Clergy Gollars, &e.
PEERS LEGAL AND CORPORATION

93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON .

URGENT DISTRESS; WRECKS AND LOSS OF LIFE.
“ There is sorrow on the sea.”

THE SHIPWRECKED MARINERS’ SOCIETY

(WITH OVER 1,000 AGENCIES)
Has relieved more than Half a Million Persons sinee 1839.

The rescued sailor, fisherman, instantly cared for on the spot and sent home ; the widow, and
orphan of the drowned immediately sought out and succoured ; the distressed seafarer of every
grade at once charitably assisted,

CONTRIBUTIONS EARNESTLY APPEALED FOR.

Patron—H.M. THE KING. Chairman of Commitiee—Admiral E, S, ADEANE, C.M.G.
Secretary—G. E MAUDE, Esq., 26, Suffolk Street, Pall Mall Xast, S.W.

[Telegrams—* SHIPWRECKED, LONDON.”]

HOME MISSIONS OF THE CHURCH OF ENGLAND.
Qoovitional Curates Sortety.,

ESTABLISHED 1837.

More than 1,200 ADDITIONAL CLERGYMEN are now at
work in poor and densely-populated Parishes through the help
of grants (about £55,000 a year) from this Society.

To maintain this work, at least £50,000 in voluntary con-
tributions must be collected in the course of each year.

No Party considerations affect the appropriation of the Funds.

Oomﬂbnnom will be thankfully received by the Secretary (Rev. Paul Petit) at the Society’s Office,
e 89, Victoria Street, Westminster. Cheques should be croased * Coutts & 0o.”
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Agrt. 1.—BISHOP WESTCOTT: SOME CAMBRIDGE
REMINISCENCES.

THAT the death of the Bishop of Durham is a terrible loss

to the Church of England, coming at a time when that
Church is in urgent need of all the help and counsel that her
ablest and most loyal sons can give her, none will doubt. Yet
while, for generations to come, Dr. Westcott will be known as
one of the greatest of the Bishops who have ruled the See of
Durham, rich as the roll of the prelates of that see has been
in great names, and while England at large and the Church
of England will remember him mainly as the Bishop, yet by
another and smaller public, older members, resident and non-
resident, of the University of Cambridge, he will always be
lovingly and gratefully remembered as the Professor of
Divinity who for twenty years, 1870 to 1890, did so much to
reshape and develop and fill with a fuller life the theological
studies of this University. As one who was resident in the
University during the whole of those twenty years, and had
the privilege of seeing much of Dr. Westcott and receiving
many kindnesses from him, I venture, while altogether dis-
claiming the idea of in any sense writing a formal history of
his professoriate, to note down certain reminiscences which
are still very fresh.

To those who are only familiar with the state of things
which is largely, though not entirely, due to Dr. Westcott’s
initiation (for Dr. Lightfoot became Hulsean Professor as far
back as 1861, when a young man of little more than thirty),
the condition of affairs forty years ago would seem very
strange. There were brave men before Agamemnon, and
there were able and conscientious theological lecturers then
and earlier, but the machine worked at less high pressure.
Old Cambridge men will well remember Dr. Westcott's pre-
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decessor, Dr. Jeremie, afterwards Dean of Lincoln, a deeply-
read theological scholar, a preacher of rare eloquence, whose
words used to suggest to us more, I think, than those of any-
one the idea of m1tis sapientia. Yet in the sixties hislectures,
though very good, were very few in number; and though he
was at all times very kind and helpful if he was appealed to,
I do not suppose that he specially laid himself out to brace
.up the theology of the University generally. Still, it would
be as absurd as it would be unjust to blame him ; all this was
but a survival, or, rather, a slowly-moving advance from an
older state of things. Half a century or so earlier there would
have been hardly any University lectures in theology at all.
The University Calendar for 1802 now lies before me. In that
year there were three Divinity professorships. Of these, the
Norrisian had only recently been founded, and the Professor
was bound to lecture by the founder’s will. When, however,
we come to the two more important professorships, the Regius
and the Margaret, we read, “ No lectures delivered,” though
it must be allowed that the Margaret Professor had made the
effort for a time, but gave up the attempt ‘“ for want of a
sufficient audience.” It may be worth while to point out the
contrast with our own generation by referring to the case of
the then Regius Professor, Dr. R. Watson, of Trinity. He
held his professorship from 1771 to 1816, and, being appointed
Bishop of Llandaff in 1782, held the two posts together till his
death, being allowed to appoint a deputy-Professor of no great
utility, but drawing the bulk of the stipend himself. Yet
through all these years Watson was in theory the head of the
Divinity faculty in Cambridge; and we can hardly suppose
that things would thrive under such a régime, any more than
we can wonder at the amount of leeway the Church in Wales
has had to make up, if it be true that through Watson’s long
episcopate of forty-five years he only visited his diocese
triennially. Indeed, we may well doubt if, while he was
resident as Professor, he can have been much of a benefit.
The following story may illustrate this. As Regius Professor
he had to preside at Divinity Acts, and mentioning once to a
friend that an Act on the morrow was to be kept on such and
such a subject, his friend remarked that there was a very
striking passage in St. Gregory Nazianzen on the subject.
“Is there ?”” said Watson. ‘1 never read a word of him.”
“ Well,” said his friend, ““ I will send you the volume with the
passage marked.” The next day at the Act the Professor
glibly brought out the quotation, adding,  Hae ex Gregorio
illo Nazianzeno, quem semper in deliciis habui.”

Of course, the period between Watson and Westcott shows
the names of not a few Divinity Professors, whom not only
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Cambridge men, but all English Churchmen, must hold in

honour, such as Kaye and Turton and Ollivant, Blunt and .

Selwyn, Harold Browne and Swainson and Lightfoot,; yet none
will deny that, great and continued as were the improvements,
a fresh life and vigour and more perfect system were intro-
duced by Dr. Westcott’s arrival in 1870. For nearly twenty
years before this he had worked as an assistant-master at
Harrow, yet amid all his hard work there he brought out his
¢ Canon of the New Testament” in 1855, a marvellous work
for a man of thirty, so busily engaged in school work, to have
produced, and his “ Introduction to the Study of the Gospels ”
in 1860. I well remember, when I read this book on its first
appearance, what a new world of thought it opened out before
one. Thus, even though his face was familiar to but few of
us, we all felt that one whose books were what they had
become to us came in no sense as a stranger.

In due time the new force made itself felt. His lectures, as
many will recall whose recollections go back to those rather
far-off days, were to many a new revelation; to all the more
thoughtful men they were distinctly stimulating, but they
were not lectures to be listened to intermittently, with an
inattentive break now and again. To fail to keep the atten-
tion always alert was fatal. Among the subjects lectured on
there was considerable variety. Thus, in the earlier years he
lectured on the Council of Niczea ; and, what was then, I think,
an absolutely new departure, he proposed to set the students
questions on the lectures, and to look over the papers, .a
matter certainly involving a very great increase of work.
Lectures followed on the Textual Criticism of the New Testa-
ment, on the Introduction to the Study of Christian Doctrine,
on various books of the New Testament, the Gospel according
to St. John, the Epistles of St. John, and the Epistle to the
Hebrews. These lectures were at first delivered in lecture-
rooms in Trinity, then in the Arts School, but afterwards,
when, mainly by the munificence of Dr. Selwyn, the new
Divinity School was built, in the large lecture-room of that
building, capable of holding about 300 hearers. It may
readily be admitted that not a few of these hearers were not
men who could appreciate the rather profound teaching offered
them. It might naturally be asked, therefore, why they
should attend the lectures, and one can only venture to
express one’s surprise that some Bishops, anxious that Cam-
bridge graduates seeking Holy Orders should have the best
theological teaching the University could give them, required
that they should produce a certificate of having attended &
course of lectures by the Regius Professor. The result of
driving men to a lecture to which they would n;); n2at,urally
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go, can be guessed. Men went (that is, some men), not to
listen, but to occupy the hour as best they might. It is said
that some men wrote letters, or worked mathematical
problems, or even read novels. Once certainly, perhaps
oftener, the Professor detected one of his “ hearers” employ-
ing the hour according to ideas of his own, and promptly
turned him out of the room. The students who really went to
hear always spoke of the lecturer in terms of warm gratitude.
The outside world can join in that gratitude when they
examine the three volumes of New Testament Commentaries
which Dr. Westcott has left us.

But the lectures, technically so called, did not cover all
Dr. Westcott’s public teaching, for there were also less formal
gatherings in the evening, known as “ readings,” when such
subjects were taken up, e.g., as “ Some Passages of the New
Testament on the Person of our Lord.” These were held at
first in his rooms in Trinity, then, as the numbers grew, in a
college lecture-room, and finally in the library of the Divinity
School. I may further mention two special short courses of
lectures, to which persons other than members of the Uni-
versity were invited—one in May, 1885, on “ Some Lessons of
the Revised Version of the New Testament,” and one in May,
1886, on “ A General Introduction to the Study of the Bible.”
It is in the general guidance herein that the younger student
so especially needs help. There was yet a more personal ele-
ment in his help. Terminally a notice was issued (and this, I
think, was an absolutely fresh departure) that the Regius
Professor would be glad to see at his rooms and advise “ men
preparing for Holy Orders,” a phrase afterwards altered to
‘“ any student.”

This will be a convenient place for referring to a matter
which lay very near Dr. Westcott’s heart. Krom its first
inception he was the president of a committee appointed to
Brepare a scheme for the }l)lreparation of candidates for Holy

rders in Cambridge. When the scheme took actual shape
as -the Clergy Training School, he was the president of the
council till his departure for Durham. He lectured every
term to the school on ‘“Heads of Christian Doctrine,” save
when he was obliged to be in residence at Westminster. When
the constitution of the school was recast in 1888, Dr. Westcott
superintended many of the details of work ; he attended most
regularly the discussion on various points, such as the ad-
mission of students and the drawing up of the prayers, some
of which were written by him. A minute of the council
meeting of May 21, 1890, is a touching tribute of gratitude for
long-continued, patient work, the full outcome of which no
man may guess.
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We must now turn to another side of Dr. Westcott’s Cam-
bridge work, the theological examinations. As far back as
1840 an examination had been started, mainly, I believe,
through the endeavours of Professor J. J. Blunt, which was
meant to be a good all-round general examination in such
branches of divinity as it was imperative on candidates for
Holy Orders to be conversant with. This was familiarly
known as “the Voluntary,” and as in course of time all (or
nearly all) Bishops came to require a certificate of having
passed it from all Cambridge graduates who sought ordination,
it became & common remark that “ it was called the Voluntary
because men were obliged to pass in it.” The examination
fell twice a year, at Easter and in October; and to this in
1856 was superadded an honour examination, open to
graduates only, and not serving as a qualification for a degree.
It was a very respectable examination, but of rather limited
scope. Dr. Westcott soon felt the importance of creating a
real theological school, to be led up to by the establishment of
a theological tripos, demanding a much larger amount of read-
ing than heretofore. I suppose it must be admitted that no-
reform, no advance (and this was a very real advance), can be
made without certain losses to be set per contra. So, too,
here. The old pass Voluntary was abolished, and though it
has been in a sense replaced by what was originally known as
the Cambridge (now the Cambridge and Oxford) Preliminary,
it may well be questioned whether the theological reading
which had to be done in, or just after, his undergraduateship
by every Cambridge ordinand, was not a boon which it would
have been well to retain, seeing how few University men go
in for the later examination. The old honour examination
became merged in the tripos, but with the enlarged sche_ame
the men who had formed the great bulk of the old examina-
tion, students who had taken honours in one or both of the
two great triposes, were largely choked off. Still, in the lists
of the first Westcottian tripos—may I call it ?—which lasted
from 1874 to 1884, when certain sweeping changes were
introduced, it is striking to see how many familiar names
occur—the Bishops of Wakefield and Exeter at home, and
those of South Tokyo, East Equatorial Africa, Wellington,
Lahore, Lebombo and Adelaide beyond the seas, and Professor
Keith-Falconer. As all who knew Cambridge well in the
seventies will avow, theological study became a living force,
both in its breadth and depth, in a way which men had not
before realized. If the visible output of solid theological w_ork
given to the world by Cambridge men during the last thirty
years be compared with that of the preceding thirty years, the
change will be apparent, and yet the earlier period was rich in
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good work, The names of Alford, Ellicott, Trench and Words-
worth will at once occur. .

I pass now from the case of men at the beginning of their
career, taking their first degree, to that of older scholars
seeking to proceed to a divinity degree, B.D. or D.D. Up to
about forty years ago the form of the exercises for these
degrees was an anachronistic survival, For each, besides a
Latin sermon and an English sermon before the University, an
Act had to be kept and two Opponencies, and a would-be D.D.
had also to deliver a Determination. Forty years ago this was
reduced to an Act and an English sermon. [In its final form the
Act was a Latin essay on some theological subject, which was
read publicly in the schools by the candidate, after which he
was questioned orally by the Professor in English, the whole
ceremony lasting an hour. Of course, in older times there
had been a disputation entirely in Latin, ahd a good deal of
real learning and acumen had been displayed. Latterly, how-
ever, the colloquial use of Latin almost d}i,ed out, and many a
well-read candidate might have made an exhibition of himself.
Indeed, there were curious exhibitions sometimes. In one of
Professor Jeremie’s later years he was presiding at an Act,
when the candidate, having occasion to use the word uesirys,
made the penultima short. The Professor’s sigh was quite
audible as he remarked, “May we not say ueoirns?’ At
certain colleges the Fellows were bound by statute to proceed
to B.D. at the proper time, seven years after M.A., and a
wicked story was current that in one of these colleges a Latin
thesis was kept in a drawer of the table in the combination-
room, to be used as each Fellow in his turn might require it.
Here Dr. Westcott opened up an entirely new departure.
The system inaugurated by him allows a would-be B.D. to
keep an Act (though I do not think one has been kept for a
long time), but he is rather encouraged to write and print an
essay in English or Latin on some theological subject. The
would-be D.D. has no choice ; he must write and print an
essay. In either case he has to preach an English sermon
before the University. It is curious to note on this last point
that, while the statute requires the sermon to be preached,
nothing is said as to the quality of the sermon. A sermon is
a sermon. Dr. Westcott once told me of a candidate whose
sermon was such that it excited the ire of a University
dignitary, who was officially present, and protested.  But,”
said Dr. Westcott quite gravely, and with a manner it is
impossible to describe, ¢ fortunately—fortunately we were able
to reject him on other grounds.” Before leaving the pro-
fessorial side of things, it is well to mention an institution
which I think was initiated by Dr. Westcott, the terminal
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meeting of graduates in divinity, at first often held in his
rooms, and associated with a gathering for Holy Communion
on the following day.

We now turn to another side. In the seventies there was
in Trinity, beside the late Hall, an earlier dinner at half-past
four, for those who thought that that unfashionable time
harmonized best with work, It was here that I first saw
Dr. Westeott, and can vividly recall the impression he then
made. He was about forty-five years of age when he returned
here in the fullest and ripest strength of his mature manhood.
How well one recalls that slight, active figure, the eager
speech, the keen blue eye! He evidently worked at the
fullest stretch from the first, for I remember his once telling
me in those early years that he seldom could afford the luxur
of a walk, save between his house and college. To be engaged,
however, in hard intellectual work all the morning and all the
afternoon is an immense strain on any man, and we often
noticed how wearily he came into Hall, and was in the habit
of drawing his hand across his forehead. He had a habit,
too, both then and when making a speech on a platform, of
closing his eyes, and when he suddenly opened them and
looked full at someone, it was a little startling, especially if
the person looked at had been broaching some disputable
statement. Through all the years during which this: earlier
Hall lasted, the head of the table was taken by Mr.C. W.
King, the Senior Fellow of the college, one of the most
learned of old-fashioned scholars, as many generations of
Trinity men know. I venture to give the following illustra-
tion. Many years ago, when reading Clement of Alexandria,
I was puzzled to find that, in referring to the Good Friday
fast, he spoke of Friday as 7uépa ’Ag¢podirns, day of Venus.
I could not understand whence Greek-speaking pagans had
got the idea of the sevenfold division of days. Happening to
come across Dr. Westcott and Dr. Lightfoot in the college
library, I consulted them on the point. Neither, however,
could throw any light on the question. I then applied to
Mr. King. “Oh,” said he at once, “it was the Magians who
brought the idea into Alexandria from the East. You’ll
find all about it in Dion Cassius, book so-and-so, and about
chapter so-and-so.” And so it was.

As 1 have said, Mr. King presided at the table, and, as a
rule, the two Professors sat on either side of him. The jest
very often cropped up of the ¢ divinity that doth hedge a
King.” To Dr. Westcott’s marvellous intellectual qualities
and the singular charm of his conversation the fullest recog-
nition -was given from the very first; but there was & side
which, I think, comparatively few realized even up to the
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very time of his leaving Cambridge for Durham: his astonish-
ing power of—shall I say ?—higher statesmanship. To illus-
trate this, I venture to tell the following. One day both the
Professors were absent from Hall, and Mr. King suddenly
remarked in the middle of dinner: ‘“ Both those Professors
have missed their vocation in life.” We eagerly demanded
the grounds for this startling paradox. ‘ What ought they
to have been 2’ ¢ Well, Westeott should have been a Gnostic
heresiarch in the second century, when he would have devised
a scheme of theology which no one, perhaps not even himself,
could have understood.” “And Lightfoot?” “Well, Light-
foot should have been the chairman of a thriving railway
company, and I should much like to have some shares in
that company.” This, I think, testifies in its way to what
was at one time a widely-felt view in Cambridge as to Dr.
Westcott. That he was a profound scholar, a theologian of
exceptional grasp, a saintly mystic, went without saying; but
I think comparatively few recognised the power on the
Bra.ctical side. Even when his appointment to the See of
urham was announced, the remark was not unfrequently
heard: “What a pity it is to send Dr. Westcott away from
Cambridge, where he is doing work that hardly any other
living man could do, to Durham, for which half a dozen men
could be found as good!” One man went so far as to say in
print that the real justification for the appointment to Durham
was to give some éclat to the English episcopate, by setting
on the bench one of the profoundest scholars and theologians
in Europe. How wrong we were, what powers of coping
with difficulties were shown, difficulties only to be success-
fully grappled with by one who united a heart filled with the
deepest fove of Christ and a head worthy of a statesman
handling great questions of policy—how Bishop Westcott
succeeded In composing the troubles between the miners and
the masters, succeeded where good Bishop Walsham How,
with all his knowledge of working men, failed—is written
lar%e in the chronicles of the last Durham episcopate.
here were one or two things which always impressed me
much. Of course, to all who are acquainted with Dr. West-
cott’s critical writings, what I am about to say is simply a
matter of course. No one with eyes to observe can read any
of them, whether book or short article, without being aware
of the absolute thoroughness of the work. Such an article,
for example, as that on Origen in the “ Dictionary of Christian
Biography ” represents an astonishing mass of labour, enough
of itself, if issued as a separate monograph, to have insured
a scholar’s fame. Yet it simply stands where it does, just as
part of the day’s work. The labour, too, required for many
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a humble-looking short note may be out of all proportion to
the size of the note. Dr. Westcott once remarked to me, half
seriously, half in jest: “I should often like to append a note
to this note: ‘ This note has taken me (so many) hours.’ ”
This absolute thoroughness, combined with an exceedingly
high ideal of what men ought to aim at, sometimes led him
to forget that all men were. not as he, either in_intellectual
powers or powers of work. Thus, in discussing certain changes
In the tripos with reference to a paper on Christian Doctrine,
and the amount that might fairly be demanded from men
when taking their B.A. degree at the age of two or three and
twenty, he remarked with unhesitating conviction: “ Of course
they will all have read their Hagenbach.” This is the well-
known ¢ History of Doctrines,” a piece of very stiff reading,
in three large volumes, of which the highest men should have
a reasonable knowledge, but of which I am quite sure that the
lower men are profoundly innocent,.

This last remark recalls to me Dr. Westcott as President
of the Theological Board, a post which he held during his
twenty years’ professoriate as head of the Divinity Faculty.
He was an ideal chairman ; he carried business through with
less waste of time than most men, lopped off irrelevancies
and kept the real point steadily in view. I recall at times a
certain deprecatory manner, as though he would point out to
the meeting that, of course, those present knew better than
he did; yet I am bound to add that, to the best of my
remembrance, he ordinarily carried the point he advocated,
and that his conclusion was the right one. In a word, he was
apyuxds, in the best sense, though the quality was never
obtrusive. It was my privilege to be a member of the Theo-
logical Board at the time when Dr. Westcott’s Cambridge
residence came to an end. At the last meeting the agenda
were gone through with punctilious care, and then it remained
for the closing prayers to be read for the last time by one to
whom that duty had fallen for twenty years. It was a revela-
tion to many, perhaps to all, of us, to see how one who seemed
so strong, to have his feelings completely under control, was
shaken in strong emotion, and several were moved almost
30 tears when their chief clearly had to fight against a break-

own,

I do not know that I have much more in the way of
reminiscence to add, yet one cannot but put on record Dr.
Westcott’s breadth and boldness as a critic; he was indeed
o “Higher Critic” in the truest sense of that much-abused,
term. He would boldly face and test and discuss any view
Fut before him, drawiniforth from a theory, coming perhaps
rom a source with which he could have no possible sympathy,
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any truth it might possess. Yet, with all the breadth of view,
a profound belief in the God-given character of Scripture, and
the consequent priceless value of the gift, permeated him
through and through. He once said to me: “I do not think

ou could alter any word in Scripture for any other without
incurring some loss.” Again: “Behind and above all our

controversies there is the Life. . . . However the Old Testa-
ment came to be, it was the Book of the Lord and of His
Apostles.”

For many years there existed in Cambridge a society of
graduates which met in term-time for the critical study of
the Old Testament. This society—now, alas! defunct—was
successively presided over by Dr. Phillips, Dr. Lightfoot, and
Dr. Westcott. Under Dr. Lightfoot’s presidency some good
work was done in revising the translation of some of the
Minor Prophets, in days when as yet the Revised Version was
unheard of. When Dr. Westcott became president, he sug-
gested that we should devote ourselves to the later chapters
of Ezekiel (chap. xl. et seq.), which perhaps have not their
equal for difficulty in the Old Testament, and yet are of
engrossing importance in their bearing on Pentateuchal
criticism. He threw himself heartily into the difficulties, as
if it were here that his highest interests were seated.

How ungrudging he was in all cases of affording help in
difficulties of study to those who consulted him ! I can speak
very gratefully myself of two occasions when, having asked
uestions which I supposed might mean the expenditure of
ve minutes, he gave, in spite of some deprecation on my
part, two or three hours’ careful examination and discussion
of the points at issue. It is outside the scope of the few
reminiscences which I have tried to note down, yet no refer-
ence to Dr. Westcott’s Cambridge life should ignore the warm
interest—the interest recalling the keen, apostolic zeal of an
earlier day—he at all times showed in the cause of Foreign
Missions, notably, of course, that of Delhi, but extending to
all efforts for the cause of Christ. R. SiNkER.

4

Arr. IL-THE ROUND TABLE CONFERENCE AND
CANON GORE’S BOOK.—II.

IN criticising the three statements—those of Dr. Moule, Lord

Halifax, and Canon Gore—I would say that while Dr.
Moule hits the mark with exactness when he says that Christ
18 (i{resent, “not on the holy table, but at it ’—that is, at the
ordinance, not in the elements—he yet expresses himself, I
think, too rhetorically. Were our eyes opened, he says, we
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should see our Lord bless the elements and distribute them
with the words He originally used and should worship Him
there present. This seems to me to be going too far. Christ
is present at our morning and evening prayer likewise, for He
has promised it ; but we do not picture Him as saying the
prayers in the place of the officiating minister, nor as being,
through His presence, a special object of prayer there, but
rather as ¢ joying and beholding ”’ our ‘ order and the sted-
fastness of our faith ” (Col. ii. 5), rejoicing in the congregation’s
devotion, sanctifying the meeting by making one of it, and
helping the prayers of His brethren. So, I think, we should
regard His presence at the ordinance of the Lord’s Supper,
not invisibly officiating, not being an object of devotion, which
even the liturgies of the sixth and seventh centuries never
represent Him to be, but blessing, comforting, helping and
lifting the hearts of His brethren to heaven wﬁen they strive
to lift them up unto the Lord. Inotherrespects we can thank-
fully accept Dr. Moule’s statement. :

Lord Halifax’s statement we cannot accept at all. He
holds that the bread and wine “ become the Body and Blood
of Christ,” or “are sacramentally identified” with them,
meaning apparently by ‘ sacramentally” “in a sphere out-
side the cognizance of our senses,” or supernaturally. This
does not exclude the theory of Transubstantiation or Consub-
stantiation, as every believer in Transubstantiation or Consub-
stantiation must acknowledge that the change, effected, as
they suppose, by consecration, is supernatural. Nor is his
addition of the word ¢ spiritually,” when’ he describes the
nature of the presence of Christ in the Holy Eucharist, such
as to enable us to accept his doctrine of Christ’s presence in
it. For he explains that by ‘spiritually ” he means “after
the manner of a spirit ”’—that is, that Christ’s body is present
in the bread after the manner of a spirit or angel. And this
is the very point which Jeremy Taylor selects as constituting
the difference between the Popish and Protestant acceptation
of the word ¢ spiritually.” *“Where now,” he says, “is the
difference ¢ Here. By ‘ spiritually ’ they mean ‘ present after
the manner of a spirit’; by ‘spiritually * we mean  present to
our spirits only.” Their way makes His body to be present
no way but that which is impossible, and im ﬁes a contradic-
tion—a body not after the manner of a bos , a body like a
spirit, a body without a body ... not after the manner of all
(bodies) or any body, but after the manner of being as an
angel is in a place—that is their ¢ spirituality.’ ” [“OIf souls
and spirits could be present, as here Bellarmine teacheth,”
says Bishop Cosin (“%Iist. Trans.,” iii. 1), “yet it would be
absurd to say that bodies could be likewise, it being incon-
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sistent with their nature.”] ¢ But we,’ continues Taylor,
“ Dby the real spiritual presence of Christ do understand Christ
to be present as the Spirit of God is present in the hearts of
the faithful by blessing and grace ”’ (‘“ Real Presence,” i. 8).

- Canon Gore’s statement is based on Irenzus’s saying, that
¢« the bredd which is of the earth receiving the invocation of
God is no longer common bread, but Eucharist, consisting of
two things, an earthly and a heavenly.” By this expression
Irenxus probably meant no more than we mean when we say
that in the Sacrament of the Lord’s Supper there is an out-
ward and an inward part. Canon Gore accepts Lord Halifax’s -
term “sacramentally identified ” as expressing the relation
between the bread and wine and the Body and Blood of Christ.
How that sacramental identification according to him takes
place, he has since explained at greater length than he could
do in the Conference.

It may be said, then, that no agreement was come to by the
Conference, except that the ordinance is a means of grace.
Was it, then, fruitless? 1 do not think so. It led fifteen men
honestly to try to understand each other’s position, and it is
not without its results beyond itself. The two most evident
of these results are : (1) A series of articles on the Conference
which have appeared in the CHURCHEMAN by Mr. Dimock, in
the first of which he explains in what sense English Church-
men may, and in what sense they may not, hold the doctrine
of the Real Presence. (2) A more elaborate work has been
published by Canon Gore, called “ The Body of Christ.” This
was written with reference to the Conference, and a chapter is
given to the question of the Divine gift in Holy Communion,
and another to the sacrificial character of the Eucharist, as in
the Conference. Canon Gore maintains the gift to be the
living Body, and therefore Person of Christ, sent down from
heaven after the bread and wine have been mystically con-
veyed from the earthly altars to a heavenly altar, and there
converted into the Body and Blood of Christ, which are then
replaced on the altars at which the priests .are officiating
instead of the bread and wine.

The theory of a heavenly altar, and the consecration at it of
the bread and wine into the Body and Blood of Christ, is the
resource of thinkers who are shocked at the coarse materialism
of Transubstantiation and Consubstantiation effected by a
priestly formula, and yet are resolved to maintain the doctrine
of the Objective Presence in the elements, which underlies
and is best expressed by Transubstantiation and Consub-
stantiation. The idea of there being a heavenly altar founds
itgelf on an expression of Irenamus, which a careful inspection
of the passage in which it occurs would show at once to be
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metaphorical, Ireneus is urging that God has no need of
our alms and offerings, but that He desires that we should
resent them to Him for our own sakes, and therefore Christ
Eas ordered us to make offerings frequently and constantly
“at the altar.” Then he proceeds: “The altar is in heaven,
for towards that place our prayers and offerings are addressed ;
the temple likewise, as John says in the Apocalypse: ‘And
the temple of God was opened in heaven’ (Rev. x1. 19); the
tabernacle also, ‘ for behold,” he says,  the tabernacle of God
in which He will dwell with men’” (Rev. xv. 5; John i. 14.
«“ Adv. Her,” iv. 18). Can any man believe that Irenzus
supposed that there is a material altar, temple, ark of the
testament, and tabernacle in heaven, at and in which Christians
are to offer their prayers and alms? Is it not plainly,a
spiritualizing of the Jewish worship offered in Jerusalem and
in the wilderness? And is not its purpose to show that our
{)rayers and alms are not to be addressed and offered to a
ocal spot, like those of the Jews, but to God in heaven ?
Canon Gore translates: ‘There is therefore an altar in
heaven, for it is thither,” etc., instead of * The altar ” (which
has just been mentioned) ‘““is in heaven,” and he says that
‘“ Irenzus asserts the existence of the heavenly altar as
necessarily presupposed in Eucharistic worship, and says:
‘Thither our prayers and offerings are directed’” DBut
Irenzus is not confining himself to Eucharistic worship and
offerings in the passage under consideration, but is speaking
of the prayers and alms of Christians in general; and had
Canon Gore quoted the rest of the sentence which he has
indicated by the “etc.,” it would have been made clear that
Iren®us no more teaches that there is an altar in heaven
than he teaches that there is a tabernacle in heaven and a
temple in heaven, where St. John specially says there is no
temple, ‘“ for the Lord God Almighty and the Lamb are the
temple of it ” (Rev. xxi. 22).

e have higher authority for the existence of the temple,
the ark, and the tabernacle in heaven than of an altar, whether
the altar of sacrifice, as Mr. Gore’s argument requires, or the
golden altar of incense, as he afterwards suggests.

It is probable that the idea of the Eucharistic sacrifice
taking place in heaven arose, not so much from Irenzus’
words, which everyone would recognise as metaphorical, as
from the efforts made by liturgical commentators to explain a
prayer introduced into the Roman Mass by Gregory L, it
would seem, at the end of the sixth century, which still retains
its place there. It is as follows: “We humbly beseech Thee,
Almighty God, to command these things to be carried by the
hands of Thy Holy Angel to Thine altar on high in sight of
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~ the divine Majesty, so that all of us who by communion at
this altar receive the holy Body and Blood of Thy Son may
be fulfilled with heavenly benediction and grace, through the
same Christ our Lord.”” Whether by the Holy Angel is
meant the Lord Jesus Christ, or the Holy Ghost, or an angel,
‘or some other spiritual conveyance, is acrimoniously disputed
down to the present day, nor is there any more agreement as
to what the altar on high (sublime) means, or what “these
things ” signify. Isit not altogether irrational and irreverent,
as well as unscriptural and unprimitive, to believe that when-
ever a priest says a Mass, angels, or more than angels, carry
the bread and wine to heaven in mystery, that the Holy
Ghost there makes them the Body and Blood of Christ, that,
thus converted, they are brought down again by the same
agency that took them up, and laid upon the altar at which the
priest is officiating, no longer bread and wine, but the Person
of Christ, which may therefore be worshipped ? There are
several ways in which the transaction is said to be performed.
Paschasius Radbert, the first promulgator of the theory which
four centuries after his time received the name of Transub-
stantiation, represents the manner in which it takes place as
follows: “The priest sends up the gifts of the people by the
hand of an angel to God, and receives them back again made
effectual by the Body and the Blood, and distributes them to
one and all, not as being what the outward vision suggests,
but what faith apprehends” ¢ De Corp. et Sang.,” viii., quoted
by Mr. Gore, p. 191). Mr. Gore’s theory, less gross than some,
is that the Church, having besought God * by the consecrating
power of the Holy Ghost to fill the sacrifice with a Divine
power by accepting the earthly elements at the heavenly
altar, He by I—Fis Spirit consecrates the gifts, to be, in the
midst of the worshipping Church, the Body and Blood of the
Lord” (p. 212). “In the midst of the worshipping Church ”
might probably be otherwise expressed “as an object of
worship in the Church.” Is not the ordinary theory of
Transubstantiation more simple and more credible than this
elaborate imagination, which, springing from a misunder-
standing of a metaphor of Irenwus and of a prayer of Pope
Gregory, contains within it the very doctrine that Transub-
stantiation was invented to justify and explain ?

We may gladly allow that Mr. Gore’s view is more spiritual
than that of many Ritualist and Roman writers, and we may
note with satisfaction some acknowledgments and concessions
that he has made. We may be glad that he discountenances
the use of separate wafers (p. 44); that he shrinks from

Cardinal Vaughan’s formula of * Christ made present on the
altar under the forms of bread and wine” (p. 91); that he
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apparently deprecates ‘ the worship of Christ as in virtue of
consecration made present upon the altar as upon a throne,”
and as “ coming " before consecration and ¢ having come ™
after consecration (p. 99), and the conception that Christ’s
indwelling ceases when the host is digested (p. 122); and
that he rejects Transubstantiation, seeing in it a monophysite
tendency (p. 113) ; and deprecates non-communicating attend-
ance (p. 136), and reservation for worship (p. 137), and allows
that tEe presence is ‘“ to certain persons ” only—* that is, the
sons and daughters of faith ™ (p. 142) ; and that a Christian
Eucharist in the first age must have frequently resembled a
modern harvest thanksgiving (p. 172); and that Christ’s
death isv‘ not repeated or renewed (p. 175); and that the
sacrifices of the new law were sacrifices of persons (p. 208) ;
and that “in the self-oblation of the Churcﬁ is the culmina-
tion eof: the sacrifice ” (p. 213); and that we are not bound by
medieval authority (p. 265) ; and that Communion in one kind
is wrong (p. 280).

But when we find that, according to Canon Gore, ““the
elements become sacramentally identified with the Body and
Blood of Christ,” and that ‘ this ”—not Christ’s presence at
the ordinance—** is what is called the doctrine of an objectively
Real Presence in the Eucharist” (p. 73), “expressing the
belief that, prior to reception and independently of the faith
of the individual, the Body and Blood of Christ are made
present ‘ under the forms cf’ bread and wine, or in some real,
though uundefined, way identified with them” (p. 74); and
that ““ the Flesh and Blood are quite inseparable from the
living Person of Christ Himself” (p. 94) ; and that * a Divine
Presence is bestowed upon the earthly elements at the altar »
(p. 98); and that ‘ what consecration brings about” is
“ Christ’s adoption of the Church’s gifts to become His Body
and Blood,” and that then “ worship is more or less focussed
upon these holy symbols and instruments” (p. 105); and
that “spiritual ” does not mean ‘to our spirits,” as Jeremy
Taylor taught, but * after the manner of a spirit,” which
Jeremy Taylor called the Popish view, and was consistently
maintained by Dr. Newman (pp. 124, 297); and that * the
Spirit consecrates the gifts at the heavenly altar to be in the
midst of the worshipping Church the Body and Blood of the
Lord” (p. 212); and that “the bread and wine are consecrated
to be, prior to reception, spiritually and really the Body and
Blood of Christ” (p. 231); and that it is assumed that “an
objective presence, previous to the act of reception and
independent of it,” is “ the accepted doctrine of the ancient
Church ” (p. 234); and that “‘not discerning the Body’
means not discerning Christ’s own personal manhood given us
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in the Sacrament,” instead of not distinguishing the sacred
from the common elements of the social feast (p. 245); and
that the ¢ Church’s earthly sacrifice becomes identified with
Christ’s heavenly offering ” (p. 250); and that the meaning
of “we have an altar” is that the altar ‘is something in
heaven corresponding ” (not now to the sacrificial altar, but)
“to the ‘ golden altar,” which belonged,” says Mr. Gore, * to
the Jewish Holy of Holies” (sic, p. 261); and that “the
unseen reality of the Eucharist is Christ as He is in heaven
(p. 309)—when we consider the cumulative force of all these
statements, we ‘do not find much advance on the position
occupied by Lord Halifax. For the point to which we attach
importance is not whether the change of the bread and wine
into the Body and Blood of Christ tnkes place on an altar in a
church or on a supposed altar in heaven, but whether the
change takes place at all in such a sense that He is not only
present at the ordinance, which we all allow, but is contained
or enclosed within the consecrated bread and wine, which,
with Cranmer, Latimer, and Ridley, and the consentient line of
Anglican divines, we deny for ourselves and for our Church.
If it were not seen before, I think that the Conference, with
the publications consequent upon it, has made it clear that
the point of cleavage between those called Ritualists and other
members of the Church of England is the doctrine of the
objective presence of Christ in the elements, as distinguished
from His presence (objective, if you will) at the ordinance of
the Lord’s Supper. :
F. MEYRICE.

¥y
L4

Arr, ITT.—MESSAGES FROM THE EPISTLE TO THE
HEBREWS.

VI.—HEBREWS IX.

THE Epistle has exhibited to us the glory of the eternal

Priest, and the wealth and grandeur of the new Covenant.
It advances now towards the Sanctuary and the Sacrifice
wherein we see that Covenant sanctified and sealed, under the
au%%ices of our great ‘“ Priest upon His throne.”

e great Teacher first dilates to * the Hebrews ” upon the
outstanding features of the Type. He enumerates the main
features of that ““ Sanctuary, adapted to (this visible) world ”
(70 drywow, voouikdr), which was attached to the first Covenant
(ver. 1).! Particularly, he emphasizes its double structure,

! Assuredly we must delete okms from the text in this verse, and
understand Siaf4en (see viii. 13) after 4 wpdry.
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which presented first a consecrated chamber, holy but not
holiest, the depository of lamp and table, but then beyond it,

arted from it by the inner curtain, the adytum itself, the
%oliest Place, where lay ready for use ¢a [not “the "] golden
censer,”’ the vessel needful for the incense-cloud which should
veil the glory, and, above all, the Ark of that First Covenant
of which so much has now been said. There it lay, with the
manna and the budding rod, symbols of Mosaic and Aaronic
power and function ; and the tablets of the law, written not on
the heart, but on the stone; and the mercy-seat above them,
and the cherubic bearers of the Shechinah above the mercy-
seat; symbols of a reconciliation and an access yet to be
revealed (vers. 2-5).

Such was the Sanctuary, as depicted to the mind of the
believing Hebrew in the Books which he almost worshipped
as the oracles of God. That Tabernacle he had never seen;
that Ark he knew had long vanished out of sight. The
temple of Herod, with its vacant Holiest, was the Sanctuary
of his generation. But the Mosaic picture of the Tent and of
the Ark was for him the abiding standard, the divine ideal,
the pattern of the realities in the heavens; and to it, accord-
ingly, the Epistle directs his thought, as it prepares to display
those realities before him.!

Then it proceeds to a similar presentation of one great
feature in the ritual, the * praxis,” connected with this Tent
of Sanctuaries. It takes the reader to his Book of Leviticus,
_and to its Atonement-rubric. There (ch. xvi.) a profound
emphasis is laid upon both the secluded sanctity of the inner
shrine, the place of the Presence, and the sacrificial process by
which alone the rare privilege of entrance into it could be
obtained. The outer cgamber was the daily scene of priestly
ministration. But the inner was (officially, at least) entered
once only in the year, and by the High Priest alone, in the
solitary dignity of his office. And he went in there only as
bearing in his very hands the blood of immolated victims,
blood which he offered, presented, in the Holiest, with an
express view to divine amnesty for another year's tale of
“ignorances ” (ayvofjuarta, ver. 7), his own and the people’s.

1 T do not attempt in these papers to do more than allude to the con-
troversy of our time over the historical character of the Mosaic books.
But I must allude in passing to a recent noteworthy German critique of
the Wellhausen view, “by a former adherent,” W. Méller : Bedenken
gegen die Graf-Wellhausensche Hypothese, von einem friiheren Anhinger.
(Gittersloh, 1899). The writer, a young and vigorous student and thinker,
explains with remarkable force the immease difficulties, from the purely
critical point of view, in the way of the theory, e.g., that the account of
the Tabernacle was invented by “ Levitiztic ”” leaders of the time of the
Captivity.

VOL. XV.—NEW SERIES, NO. CLVI, 46
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Such was the Sanctuary, such the atoning Ritual, attached
to the first Covenant. All was ‘ mysteriously meant,” with a
significance infinitely deeper than what any thought of Moses,
or of Ezra, could of itself have given it. ¢ The Holy Ghost
intimated ” (ver. 8), through the guarded shrine and the
seldom-granted, death-conditioned, solitary entrances into it,
things of uttermost moment for the soul of man. There stood
the Tent, there went in the lonely Priest, with the blood of
bull and goat, as ‘“a parable for the period now present,”! the
time of the writer and his readers, in which a ritual of offer-
ing was still maintained whose annual recurrence proved its
inadequacy, its non-finality. Yes, this majestic but sombre
system pictured a state of jealous reserve between the
worshippers and their God. Its propitiations were of a kind
which, in the nature of things, could not properly and in the
way of virtual force set the conscience free ﬁom the sense of
guilt, “ perfecting the worshipper conscience-wise.” They
could only “ sanctify with a view to the purity of the flesh”
(ver. 13), satisfying the conditions of a national and temporal
acceptance. Its holiest place was indeed approachable, once
annually, by one representative person; enough to illustrate
and to seal a hope; but otherwise, and far more deeply, it
SKmbolized separation and a divine reserve. But * the good
things to come ”? were in the divine view all along. The
¢ time of reformation ” (ver. 10), of rectification of the failures
under the first Covenant, drew near. Behold Messiah steps
upon the scene, the true High Priest (ver. 11). Vietim and
Sacrificer at once, He sheds His own sacrificial blood (ver. 12)
on the altar of Golgotha, to be His means (8¢ ¢. gem.) of
acceptable approach. And then He passes, through the
avenue of a sanctuary not made with hands (ver. 11), even
the heavenly world itself (cp. SieAgvbéTa Tols odpavods, iv. 14),
into the Holiest Place of the eternal Presence on the throne.
He goes in, there to be, and there to do, all that we know
from the long context previous to this chapter, even to sit*
down accepted at the right hand of the majesty on high, King
of Righteousness and Peace. And this action and entrance is,
in its very nature, once and for ever. The true High Priest,
being what He is, doing what He has done, has indeed

1 1 think the Revisers are right in giving * now present” instead of
“then present ” as the rendering for rov évecryiéra (ver, 9)." The Epistle
alludes, 80 I should conjecture, to the period of its writing, as a time
when the sacrifices were still going on, though on the eve of cessation.—.
It seems hest to read xaf'#y, not ked’dy, in ver. 9 : “In accordance with
which parable.” :

% Possibly we shonld read 76» vyevouévwy dyaddy, “ the good things that
are come ” (R.V. marg.). But the practical difference is not great.
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“found eternal redemption for us” (ver. 12). It is infinitely
unnecessary now to imagine a repetition of sacrifice, entrance,
offering, acceptance, for Him, and for us in Him. Such an
Oblation, the self-offering of the Incarnate Son in the power
of the Eternal Spirit (ver. 14), what can it not do for the
believing worshipper’s welcome in, and his perfect peace in the
assurance of the covenanted love of God ? " Is it not adequate
to “purge the conscience from dead works,” to lift from it,
that is, the death-load of unforgiven transgressions, and to
lead the Christian in, as one with his atoning Lord, ‘to
serve a living God,” with the service of a happy worshipper
(AaTpebew) who need ““ go no more out ” of the Holy Place of
eace?
P But the Teacher has not yet done with the wealth of the
Mosaic types of our full salvation. He has more to say about
the profound truth that the New Covenant needed for its
Mediator, its Herald, Guarantor, and Conveyer of blessing, not
a Moses but a Messiah, who could both die and reign, could
at once be Sacrifice and Priest. Covenants, in the normal
order of God’s will in Secripture, demanded death for their
ratification. ‘‘ Where covenant is, there must be brought in
the death of the covenant-victim.”* So it was with the Old
Covenant (vers. 18-21), in the narrative of Exodus xxiv. So,
throughout the Mosaic rules, we find “remission,” practically
always, conditioned by ‘blood-shedding” (ver. 22). Peace
with violated holiness was to be attained only by means of
sacrificial death. The terrestrial sanctuary, viewed as polluted
by the transgressions of the worshippers who sought its
benefits, required sacrificial death, the blood of bulls and
goats, so to “ cleanse ” it that God could meet His Israel there
in peace (ver. 23). Even so, only after a higher and holier
order, must it be with the’ better Covenant and that invisible
Sanctuary where a reconciled God may be for ever at peace
with a spiritual Israel. There must be priestly immolation,
and an offered sacrifice ; there must be peace conditioned by
life-blood shed. And 'such is the work ofp our Messiah-Priest.
He has “borne the sins of many ” (ver. 28). Presenting Him-
self (ver. 6), as the atonement-victim, in the heavenly Holiest,
He has thereby * borne,” uplifted (dveveyxeiv), in that Presence,
for pardon and peace, the sins of His new Israel. And so
““the heavenly things” are, relatively to that Israel,
“ cleansed ’; their God can meet them in that sanctuary

1 8o, with the late Professor Scholefield (“ Hints on a New Transla-
tion”) I veunture to render 7o Swxfeuévov. I am convinced that this
rendering, though it has the serious difficulty of lacking any clear parallel
to justify the rendering of &afeuérov, is almost necessitated by the
<onnection.

46—2
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with an intimacy and access free and perfect, because their
High Priest and Mediator has done His work for them. For
ever and ever now they need no new sacrifice; His blood,
once shed, is eternally sufficient. Aye, and they need now
for ever no repeated offering (ver. 25) of sacrifice, no new

resentaiion of His blood before the throne, since once He
ﬁas taken His place upon it. To offer again, He must suffer
again (ver. 26). For 1t is the law of His office first to offer
and, then to take His place at the right Hand. He mustleave
that place, He must descend again to a Cross, if He is to take
again the attitude of presentation. ‘ Henceforth” He sits,
‘““expecting ”’ (see below, x. 13), ““ till His enemies be made
His footstool.” And His Israel on their part wait (ver. 28),
“ expecting,” till, in that bright day, « He appears, the second
time, without sin,” unencumbered by the burthen He once
carried for them, ‘ unto salvation,” the salvation of His glory.
 Once,” only once—this is the sublime law of that Saerifice
and that Offering. As death, for us men, comes ‘ once,”
and then follows  judgment,” so the death of Christ, the
“ offering " of Christ, comes * once,” and then comes (wonder-
ful paradox !) not judgment but “ salvation,” for them that are
found in Him.

The messages of this chapter for cur time are equally mani-
fest and weighty. It closes with the assertion of a principle
which should be for all time decisive against all sorts and
forms of alleged sacerdotal ‘‘ re-presentation” of the Lord our
Sacrifice. He has « offered ” Himself once and for ever, and is
now on our behalf not in the Presence only, but upon the
Throne. Yet more urgent, more vital, if possible, is the
affirmation here of the need and of the virtue of His vicarious
death. The chapter puts His blood-shedding before us in a
way as remote as possible from a mere example, or from a
suffering meant to do its work mainly by a mysterious im-
partation to us of the power to suffer. He dies “for the
redemption of the transgressions under the first covenant "—in
other words, for the welcome back to God of those who had
sinned against His awful law. He dies that we, “ the called,”
‘‘ might receive the promise of an eternal inheritance.” He
dies, He offers, that we, wholly and solely because He has
done so, may find the heavenly, invisible, spiritual Holiest a
place of perfect peace with God, our spirits’ home.

Are these the characteristic accents of the voice of the
modern Church? Have we not need to listen again, reverent
and believing, to the ninth chapter of the Hebrews, as it dis-
tlzbourse;s about Sanctuary, and Sacrifice, and Offering, and

eace

H. C. G. MouULE,
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ArTt, IV.—OUR LORD’S PRESENT MEDIATORIAL
OFFICE.

THE present_article does not pretend to be a full and com-
lete study of the great theme that stands as its heading.
To discuss fully and exhaustively this aspect of our Lord’s
Person and work would necessitate a review of the whole of
the New Testament teaching upon the subject, and such a
task is obviously beyond our present limits. An attempt,
however, is here made to examine the matter in the light of a
single book of the New Testament—the Epistle to the Hebrews
—and although such an attempt cannot claim to be more
than a part o? a far larger discussion, yet all will admit that
the teaching of the Epistle in question furnishes an important
and indispensable contribution towards a right view of the
subject as a whole. With the pages of this treatise, then,
open before us, let us seek for an answer to such questions as
these : What, according to the teaching here, is our Lord’s
present heavenly position? What relations are assumed to
exist between our Lord and the members of His Church ?
What office is He now said to fulfil on their behalf 2

Prominent above all else, because of its repetition, is the

shrase which describes our Lord as a Divine King. ¢ He sat

own on the right hand of the Majesty on high.” We meet
with it first in the opening verses of the Epistle, and the
writer evidently employs it in order to impress upon his
readers the fact of our Lord’s present greatness and Divine
“authority. He begins by describing the person of the Son.
He tells us of His pre-incarnate existence, ‘“ being the efful-
gence of His glory and the very image of His substance”
(. 8). He sums up the whole of the work accomplished
during the incarnate life in the one brief clause, “ when He
had made purification of sins,” and then at once carries us
back again from earth to heaven to the special theme that he
would have us contemplate—our Lord exalted to share the
throne of the Divine Majesty. :

The verses which folfow expound the theme still further.
This exaltation of the Son gives Him a position above the
angels, and the writer does not scruple even to address to
Him words that emphasize both His divinity and His king-
ship. “Thy throne, O God, is for ever and ever” (i. 8), as
he sees Him thus in thought ‘crowned with glory and
honour ” (ii. 9).

This phrase, which defines our Lord’s position at the be-

%inning, is repeated three times in the course of the Epistle.
n chap. viii. 1, where the writer is summarizing the main
points of his discourse, he speaks of “such a High Priest,
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who sat down on the right hand of the Majesty in the
heavens.” Again, in chap. x. 12, where he is treating of the
offering made by Christ, and again in chap. xii. 2, where he is
bidding his readers run with patience the Christian race with
eyes turned to their Lord, the writer depicts Him under that
special phrase, “‘sat down on the right hand of God,” which
undoubtedly expresses the permanent present fact about
Christ that he wished to convey to the minds of his readers.
Now, there are one or two points of interést about this phrase
which deserve a few brief remarks, '

(@) In the first place, the words are quoted from Psalm cx.
—an acknowledged Messianic Psalm—and also the Psalm in
which the reference to the * priest for ever after the order of
Melchizedec ”’ occurs. And, further, the phrase ‘“sat down
on the right hand of God ”” forms an interesting link between
the author of this Epistle and the other Apostolic writers.
Indeed we may, I think, safely say that this phrase embodies
the normal figure of speech in which the Christians of the
first age were accustomed to express their belief in the
ascended Lord. For we find that St. Mark in his Gospel
(xvi. 19) ; St. Luke in the Acts, twice in reporting speeches
of St. Peter (ii. 33, v. 21), twice in his account of St.
Stephen’s end (vii. 55, 56) ; St. Paul in his Epistles to the
Romans (viii. 34), 1 Corinthians (xv. 25), Ephesians (i. 20),
-Colossians (iii. 1) ; St. Peter in his first Epistle (iii. 22), and
'St. John in the Apocalypse (iii. 21, xxi. 5), all reproduce the
language of this verse in Psalm cx,, either in direct quotation
or in general allusion, in speaking about our Lord’s state sub-
sequent upon His ascension; and, moreover, it should be
specially noticed, there are very few references to our Lord’s
ascended state in the New Testament other than those which
find expression under these terms or this figure of Divine
kingly rule. .

(®) A second point that merits attention is, that we ought
to recognise the language borrowed from the Psalm which
speaks of God’s throne, God’s right hand, the act of sitting,
ete., to be figurative, and must not be interpreted as thoug%
there existed any literal equivalent for these terms in the
heavenly sphere. This caution is one that we do well to bear
in mind, especially when we are studying a treatise like that of
the Epistle to the Hebrews, where symbolism and analogy are
so largely employed. We have continually to be on our guard
against pressing these analogies too far or interpreting symbol
and parable too exactly. We have to keep steadily before us
the main principle, the spiritual idea and truth which the
writer is striving to convey by the use of figurative language,
and to remember that the figures drawn from human life are
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often inadequate really to express the fulness and greatness of
the spiritual thought. In the present instance we are to
understand by the phrase “sat down at the right hand of
God ” that our Lord occupies not so much a position of
power or honour viewed locally, but that in His person He is
now invested with regal Divine authority, which our earthly
emblems of kingship help us to some extent to grasp, and we
are to think of Him as exercising that authority in closest .
union with God the Father, and in acknowledged Divine
equality.

(c) Further, let it be noticed that our Lord’s session at
God’s right hand is associated by the writer directly with the
completion of His redemptive work and as a result of it. The
making of purification of sins (i. 3) is regarded as the neces-
sary step to the exaltation and session; it is regarded as a
finished act (kafapiouov mwoimoduevos) which is then followed
by another—the assumption of kingly state. So also in
cgap. x. 12. One sacrifice for sins for ever had been offered
(mpogevéyras Ovoiav). That act being completed, another
follows as its outcome, *“ He sat down,” ete. The same order
of thought will be found to characterize the reference in
chap. xil. 2. Further comment upon this feature need not
now be added ; but the fact deserves attention as pointing to
what we may call the habitual view which the writer holds
about our Lord’s person and work. His kingly ﬁlory is con-
nected with His sufferings, not loosely or casually, as simply
two isolated Divine acts or states, but the two are bound
together almost like cause and effect, so that the one—the
exaltation—succeeds the other—the work of redemption—
when completed, and is only possible upon its completion.
So in another place he writes, ¢ We behold Him—even Jesus
—because of the sufferings of death crowned with glory and
honour ” (ii. 9). .

(d) The next point about this phrase is one that leads us
directly into the heart of our subject. The writer definitely
associates the exaltation of our Lord to the right hand of God
with His special High Priestly office. * We have,” he writes
in chap. viii. 1, “such a High Priest, who.sat on the right
hand of the throne of the Majesty in the heavens.” It should
also be noticed that almost all the other allusions in this
Epistle to our Lord’s present position and office occur in
connection with the writer’s exposition of His High Priest-
hood. For example: It is said of our Lord that *“ He is able
to succour them that are tempted ” (ii. 18); that ‘ He is able
to save to the uttermost them that draw near to God through
Him, seeing He ever liveth to make intercession for them
(vii. 25); again, that Christ entered into heaven, “now to
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appear before the face of God for us” (ix. 24); again, that

e entered ¢ within the veil as a forerunner” (vi. 20); and
that * through Him > we may ¢ offer up a sacrifice of praise
to God continually ”’ (xiii. 15). Now, a.lFt.hese passages throw
light upon our Lord’s present mediatorial office; each contributes
some fresh feature to help us to understand what our Lord
now is and what He is doing for us; and, at the same time, it
will be found that they all, without exception, occur in the
course of the writer’s detailed exposition o? the High Priestly
office. It will be best, therefore, to turn now to that special
theme, and to consider, so far as it is necessary, the above
references in connection with it.

The author of this Epistle is, as is well known, practically
the only New Testament writer who employs the institution
of the Priesthood to illustrate the work and Person of our
Lord. And he does this, we may remind ourselves, because
he was addressing a body of Hebrew Christians to whom the
ceremonial of the Temple worship was especially sacred and
precious, who were evidently familiar with all its details, and
who were also in grave danger of forgetting its preparatory
and transitional character. The writer's aim is, broadly, to
show that the Christian economy provides not only all that
the older system could furnish, but all, and far more than all,
that system could give for man’s spiritual life. His general
method is, we may say, to institute a comparison, which,
indeed, often extends into a contrast, between the Person and
work of the Aaronic high priest and the Person and work of
our Lord—each regarded as the centre and representative
of their respective systems.

Now, the general idea which underlies the institution of
priesthood is to provide access to God. The priest, as such,
mediates between man and God. He represents in certain
matters the people to God, and in others he represents God
to the people. %‘he writer of the Epistle expresses this idea
when he speaks in more than one place of the high sriest
being appointed for men in things pertaining to God (cf.
il. 17 ; v. 1; viii. 8).

‘What, then; we ask, is the office which our Lord as Priest
fulfils 2 It is a fair summary of the general teaching of this
Epistle to say that, in the first place, it speaks again and
again of the offering of Himself—the offering of the body of
Jesus Christ, made upon the cross, as being the sacrifice for
sins which our Lord, as High Priest, made on behalf of His

eople. And, in the second place, it speaks of our Lord, after
aving fulfilled that offering, entering into the very presence
of God as man’s Representative, and there, by assuming His
place of Kingly dignity at the Father's right hand, He
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realizes in its fulness the thought of access and fellowship
with the Divine which is especially characteristic of the
priesthood ; and, moreover, He realizes it, not only, so to
speak, as though it were a personal honour for Himself, but
as Representative still of the humanity He has assumed ; and
He tEus attains, according to the writer, to the highest
possible form of Priesthood ““ after the order of Melchizedec,”
which is at once Royal, Divine and Eternal.

If now, passing on from this more general account, we
ask for a more detailed statement of the office which our
Royal High Priest fulfils for His people in the heavenly
sphere to which He has ascended, our Epistle returns us the
following answer :

(@) It describes the present work of our Lord as that of
continued intercession on behalf of His people: “He ever
liveth to make intercession for them ” (vii. 25). It is difficult
to express without possibility of misunderstanding this idea
of Christ’s intercession. We are in danger of transferring our
merely human applications of the word to the Divine. Our
ordinary idea of intercession is often that of pleading with
and persuading an offended person to remit some penalty or
change his attitude of displeasure for one of favour. But few
students of the text of our Epistle would venture to read
into the above words such a meaning as that. There is no
thought here of Christ, our High Priest, dealing with an
offended or angry God on our behalf. The idea of inter-
cession is expressed in quite general terms. The purpose for
which He intercedes is not stated. ‘ To define it,” says
Dr. Davidson, “in itself may be impossible ”’ (‘“ Epistle to the
Hebrews,” Commentary, 142), and no better explanation,
perhaps, can be attempted than that which Dr. Westcott gives
in his comment on the words: “ Whatever man may need, as
man or as sinful man, in each circumstance of effort and
conflict, his want finds interpretation (if we may so speak) by
the Spirit and effective advocacy of Christ our (High) Priest.
In the glorified humanity of the Son of Man every true
human wish finds perfect and prevailing expression”
(““ Epistle to the Hebrews,” Commentary, 192).

(b) The Epistle, in the second place, describes our Lord’s
present attitude in the phrase, “ now to appear before the face
of God for us” (ix. 24). The form in which the thought is
expressed deserves notice (viv éupavicbijvar T4 mpoocdTH Tod
Beod). It is not said that Christ entered heaven to look upon
the face of God for us, but rather He entered to present Him-
self, or submit Himself, so to speak, to the gaze of God. He
becomes, on our behalf, by His entry into the Presence, the
object of God’s sight, and in seeing Him, God sees us.
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(c) The Epistle, further, speaks of our Ascended Lord as
the channel through whom we can render to God a worthy
service and worship. It is “ through Him ” that our Sacrifice
of praise to God alone can be offered (xiii. 15).

(d) Lastly, the writer speaks of our Lord in His character
of High Priest in the heavens as the pledge to us of our right
to hold fellowship with Divine things. ¢ Having then a
great High Priest,—let us therefore draw near with boldness
unto the throne of grace ” (iv. 14, 16). So again, *“ Having a
great priest over the house of God, let us draw near with a
true heart in fulness of faith” (z. 21, 22).

The above references contain, as the writer of this paper
believes, all that this Epistle directly teaches of our Lord’s
present work as High Priest in Heaven. The terms employed
throughout show us that the author has evidently before his
mind as he pens his description the ritual acts of the Levitical
High Priest on the Day of Atonement. After the sacrifices
had been offered the priest entered with the blood into the
holy of holies. He went as the representative of Israel into
the place where the Divine Presence was regarded as especi-
ally revealed. There before God he stood, and for a brief
period enjoyed the closest intercourse with the Divine that
was possible for man under the older dispensation. There he
realized the highest prerogative of his priesthood, viz., access
on man’s behalf to God. Christ, the writer would teach us,
fulfils perfectly the spiritual idea that lies behind the human
high priest’s service. By His offering of Himself in death,
He passes through the veil from earth into the actual presence
of God, and becomes *‘ a minister of the sanctuary, and of the
true tabernacle, which the Lord pitched, not man” (viii. 2).
There, like the High Priest, He appears before the face of
God as man’s Representative, and by His presence intercedes
on behalf of man. Only, it should be noticed, while the
analogy is traced between the earthly and the heavenly priest,
the writer is careful to point out in the above references the
perfect and ideal character of the heavenly priesthood in
contrast to the imperfect and temporal fashion of the earthly
type. The access and fellowship which Christ enjoys is un-
velled and unbroken. No longer like the human representa-
tive does He stand only for a brief moment before God, but
He is seated at His right hand for ever. Not now, therefore,
as of old is man’s approach to God enjoyed only at intervals,
and in symbolic form, but in the person of their Repre-
sentative, at once human and Divine, they may come at
all times boldly to the throne of grace and offer continual
homage.

Thus far an attempt has been made to expound the view
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which this Epistle sets before us of our Lord’s present position
and work. If we have read it aright, there is a clear dis-
tinction drawn between what our Lord now is and does in
His heavenly state and what He accomplished at the end of
His earthly life in His death upon the cross. By “clear
distinction” we do not, of course, mean that there is any
want of unity and connection between the past and present
existence of our Lord—as if the Christ who lived on earth
and suffered were changed or different from the Christ now
in glory. His one unchanged Divine personality gives unity
to His being, whether we regard it as pre-incarnate, incarnate,
or glorified. He is “ the same,” as our author says,  yester-
day and to-day, yea and for ever” (xiii. 8). But what is
meant is that, viewing the life of our Lord as revealed to us
in acts done in the order of time, and in the succession of
history, the Epistle speaks of our Lord’s offering of Himself,
of His sacrifice, as a single event which happened at one
definite point of time in the world’s history, that it was an
act complete and perfect in itself, and as such was and is
incapable of repetition. It is regarded as a finished action,
and 1n the order of revelation has been succeeded by another
Divine act and state, which was only possible, speaking
humanly, when the prior act had been concluded. In other
-words, we may say that this Epistle, when rightly interpreted,
does not give any colour to the view that the victim state, or
the offering act of Christ, if we may use such phrases, con-
tinues or 1s perpetuated as such in His glorified existence.
Again let us guard against misconception. We are not now
thinking of the continuance of the effects of our Lord’s offer.
ing, of the lasting and eternal results that flow to us from the
Divine Sacrifice. We are contemplating the offering of our
Lord, in the strict sense in which alone the writer before us
appears to use the word, viz., of the offering of Himself in
death upon the cross, the offering which, because of the
moral strain which death, associated as it was with the sin of
man, involved for Christ the Sinless—proved His utter sub-
mission and consecration to the Father’s will, and so, as this
writer teaches, gained all its redemptive efficacy (¢f. x. 9, 10).
Whether this is or is not the meaning, and the only meaning
which the words  offering ”” and “‘ offered *’ bear in this con-
nection, can alone be proved by a careful study of all the
%eltssages in which those terms are employed by the writer.

ithout venturing into details, a summary of the results that
a fair examination of those passages yields may be expressed
as follows: :

(@) In the first place, the offering of Christ is spoken of as
made in the past (¢f. vil. 27; viil. 3; ix. 14; ix. 28; x. 12),
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The verbs in each instance are in the aorist tense, expressive,
as we know, of an act é)erformed and definitely ended.

(b) Secondly, the offering is spoken of as one single act, not
a succession of acts, and not a continuous action, but a com-

leted single event. The offering is “‘ once for all ” (x. 10).
i)t is “ one offering ” (x. 14). We are forbidden to think of it
as an offering that can be repeated, “nor yet that He should
offer Himself often ” (ix. 25).

(¢) Thirdly, the offering is identified with the sufferings and
cross of Christ, so that it 1s not only a single act,and not only
a past act, but the actual occasion in the past when it was
made is also fixed. It is in close connection with such terms
as “ without blemish ”—referring evidently to the sacrificial
lamb—*blood,” “ body,”  sufferings,” that we read of Christ’s
offering, and this fact appears to fix beyond any possible dis-
pute the actual point in the history of revelation when the
writer of this Epistle regarded the offering as made (¢f. ix. 14 ;
x. 10; ix. 26-28).

Few, possibly, will question the truth of these conclusions
in general. There are, however, many teachers of note who,
without denying that the death of our Lord upon the cross
was His one supreme offering, yet hold also that there is a
sense in which we may speak of an offering still being made
by our Lord in His glorified state in heaven ;- and, moreover,
they appeal to the teaching of the Epistle before us in support
of that view.

One text upon which this idea of a continuous offering
by Christ in heaven is made to rest is chap. viii. 3: ¢ For
every high priest is appointed to offer both gifts and sacri-
fices; wherefore it is necessary that this High Priest also
have somewhat to offer.” The way in which this text is
applied in support of the above view is well known. Christ,
it is said, is a Priest for ever. Being a Priest, He must of
necessity “ do for ever a characteristically priestly act; and,
consequently, according to the same Epistle, ¢ He must have
now somewhat to offer’”” (“The One Offering,” Sadler, 53).
It should be observed that, in order to be able to use this text
the more easily in support of the view mentioned, it must be
interpreted in the present.  Have somewhat to offer ” must
be rendered ‘have now somewhat to offer,” and the writer
just quoted does not scruple to make this addition to the text,
although there is no verbal equivalent for the ‘now’ either
in the original Greek or in the Revised or Authorized trans-
lations. Is such an interpretation strictly correct? The
Greek is 8fev avayraiov &xew Ti kal Tobrov § mpogevéykn,
literally, “ Whence a necessity that this man also have some-
what to offer.” How far is there any reference, we may ask,
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to time, either present or past, in these words? §fev dvay-
xalov. There is neither éotiv nor 7» in the original. You
may say, so far as the bare words go, either ‘“ Whence it is
necessary ” or ‘ Whence it was necessary.” § wpocevéyry.
Does this help us? The tense is the aorist. ¢ Something
that He should offer once for all ” is the obvious sense. But
we will allow that these words, considered simply as they
stand in the text, are not sufficiently clear to decide the
matter. There are, however, some further considerations that
may help us to see clearly the writer's meaning. We may
notice :

(a) That in every other case where the writer uses the
word mpoagépety or dvadépew in connection with our Lord’s
work he consistently employs the aorist tense, and, as we
have already seen, the sense of the word in those instances
})fints clearly to the one completed offering on the cross.

ere also the aorist is used. Should we not naturally infer
that this instance of the use of the word falls in line with the
rest, and that the reference here, as there, is to the one
offering? We may at least claim that this is highly probable,
if not certain. .

(b) And this probability is deepened when we bear in mind
that the writer, Il)md he really desired to speak of a continuous
present offering of Christ, could have avoided all possible
ambiguity by employing, as he does in another place, the
present tense of the verb (wpoo¢épy), instead of the aorist,
which certainly favours the view of a past act. For he
actually does employ this other form in chap. ix.25. There,
as will be seen, he is contemplating the idea of continuous
offering, though only to negative the possibility of any repe-
tition in the case of our Lord. The words are: ““Nor yet
that He should offer Himself often ’—o0d’ Wa ‘moArd«is mpaa-
¢épy éavrév. Here the writer wishes to express the thought
of Christ repeatedly offering. Himself, anc? he does so by
using the present tense of the verb, which of course conveys
that idea of unfinished continued action without any am-
biguity. Is it not, at least, reasonable to suppose that had
this same writer wished us to read the word ‘‘now” into
his phrase, ¢ this man also have somewhat to offer,” he would
have chosen the form of the verb which would have left no
shadow of doubt as to what he intended to convey to the
minds of his readers ?

(c) But there is another, and, as some think, a more serious
objection to this suggested interpretation of *“ to offer.” It is
one gathered from the general line of thought in this section
of the Epistle. Let the Epistle be read carefully from the
beginning, say, of chap. vil. on to the middle of chap. x.,
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and let the progress of thought be clearly traced. It will be
found that with cha]};ter vii. the writer begins the real exposi-
tion of our Lord’s .Priesthood after the order of Melchizedec.
He dwells upon various points, but it is not until verse 27
that he mentions the subject of Christ’s offering. Then,
after having reminded his readers in the opening verses of
chap. viii. of the chief points about which he is speaking—
viz.,, the High Priest in heaven, the sanctuary in which He
ministers and His offering—he goes on in the remaining part
of that chapter, in chap. ix. and in chap. x. to verse 18 to
discuss these points in detail: The High Priest as the Repre-
sentative Person in the New Covenant, the Old Sanctuary
and the New, and especially the offering. The section which
deals with this last subject—the offering of Christ—runs on
from chap. ix. 11 to x. 18.. Now here, unquestionably, the
offering treated of is the Sacrifice of the cross. The terms
introdueced-—* His own blood,” * death,” ¢ suffered,” ¢ the
sacrifice of Himself,” *“ the Body of Jesus Christ ”—all occur
in connection with the thought of offering. The writer con-
cludes his exposition by leading us back to the point from
which he started—the High Priest upon His throne—in the-
words, “He, when He had offered one sacrifice for sins for
ever, sat down on the right hand of God; from henceforth
expecting till His enemies be made the footstool of His feet ”
(x. 12, 13). Now, the consideration that has certainly great
weight is this: If the opening verses of chap. viii. are an
introduction to the following section, and name the points
about to be dealt with in that section, then, necessarily, the
reference to our Lord’s offering in those introductory verses
must bear the same meaning as the references to His offering
in the verses which follow. In the latter case there is no
doubt that the completed offering is in the writer’s mind, and
it is difficult to see how we can resist the conclusion that the
same sense—of an offering made once for all in the past, and
not of one now continued—attaches to the word in the former
reference as well. On the other hand, if the other view be
adopted, does it not seem an extraordinary thing that the
writer should make this one isolated mention of a present
offering by our Lord in heaven, giving no sort of explanation
of what that offering is, either there or elsewhere, and should
then proceed in the subsequent section to speak always and
consistently of the Lord's cne offering as a thing completed
and finished in past time ? :

Further support for the idea of a present continued offering
by Christ in heaven is sought for by the advocates of that
view in chap. ix. 7, which runs thus: ‘“ But into the second
(went) the high priest alone, once in the year, not without
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blood, which he offereth for himself and for the errors of the
Eeople.” Here, so it is argued, in the action of the Levitical

igh priest, is presented to us the earthly type which our
Lord fulfilled. As the high priest entered the Holy of Holies,
so our great High Priest has entered heaven. As the high
priest offers the blood of the sacrifice, so the Lord makes His
offering in the court of the heavenly sanctuary.

Our consideration of this argument must be a brief one.
Let us notice : : ’

() In the first place, exactly what this form of reasoning
claims to establish. It is an inference drawn from certain
actions of the earthly high priest. The analogy is pre-
supposed to be complete between those actions and what our
Lord has done or is doing. It is this presupposition that
seems to us to be open to question. It is of course true that
there are certain broad lines of analogy between the earthly
and the heavenly priesthood ; but there are also, as any
reader of this Epistle will remember, many points in which
the comparison between the two results in contrast and
difference rather than similarity. Our only safe guide, surely,
is to confine ourselves when drawing such inferences in regard
to the heavenly from the earthly type—especially when we
are touching upon questions of doctrinal importance—care-
fully, and even rigidly, to those features which the sacred
writer has himself suggested to be common to the two. For
example : that the Holy of Holies is a picture of the heavenly
Presence ; that the entrance of the high priest into the sanc-
tuary is a type of our Lord’s direct access to the Father by
His ascension ; that the blood of the sacrifice was a symbol of
His life surrendered to the Father in death—all these are
undoubtedly valid and legitimate, because suggested and
enforced by the author of this Epistle himself. But, on the
other hand, we may fairly question whether it i an inference
that is sufficiently justified by anything the wrifer has said to
conelude that Christ continues to offer Himself, or, as some
say, His blood, or, as others, His life to God in the heavenly
sanctuary because the high priest is here said to offer the
blood of the sacrifice for himself and for the errors of the
pecple. Obviously there is one point in which the analogy
will not hold, for Christ had no need to offer for Himself.
And the writer, moreover, seems carefully to abstain from
using any such language as this of our Lord’s acts. He
speaks, it is true, constantly in the Epistle about Christ’s
bYood, as representing His life surrendered in death, and
therefore a sanctifying power. He speaks of Christ entering
heaven “through His own blood ” (8id 7ol i8lov aluaros,
1X. 12)—i.e., as the channel and means, so to speak, by which
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His perfect access to the Father was realized—but in no
single instance does he ever speak of the blood of Christ being
offered. ¢ The Epistle avoids,” says Dr. Davidson, ¢such
language as that Christ carried in or offered His blood, for
obvious reasons; such language could be used of the high
priest’s act, but not of His” (‘‘Commentary on Epistle to
the Hebrews,” 153, note). ‘‘The modern conception,” says
Dr. Westcott, “of Christ pleading in heaven His passion—
¢ offering His blood "—on behalf of men, has no foundation in
the Epistle ”’ (‘‘ Commentary on Epistle,” 230).

(b) But even if we allow, as perhaps we may if we speak in
terms sufficiently guarded, that the sprinkling or offering of
the blood on the mercy seat by the high priest has a spiritual
parallel in the first entrance of our Lord into the heavenly
sanctuary and the cleansing and purifying of all things there
by His ‘ better sacrifice,” yet consider this : That particular
action of the Levitical high priest was performed upon his
entrance. It was a preliminary, so to speak, to His standing
before God’s presence. It was a condition to be fulfilled prior
to the enjoyment of that high privilege for which he entered
as Israel’s representative, viz., access to and fellowship with
God. Now, if we are to follow out the analogy, we must be
consistent. If our Lord, upon His entrance into heaven,
made an offering which in any way corresponded to the
sprinkling of blood by the high priest, then must it be
regarded also as but the preliminary step to a higher state of
fellowship with Divine realities which was to follow. Granted
that there is an analogy, yet the analogy itself does not
permit you to speak of a continuous offering. Rather, it
leads you past the atoning act on to the state of fellowship
- with the Divine for your thought of what is to be continuous
and permanent; it leads you on to the thought of access to
God on man’s behalf in virtue of an atonement completed ;
and this settled eternal attitude of our Lord in the heavenly
sphere is expressed by the writer in the constant phrase:
““Sat down on the right hand of God.”

This view of a continuous offering in heaven is one that is
held by men of widely differing views and ecclesiastical
standing, and it is held by them in various forms. Some are
extreme, and lead undoubtedly to results which imperil the
truth of the perfect sacrifice for sins made upon tﬁe cross.
- Others are moderate and sober, and run no such risk. We
may frankly admit in regard to the latter that were it not for
the fact that there has been in the past such misuse of the
terms employed, and such errors of doctrine connected there-
with, no protest need be made against them. But the lessons
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of history are not to be lightly ignored, and a doctrine that in
the past has been found to be capable of grave error, even
though now put forward in apparently harmless, and even
attractive garb, if it be not strictly in harmony with revealed
truth, may involve in the end some serious, though now,
perhaps, unperceived risk to the religious life. To those who
endeavour to study this and other similar problems primarily
from the standpoint of the teaching of the New Testament, it is
often apparent that many writers and teachers of to-day, who
are justly held in high esteem for their wisdom and piety, yet
do in dealing with this subject use terms to express their ideas
that cannot strictly be said to be the exact language of the
New Testament, or rather, we ought to say, the terms are
words taken from the New Testament, only they are words
that are there found, unless we are mistaken, associated with
other ideas altogether. For example, when men use such
hrases as *¢ Christ is always offering His sacrifice,” or ¢ Christ
1s continuously presenting within the veil the sacrifice which
He made on the Cross,” do we not feel that there lurks in such
phrases a wide possibility for misunderstanding ? In many
cases, it is true, when you get beneath the language used to
the ideas in the writer’s mind, you will possibly find yourself
in perfect agreement with them. The writer just quoted
really means, when he says ‘“ Christ is always offering His
sacrifice,” that our Lord is perpetually interceding for us, and
possibly nothing more than that, but then the thought of regret
constantly arises in the minds of those who desire, above all
things, to be loyal to the Apostolic words, Why put it in that
way ¢ Why, if you mean as you do, the intercession of our
Representative High Priest, Why put it in language which
in Scripture is not usually, to say the least, associated with
intercession, but, on the contrary, is connected frequently and
almost invariably with the one special work of the Cross?

We are living in an age of our Church’s life when there is a
great and earnest. desire for closer fellowship, and also a real
approximation towards that fellowship among men whose
(\)}ginions have been hitherto regarded as hopelessly at variance.

e cannot be too thankful for this attempt after a better
understanding of one another. And it seems to the present
writer that Christian men of all shades of opinion can best
foster that movement—which we cannot question to be of the
Spirit of God —by bringing their own opinions and the
opinions of others more habitually to the test of the exact
thoughts of the New Testament, by striving to judge of them
in the wide spirit of wisdom and love which characterizes the
Apostolic writers, and by resolving that those thoughts, and
not the shibboleths of party, however venerable or popular,
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shall alone form the standard by which their views, and even
the words in which they express them, shall be governed.
Some of us are sufficiently sanguine to believe that for men
who will accept such a discipline, and work from such a basis
as this, the sense of agreement between them upon funda-
mentals, the sense of their real oneness in matters which
reach deepest in conviction and life, will be so overwhelm-
ingly strong that the surface differences will sink into the
background, assuming their right place as differences that
can not only be tolerated, but even welcomed as necessary in
the providence of God for the complex completeness of the
One Body.
J. A. HARRIss.

A
v

Arr. V.—THE HAIDA LANGUAGE: A MISSIONARY
STUDY.

THE linguistic difficulties in the path of a missionary are too

rarely understood at home, nor are their services to
the study of languages at all widely understood. The following
notes respecting one of the North American Indian languages
may, whilst illustrating the modes of thought and expression
in use among a people very far removed, geographically and
ethnologically, from ourselves, also help people to realize some
of the linguistic difficulties besetting the missionary on his
first arrival in a little known land.

The language here dealt with is Haida, spoken by a tribe
of Indians of that name inhabiting the Queen Charlotte
Islands, off the coast of British Columbia. Though never a
large tribe, the Haidas were said in 1841 to number over
8,000. A careful estimate made in 1878 places them at
2,000. At the present time they fall short of 1,000. The
shores of the Queen Charlotte Islands are strewn with the
remains of their ancient villages, the sites of which are
marked by still erect but fast crumbling totem poles. The
few surviving Haidas have gathered at three centres, the
principal centre being the village of Massett, which, since
1876, has been a station of the Church Missionary Society.
The whole tribe has now been evangelized.

Haida is one of seven Indian languages met with in British
Columbia. How so many tribes, speaking languages
sufficiently diverse to be classified as distinct stocks or
families, came to be crowded into so comparatively small a
space 18 a question which thus far ethnologists have failed to
answer. These tribes are essentially maritime in habits ; they
live within easy reach of each other ; they possess a seaboard



The Haida Language : A Missionary Study. 651

admirably protected by outlying islands from the storms of
the Pacific ; yet their languages have not a word in common,
and they readily adopted, some years ago, as their only means
of inter-communication, a trade jargon called Chinook, manu-
factured for them by the Hudson’s Bay Company.

Like the neighbouring tribes, the Haidas had no idea of
writing till taught by white people. Their language, there-
fore, is written in Roman characters and spelt phonetically.
Of the ordinary letters of a phonetic alphabet, b, p, f, v, 7,
and the combination th, are found to be unnecessary. Instead
of the last of these, is found a sound identical with the Welsh
il, made by expelling the breath while the tip of the tongue
touches the palate. The prevailing sounds are predominantly

uttural. he climatic effects on language observed in
urope are also traceable here—the farther one goes from the
equator the harsher the languages become, till one reaches a
region where, as Captain Cook says of the Fuegians, people
speak like a man clearing his throat. The missionary in
British Columbia often wonders whether the natives do not
ossess vocal organs denied to the inhabitants of the Eastern
emisphere, so unmanageable are some of their most familiar
sounds. :

Perhaps the best idea of the structure of the language may
be conveyed by giving a typical sentence with an interlinear
translation. The sentence ““ The tall man will put the deer
into the canoe if his son helps him,” becomes in Haida,

Nung ilthing-a dlukonas kaat e tlu e gwe
The man tall deer the canoe the into
isda-shang, il git la. datlads dlya.
paut  will his son him  helps if.

It will be seen from this example that (@) adjectives follow
their nouns ; (b) prepositions follow the words they govern—
in fact, become post-positions; (¢c) the definite article some-
times precedes and sometimes follows the word it particu-
larizes ; (d) the verb always ends the sentence, unless coupled
with a conditional conjunction, in which case the conjunction
ends it. Among other peculiarities not illustrated in this
sentence are the following: Numerals always take a prefix
expressive of the shape of the objects enumerated ; adverbs,
adjectives, and con{'unctions are frequently inserted in verbs;
the negative particle is repeated with the verb, somewhat as
in French ; the repetition of an act is expressed by repeating
the last syllable of the verb. The language being agglutina-
tive, words sometimes reach an inordinate length, as, eg.,
ging-kilis-alung-ung-gung-ung-gung.

In two instances at least Haida shows a capacity for

47—2
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greater precision than English. The past tenses of every verb
have two forms; one used when the speaker witnessed the
event he narrates, the other when he did not. The Haida
verb can also boast of a third number for which thus far no
suitable grammatical term has been found. It is something
like the Greek dual, except that it is used for any number
above one and below ten or twelve.

Attempts have several times been made, but unsuccessfully,
to discover a pure “verb to be ” in the Indian languages of
North America. It need scarcely be said that none such
exists in Haida. The idea of mere existence is so severely
abstract that it has never been grasped by the minds of these
primitive races, and consequently has never been expressed.
A few abstract terms indeed, such as “shame,” “ joy,” “ grief ”
and the like, are met with, but they are extremely rare.

Pagsing from words to phrases and idioms, we may note
that poetic conceptions not unfrequently occur. To express
anger the Haida says: ¢ My inside is stirred up.” He does
not say: “I was unable to sleep all last night,” but, “ Whilst
I was still awake the day dawned.” The siderial plough is for
him a “sea-otter stretcher”; club-moss is the ‘sparrow’s
stone adze” ; a limpet is a ‘“‘raven’s hat”; a pea-pod is a
“crow’s canoce’’; a frog is a “land-crab.” The atrocious
zoology of the last instance may perhaps be pardoned in such
a connection.

In one respect the Haida may certainly lay claim to a
more philosophical diction than the Englishman. He never
says of anything that it is Impossible—obviously a rash state-
ment to make. His idiom for impossibility is: “How this
may be dorte does not appear.” Might not Christian people
occasionally gain by adopting the Haida’s formula ?

Oddly enough the Haidas make their throat and windpipe
the seat of the affections. Consequently, in the expression
“With all my heart,” the adjective takes a prefix, indicating
that the thing qualified is long-shaped. They might certainly
adduce, in support of their system of psychology, the familiar
“lump in the throat” which accompanies certain painful
emotions.

Haida ingenuity was sorely taxed when they had to name
the various strange articles introduced by white people. An
umbrella became a ‘‘large hat”; ships’ biscuits became “yellow
fungi” ; a gun, seen to dart forth its contents with deadly
effect, was called a “sting,” as though it resembled the
defensive organ of a formidable insect. White people they
named the *‘iron people,” as they had been the first to intro-
duce metals, for previous to their arrival the Haidas had
used only stone and bone tools,
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Whence the Haidas originally came is still an unsolved
question. Their own tradition makes them come from the
qelghbourhood now familiar as Klondyke, but to this tradition
little importance can be attached. To a stranger, all the
British Columbia Indians suggest by their cast of features a
Japanese origin. The present writer took some pains to
ascertain whether any connection was traceable between Haida
and any of the languages of Eastern Asia. But a Church
Missionary Society missionary in Japan, whose knowledge of
languages makes him a competent authority, wrote in answer
to inquiries: “I find no affinity whatever between Ainu (the
aboriginal language of Japan) and Haida. Your language is
neither Ainu, Japanese, Korean, nor Chinese, nor do I think
it has any connection with Manchurian.” J. H. KEEN.

A
v

Art. VL-THE RESERVATION COMPROMISE.

THERE is an impression that some, at least, of the Bishops

have resolved upon a compromise in the matter of Re-
servation. They will, it is said, call for the immediate stoppage
of local Reservation, but they will allow clergy to consecrate
the elements in church, and carry the consecrated elements at
once to a sick person. It is rumoured that this is the inten-
tion of the Bishop of London, although as yet there is no
public evidence of such intention. Indeed, in certain quarters
the rumour is denied with a good deal of heat. It is certainly,
however, the position taken up, with limitations, by the Bishop
of Salisbury, who has explained in some detail why this con-
cession or compromise appears to him so far permissible that
he will not forbid it.! The subject is important ; for whatever
may be said in favour of the compromise, there is this much,
at least, against it—that it distinctly violates the directions of
the Book of Common Prayer. From this point of view it is
just as illegal and just as improper as local reservation. Nor
can the consent of the Bishop free a clergyman who practises
this form of reservation from the guilt of breaking his ordina-
tion vow. That solemn promise, so lightly regarded in some
quarters, runs as follows:

“I assent to the Thirty-nine Articles of Religion and to the
Book of Common Prayer, and of the Ordering of Bishops,
Priests, and Deacons. - I believe the doctrine of the Church of
England as therein set forth, to be agreeable to the Word of
God ; and in public prayer and administration of the Sacra-

1 « Further Considerations on Public Worship : a Letter to the Clergy
of the Diocese of Salisbury.” London : Longmans and Co, Chap. iii.
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ments I will use the form in the said book preseribed, and
none other, except as shall be ordered by lawfu{) authority.”

Now, the words of the Bishop of Salisbury in his ¢ Letter,”
cannot by any ingenuity be stretched to mean an order. His
Lordship’s language is very carefully guarded, doubtless with
the express purpose of leaving upon the shoulders of the
clergy such offence as may be committed. The Bishop says:

I am not desirous to press severely upon those who follow
the practice described by Justin Martyr, and at the Easter
season or at some other great festival, when there is a press of
communicants, at once and immediately make- the sick par-
takers with the whole in a common Eucharist. I of course
take for granted that in such cases there is no procession or
additional ceremony, and that the service in the chamber is
not unduly curtailed.

“1 must, however, warn them that, though I do not think
this need be condemned under the head of reservation—in
which an act of setting aside for a time and in a particular
place seems to be implied—yet it is not literally consistent
with the direction to celebrate for the sick. In a court of law
this last point would, in my opinion, be fatal to their defence.
A legal criticism would naturally be : It may be you do not
reserve, and therefore are not contravening the spirit of the
28th Article; but you are not obeying the rubric for the
Communion of the Sick. You are using a form of administra-
tion of the Sacraments other than that provided in the
Prayer-Book.””" :

From this it is clear that the Bishop himself thinks the use
should be exceptional, that he recognises the illegality of the
compromise, warns his clergy of it, and lays upon any who
adopt it the onus of breaking the law. He will not * press
severely ” upon them—that is all. Whether, if the Bishop of
London makes the same concession, he does it with the same
limitations and the same warnings we are unable to say. If
he did, then (1) the practice should only be resorted to at
Easter or at some other festival when there is a press of com-
municants ; (2) the carrying of the elements to the sick must
take place ““at once and immediately,” so that the elements
are not set aside and locally reserved; (3) there would be no
procession or additional ceremony, nor yet any deprivation of
the sick of the service which they are entitled to; and
(4) all would be done with the full consciousness that the act
was illegal, that the Bishop could not make it legal, and that
the clergyman was breaking his ordination vow.

Even with these limitations there arises the question how

1 “Further Considerations,” pp. 18, 19.
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far a Bishopis justified in suggesting to his clergy or condoning
on their part an admitted violation of the law and of their
ordination pledge. It will hardly be contended that such a
course falls naturally and properly within the province of a
Bishop. Indeed, the extent to which some prelates regard
themselves as entitled to vary the arrangements of the Book
of Common Prayer has for some time been a subject calling
for the serious attention of Churchmen. Permission to clergy
to use, for example, special Epistles and Gospels at services more
Roman than Anglican is well calculated to encourage clergy
of the extreme order in mangling the Communion Office almost
past recognition. But the action of the Bishop of Salisbury is
the more curious because he is a stickler for adherence to the
Prayer-Book letter. We must take it, then, that the very
guarded recognition which he gives to this custom is offered
in view of the present distress, and in the hope of making
easier the obedience of clergy at present practising local re-
servation. This, at least, the Bishop is “determined” to
prevent, “if God gives me power to do it, even though it
involve me in serious trouble.””?

What, however, are the grounds upon which the practice
cautiously admitted is used at all? The first argument em-
ployed in its favour is an appeal to antiquity. It is claimed
to be a simple revival of the practice described by Justin
Martyr in the second century. But it must be extremely
difficult to rely on this precedent unless we are prepared to do
so thoroughly. The reserved elements were not only carried
to the sick, but were also sent to the absent, even though such
persons were in good health. If the one part of this ancient
custom be continued, why not the other ? ~ But the appeal to
antiquity is, considered by itself, of little significance. Our
business is with the law of our own Church. The ancient
custom becomes of importance because of an extraordinary
interpretation placed by some extreme Anglicans upon the
words “except as shall be ordered by lawful authority ” in the
ordination vow. For it is contended that this use of reserva-
tion is a Catholic practice, and, being such, is virtually.
“ ordered by lawful authority ”—to wit, by the voice of the
Catholic Church. It is an interesting proof of the straits in
which defenders of reservation find themselves, that they
should think it possible to sustain an allegation of this char-
acter. The argument is absurd and futile for two reasons.
In the first place, the words of the ordination vow clearly
refer to the future, and not to the past. * Except as shall be
ordered ” could not by any ingenuity apply to what, ex hypo-

1 # Further Considerations,” p. 18.
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thesi, had already been *ordered” by the custom of the
Catholic Church. “Shall ” cannot equal * has been.” It is
impossible to devise any form of words which can give
security if individuals may alter tenses and change the future
into the past, as may be deemed convenient.! But, in the
next place, the argument has already been met by our own
Church. Article XXXIV. is decisive as to the right of the
English Church to change or abolish ceremonies ordained
by man; and this right was insisted on most fully at the Re-
formation.2

Attempts were made at Lambeth to avoid this difficulty by
urging that, although the provision for reservation which
appeared in the first Prayer-Book of Edward VI. disagpeared
from the second and was not reinstated, the practice had not
been declared illegal, and, indeed, was still permissible under
the Prayer-Book directions. But, again, we can only say that,
if the rubrics of the present book are not to be read as making
reservation impossible, it is hopeless to ask for agreement in
reﬂgard to any form of words. ¥he Communion Office and the
office for the Communion of the Sick are absolutely incom--
patible with reservation.

But the question arises how far the present Prayer-Book

1 The comment of the Archbishop of York at the Lambeth hearing is
decisive : ** The words are : ‘ As shall be ordered by lawful aunthority.’
Such words bear upon the face of them a reference to a future time, and
not to a far-off past ; and, further, to an anthority connected with the
Church of England itself, and not derived from either ancient usage or
from the contemporary customs of other branches of the Catholic Church.
To give it such a wide reference as is suggested would be practically to
undo a great part of the work of the Reformation ” (Record, May 4, 1900,

. 434).
>y It)may be convenient to quote the Lambeth opinions, The Arch-
bishop of Canterbury held: «If it be said tbat the Church of England
has no right to give up so ancient and general a practice, the Church of
England has replied, in Article XXXIV., that every particular or national
Church hath authority to ordain, change, and abolish ceremonies or rites
of the Church ordaived only by man’s authority, so that all things be
done to edifying. In fact, it is impossible to maintain that a Church
which made such great changes as were made at the Reformation could
1.1.01:I change the mode of administering the Holy Communion to the
sick.”

The Archbishop of York’s words were: ‘ The contention of counsel
employed on behalf of Mr. Lee was, first of all, that Reservation, being a
laudable custom of the Catholic Church from the earliest times, could not
be set aside by the action of any single branch of the Church ; that such
a proceeding would be ultra vires, and therefore null and void. To
this contention the sufficient answer was given that the Church 1n
Article XXXIV. claims the right as a national Church ‘to abolish cere-
monies or rites of the Church ordained only by man’s authority,’ and that
every clergyman of the Church of England bas given his assent to this
Article ” (Hecord, May 4, 1900, pp. 433, 434).
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offers countenance to the suggested compromise of carrying
the consecrated elements at once from the church to. the sick.
The Bishop of Salisbury himself admits! that ¢ both rubries
are verbally énconsistent with it.” If « verbally inconsistent
with it,” need we go further? Surely the compilers of the
Prayer-Book made the rubrics “ verbally inconsistent’ with
reservation just because it was their intention to make reserva-
tion in any form lie outside the law and custom of the Re-
formed Church., To suggest that the custom spoken of by
Justin Martyr may have escaped the observation of the
revisers does not carry us far. We know that in the present
Prayer-Book the specific directions of the rubric are that the
curate *shall there celebrate the Holy Communion ”’; and the
change from the ambiguous word “minister ” of the second
Prayer-Book to the definite ‘‘ celebrate”” of the present Book
makes such an argument worthless.

It is urged, however, that there is some precedent for the
practice which the Bishop of Salisbury will permit. He says:
I have heard of a case of the Sacrament being taken to a sick
woman directly after a public celebration, at Corfe Castle, fifty
years ago, and I am told that the like tradition exists at
Pentridge.”? But fifty years leave us well within the period
when the Oxford Movement was procuring the revivag of a
good many things no longer permissible in the English
Church. The Pentridge “tradition” has no date, and may
also be a quite modern instance. In regard to the counten-
ance already given to the practice by certain prelates, we are
in possession of the exact facts, which again, however, furnish
us only with recent precedents. They were described as
follows by Mr. Dibdin at the Lambeth hearing :

“ Without communicating with the Bishop of Durham, I
have received a letter from %ﬁm which I know he wishes me
to make known here. It is this: ‘I have just seen, with
great surprise, that Mr. Hansell stated, in his address at
Lambeth, that I have authorized reservation in certain cases.
I have not done anything of the kind. What I have done is,
that I have endeavoured to show how the cases in which
reservation is declared to be most necessary may be met
without reservation. In two cases I have allowed incumbents
who have applied to me to adopt the following usage, which I
believe to be legal, as it is certainly primitive: Immediately
after the comsecration one of the assistant clergy takes the
elements to the sick person, so that the adrplnlstratlon to the
sick may be coincident with the administration to the congre-
gation. ~ The sick person, in fact, is to be treated as a member

1 « Further Considerations,” p. 17. 3 Ibid., pp. 15, 16.
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of the congregation. This, I hold, is what Justin Martyr
describes. I have further directed that the sick person should
be enabled, by the assistance of some friends, to follow the
service, so as to be prepared to receive in due time. The
usage was to be adopted only in exceptional cases. I stated
my view at the York Convocation in May, but the report has
not yet been published. Whether the usage is legal or not, it
certainly excludes’—that is the usage that he has allowed—
‘reservation, and does not authorize it. There is, indeed, no
question on which I feel more strongly, and I cannot under-
stand how my action has been misinterpreted. I insisted
strongly in both cases on the fact that there was mo reserva-
tion. It is clear to me that Justin Martyr describes coincident,
and not subsequent, administration to the absent.” That is
the whole of his Lordship’s lettér.

“I should like to add a word on the same subject with
reference to another case that was mentioned here, and which
may be misunderstood hereafter, although I know it is well
known to your Graces. It is with reference to a statement
made as to the practice of the late Archbishop Benson, in a
case which we all remember. What was really done was this,
and perhaps it is necessary to state it exactly : The Bishop of
Winchester was lying ii)i in this house, and Archbishop
Benson, in administering the Holy Communion in the private
chapel in this house, at the time of distribution carried the
elements from the Holy Table up into the Bishop of Win-
chester’s sick-room, and administered him there, and then
returned to the chapel and finished the service. That, and
that only, is what happened.’

It is, no doubt, a matter for regret that prelates of the
Church should themselves have set an example of doing what
is apparently inconsistent with the law tﬁey have to ad-
minister; but even their example cannot turn wrong into
right.

gIt is clear, then, that the practice which is to be, with
certain limitations, permitted, 1s absolutely without warrant
under the present law. It remains to consider how far that
which is not lawful may be deemed expedient.

The compromise is, no doubt, offered to the extreme clergy
in the hope that it will help them to give up local reservation
with its accompaniments. It would, it may be thought, meet
the difficulty of those who urge that in the homes of the
Foor it is often impossible to celebrate for the sick. Itisa
ittle curious that the difficulty experienced by extreme

1 « Reservation of the Sacrament : Mr. Dibdin’s Speech at the Recent
Hearing,” pp. 89, 90. Bemrose and Sons.
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Anglicans is one which Evangelical clergy have not discovered.
They can minister to their people in such *“slum ” parishes as
East and South London provide, without coming upon dis-
tressing cases which make reservation absolutely essential.
Indeed, the habit of the very poor is to render the one room
they inhabit as clean and neat as possible when they expect &
visit from the clergy. The Archbishop of York made short
work of the argument from assumed necessity when at the
Lambeth hearing he said: “ But it is well known, not only
to the Archbishops, but to the Church at large, that there
have been, and are at this moment, a very large number of
the clergy whose work lies in such parishes as those referred
to, and that such difficulties as have been suggested have
never really stood in the way of the reverent aiministration
of the Holy Communion to persons qualified to receive it,
however humble and disagreeable the surroundings may
have been.”* It will be agreed that the long parochial ex-
perience of the Archbishop of York gives a peculiar value to
this testimony. But whether those with whom the argument
from assumed necessity weighs will accept this compromise is
a point upon which at present there is no evidence. So far
the treatment of offenders with studied leniency has not been
very successful. The recalcitrants are still considerable in
number, and there is no diminution in the violence of the
language used by them and on their behalf.

But even if the compromise had some success in this direc-
tion, has it not certain more or less obvious dangers ? It is
at least a step towards the local reservation which is at present
condemned. . Experience tells us that in things of this kind
one concession leads to another. Of course, there are always
}I{eople who laugh at the ‘“ thin end of the wedge "’ argument.

hey assume that it is so easy to fix absolute limits, to say,
“Thus far shalt thou go and no farther,” and to compel a
halt. The whole history of the Romeward movement in the
English Church is against their cheerful optimism. Bishops
who to-day help to familiarize the Church with what they
deem a harmless form of reservation may to-morrow find
themselves hard pushed to sustain their prohibition of local
reservation. Moreover, the concession wilf)help to familiarize
people with the carriage of the reserved elements through the
streets. That danger is seen by the Bishop of Salisbury, who
points out that “rulers of the Church . . . have to take in-
creased care . . . that no opening be given, through any
concessions they may make, for either of these dangerous
developments, which are serious invasions of the spirituality

1 Record, May 4, 1900, p. 434.
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of the Christian religion.” He also takes it for granted that
in such cases there is no procession. But clergy who find it
consistent with conscience to argue that censing ‘‘a person ”
and “an altar” is no breach of the promise not to cense
« persons or things ”’ may possibly find the resources of their
casuistry equal to some evasion of this command also. It is
probable that many of the clergy will take no pains to dis-
guise the fact that they are carrying the elements to a sick
parishioner, and some, at least, of the evils feared are likely at
once to happen.

There remains the fact that the sick member of the English
Church is entitled to the privilege of a celebration in his own
room, with full enjoyment of that most solemn and moving
part, the consecration itself. The Bishop of Salisbury finds
that reservation has already led to serious infringement of the
rights of the sick:

“It appears to be a somewhat common experience that
where the clergy have adopted the plan of communicatin
with the Sacrament already consecrated, they advise, an
often press, and sometimes force, communicants to receive in
this way and in no other. In some cases this leads them to
the grave and unwarrantable presumption and irregularity of
communicating the sick only in one kind.”?2

May not the practice he permits conduce to an extension of
these faults ?

On the whole, then, it must be feared that the compromise
is as hopeless as it is illegal, It is well meant ; but the time
is past for temporizing, and further displays of weakness are
but likely to increase the distress of the Church.

A. R. BUCKLAND.

Arr. VII.—CONTINENTAL CHAPLAINCIES: A NOTE.

R. LLEWELYN DAVIES has in the columns of the T%mes
drawn attention to the curious way in which some Con-
tinental chaplains, holding licences from the Bishop of
London, regard their duties. The chaplain of whom com-
plaint was made used wafer-bread at his administration of
the Holy Communion. There are, as Mr. Llewelyn Davies
pointed out, many reasons why the average English Church-
man may deplore such a usage. It would, no.doubt, be argued
on the other side that wafer-bread is so widely employed
in our churches here at home that to resent its use in the

1 ¢ Further Considerations,” p. 18 2 1bid., p. 19.
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services of the Continental chaplaincies is to overlook the
obvious facts of Church life to-day. The same plea might be
urged for the free employment of sacrificial vestments, incense.
a mutilated Communion Office, and many other ’unha.p' y’
features in that life. It would also cover the use of tEe‘
black gown on the part of a very decided Low Churchman.
In point of fact, it amounts to a plea that the occasional
services of the English Church on the Continent should more
or less accurately reflect all the diversities and the antagonisms
which mark the conduct of the Church’s services here at
home.

In view of circumstances which occasionally come to the
notice of the English Churchman during a summer holiday
on the Continent, it seems time to ask whether this is the
true theory of the Continental chaplaincies which minister
mainly to tourists.

It will be observed that the theory aEplies to more than
the chaplaincy services; it will rule the character of the
sermons also. Are we, then, to expect that in some chaplain-
cies the teaching and practices of extreme Anglicanism should
prevail, whilst in others a vigorous Protestantism should be
proclaimed in a highly controversial spirit? It can be said
with confidence that this is what may occasionally be found
in some places under certain chaplains; but is it the con-
dition of things which is meant to, and ought to, prevail ?

Apparently there are some Churchmen who will without a
moment’s hesitation return a ‘‘ Yes ” to this question. In
their opinion an extreme Anglican must on the Continent do
and say as nearly as possible what he would do and say at
home. His chaplaincy services and his chaplaincy sermons
should reflect the course of his ordinary ministerial habits.
In like manner others of the same class would hold that an
earnest Evangelical should dwell upon the Protestant side of
the faith, very much as though he were warning his flock at
home. In either case many will be displeased, many turned
away from the services; controversy will be excited, division
created within the little community in the place, and strife
will abound. But the two men will have been true to their
convictions.

There is another way. It is possible so to conduct the
services of a Continental chaplaincy that they may become
edifying to all. © There need be no unfaithfulness to principles,
no neglect of duty. The services are conducted with a careful
regard to the directions of the Prayer-Book, without pecu-
liarity, and of course without slovenliness. The sermons
deal with those great doctrines and those great principles of
conduct upon which nearly all Churchmen are agreed. For
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a time all thoughts of parties, of schools of thought, of
antagonisms, are set aside. The unity of the Spirit and the
bond of peace are realities. Men are drawn together, and not
driven apart ; they realize the happiness of dwelling together
in unity, and the chaplain earns something of the benediction
which falls upon the peacemaker. Nor is this all. Itisa
familiar fact that the Church’s services abroad are largely
attended by Nonconformists. It is right that the clergy of
the national Church should on such ocecasions remember its
national character, and should minister in such a way that the
godly Methodist or Independent may with spiritual profit
Join 1 the service. .

Surely this is the ideal method, the following of which
most tends to the advantage of the community in which for
the time the chaplain is placed. But if this be agreed, it
follows that the two societies—the Society for the Propagation
of the Gospel and the Colonial and Continental Church Society
—should exercise the utmost care in the choice of their men.
Possibly they find it hard always to get as many reliable
clergy as they need. But if sometimes they are obliged to
use those whose controversial methods seem never to find rest,
there should be the most earnest plea for the temporary
laying aside of such habits. Let the chaplain study to be the
servant, not of his own sympathizers, but of all.

A Tourist.

The Month.

NEW volume, and with it a new series, of the CHURCHMAN will begin
with the October number. Its conductors believe that there is

still urgent need of a journal representing month by month the opinions
of sober, loyal Churchmen content with the Reformation settlement,
yet prepared to view with sympathy and hope any well-considered
proposals for intelligent reform. It seems fo be agreed on all sides that
the future prosperity of the Church calls for a keener interest on the part
both of its lay and clerical members in the conditions of the Church’s
life and work. The last few years have failed to disclose any advance in
the prosperity of the Church ; there are, indeed, some unwelcome signs
of arrested development, and even of retrogression. At the same time,
criticism is busy with the very foundations of the Christian faith. Tts
documents are being subjected to the closest scrutiny, sometimes in a
spirit of the deepest reverence, sometimes in a spirit of thinly-veiled
hostility. The doctrines and the discipline of our own Church are in like
manner passing throngh their time of trial. The issue of the conflict
between her authorities and a small but still powerful party indisposed




The Month. 663

to yield its own position is still in doubt. In the meantime, a wide-
spread desire for some larger measure of self-government is spreading
amongst Churchmen, and is producing schemes which call for the closest
and most careful consideration, In the face of all this, it is not pre-
sumptuous to believe that the CHURCHMAN can still be of service by
providing an arena for the discussion of these subjects. Its conductors
wish to consider the problems affecting the faith and life of the Church
in no narrow or illiberal spirit ; but it will be their endeavour to present
month by month that which may, to borrow some words from the Preface
to the Prayer-Book, “be . . . well accepted and approved by all sober,
peaceable, and truly-conscientious sons of the Church of England.”

Early numbers of the new volume will contain articles by the Bishop-
designate of Durham, the Dean of Norwich, Archdeacon Madden, Canon
Aitken, Canon Benham, Cbancellor Lias, the Rev. Dr. Sinker, the Rev,
A. R. Buckland, the Rev. N. Dimock, the Rev. F. Relton, Mr, E. H.
Blakeney, and other well-known Churchmen. Canon Benham will
complete his series dealing with the Archbishops of Canterbury. The
Rev. J. G. Watts-Ditchfield will, in the October number, discuss in the
light of his very striking experiences the relations of working men to the
Church. In the same number a lay member of the Episcopal Church of
Seotland will examine the facts as to lay representation in that Church,
and will throw light upon one side of some proposals for Church reform
south of the Tweed. Arrangements are being made for certain articles
on the Church in Wales, and the work of foreign missions will be illus.
trated from the pens of missionaries in the field,

The passage of the Royal Declaration Bill through the House of
Lords revealed with the utmost completeness the utter futility of the
measure, At the last there became apparent to Lord Salisbury—what
had from the very first been plain enough to other people—the impossi-
bility of making a new Declaration without creating difficulties as great
as or greater than those occasioned by the old. It is hard to say by what
process of reasoning any thoughtful persons had brought themselves to
believe in the satisfying powers of the formula proposed by the House of
Lords Committee. It could not meet the Roman Catholics, for (despite
some personal disclaimers by the Duke of Norfolk) they object to the
whole Declaration. They wish to clear away all obstacles which bar the
approach to the throne of a Roman Catholic monarch. They have, it
will be agreed, a perfect right to occupy this position, and they have
allowed no one to lie under any wmisapprehension on the subject. But
the feeling of the nation is absolutely against any such change, and to this
Lord Salisbury repeatedly drew attention in the course of the debates.
The revised Declaration would, therefore, have failed to effect the main
purpose for which it was devised—namely, the removal of a Roman
Catholic grievance, On the other hand, the revised form deeply offended
both the determined Protestants opposed to all change and the more
moderate Protestants, who were willing to see a few strong epithets
removed, but could not accept a form so freely open to criticism as that
devised by the Committee. No one, therefore, was pleased. But this
result was practically inevitable ; at all events, it was foreseen by a good
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many people. Probably the Governwent will now leave the subject
geverely alone. As Rome will be content with nothing short of abolition,
Lord Salisbury may well be excused for feeling that he has done his best,
and must now await further developments.

Tt is impossible to escape the significance of the fact that in their
clamour for the abolition of the King's Declaration the Roman Catholics
received the thorough-going support in and out of Parliament of the
extreme High Churchmen. It would be some relief if we could assure
ourselves that this union was merely due to the belief of so many extreme
Churchmen in the doctrine of Transubstantiation ; but, unhappily, it looks
as though this was not all, and that the party of Lord Halifax saw no
reason why a Roman Catholic should not ascend the throne.

The death of the Bishop of Durham has further lessened the distinction
of the English Bench of Bishops, already much weakened by the death of
Bishop Creighton and Bishop Stubbs. The position of Bishop Westcott
in the eyes of the English people was almost unique. The combination
of high scholarship with the qualities which enabled him to compose a
labour dispute of national gravity is so unusual in a Bishop that we
cannot hope soon to find another Bishop Westcott. Of his Cambridge
life and work a contemporary speaks at length in this number of the
CHURCHMAN, and it is needless to discuss the subject here.

There is a singular fitness in sending Professor Moule to succeed Dr.
Westcott and Dr. Lightfoot. Two of the most brilliant of Cambridge’s
sons are followed by a third. Probably no English Churchman has
rendered greater services to the cause of practical religion than Dr. Moule.
‘Wisely, therefore, has he been chosen to continue the work of one who
so strikingly applied Christianity to the daily life of his people. More-
over in these days, when the supply of candidates for ordersis so deficient,
it is no small thing to find in the new Bishop of Durham one who has
been so often used to guide young men to the work of the ministry, one
whose spiritual sons are in all parts of the world. Further, the deep
interest in foreign missions which made Bishop Westcott so powerful a
helper to the cause is paraileled by the life-long regard of Dr. Moule for
the same cause. We canunot look at the appointment from a party stand-
point ; it is in every respect one for which the Church and nation as a
whole have reason to be profoundly grateful.

The choice of the Rev. C. J. Procter, of Cambridge, as Vicar of
Islington, is not, perhaps, one which few people had anticipated; but
Mr. Procter is so hard a worker, so thorough-going in his devotion, so
accessible and sympathetic in his ways, that he will have the good wishes
of all who know him in undertaking a singularly difficult and laborious
task. He has himself been an Islington vicar, and he may be trusted to
do all that man can to make the Parish Church and the work around it a
model for Evangelicals, We may believe, also, that the Islington meeting
will, under his guidance, continue the career of extended usefalness upon
which it entered under the fostering care of Dr. Barlow.

The statistics of the Trinity Ordinations published by the Guardian
are far from reassuring. There is again a falling off. The total number
of men ordained was 381 (157 deaconsand 224 priests), as compared with
408 (188 deacons and 220 priests) at the same season last year. Out of
these, 185, or not quite 48'56 per cent. (as against 583 last year), had
Oxford or Cambridge degrees, and 261, or a little more than 68-5 per cent.
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(as against nearly 728 last year), had University de - i 1
drop in the case of the older’Universities. yThgr:Z:‘iozszzgl%;m&z
situdtion here implied is obvious. How it will be modified by the

multiplication of Theological Colleges or Hostels by the Bishops remains
to be seen.

The appointment of Bishop Montgomery, of Tasmania, to succeed
Prebendary Tucker as Secretary of the Society for the Propagation of the
Gospel has not. passed without some signs of dissatisfaction, The objec-
tion stated at the meeting was based on the inadequate opportunity of
making their opinien felt given to the members of the Society. Possibly
it was thought that the members were merely called together that they
might give formal effect to a choice already made by the Bishops, Some-
thing is to be said for the position of those members who hinted that the
form of election was a little in the nature of a farce ; but it may be
questioned whether the real ground of objection did not lie deeper, and
was not to be sought rather in the ecclesiastical views of the new secretary.
In his South London days, Mr. Montgomery was looked upon rather as
a mild Broad than as a High Churchman. For many years the direction
of the Society for the Propagation of the Gospel has been so distinctly
under decided High Church influences that some of the members may be
pardoned for thinking that in the election of Bishop Montgomery they
assisted at a revolution. On other grounds, however, there has long been
.much dissatisfaction at the management of the Society for the Propaga-
tion of the Gospel, and on all sides the hope of better times is freely
expressed. With what deliberation the Committee of Bishops made
their choice, and how carefully Bishop Montgomery considered the offer
before accepting if, may be seen from the long letter of the Bishop of

‘Winchester to the Vicar of Lewisham, which has been published in the
Guardian, ‘

The financial position of the Church Missionary Society, whilst in no
way suggesting panic, is still one for some anxiety. The following
editorial statement appeared in the Awugust number of the Church
- Missionary Society Intelligencer :

“As usual in the month of June, the Finance and Estimates Committee
have been considering the financial ontlook in the light of the completed
accounts for the past year. Theresult has been a joint report, which was
presented to the General Committee on July 9, and shows that, to wipe
off the remaining adverse balance of last year and to cover the expenditure
daily being incurred under the sanctions of November last, the Society
requires for the current year a total sum of £400,000 in round figures.
In other words, to meet the sanctioned expenditure the contributions
available within the year ought to be about £80,000 more than they were
last year; besides which, about £9,000.0f last year’s expenditure still
remains uncovered,

“The meaning of these figures is simply this : The Society has gone on
now for twenty years—not merely since 1887, but since 1880—accepting
all candidates who, on careful examination and inquiry, seemed suitable,
and sending out without delay all those who after training appeared to be
plainly called of God to the work, The result is that, after deducting all
names removed from the roll by death or retirement, the 277 missionaries
of 1880 have become 918 in May, 1901, besides some 350 wives. The
wonderful thing is that such an increase should have been possible. It
is quite certain that no one would have dreamed of it twenty years ago.
But in some various ways, some of them quite unexpected, the funds
required have been provided until now. In the past five years the

48
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T.Y.E. and Centenary Funds have done much towards keeping the
account straight, the bulk of them having been used, as was intimated
from the first, for the defihite purpose of increasing the missionary staff. -
But these funds being now exhausted, we have to look elsewhere for the
needed means.

“Tt must not be supposed that the general financial position of the
Society at this moment 1s not sound and good. If we take into account
the increased working capital, and the wiping off of all mortgages on the
House and the Children’s Home, and certain funds in hand which cannot
be used just now, but may at any time become available, it is really the
case that the Society is much better off now than in 1880 ; it is better off
even than.in 1887 by no less than £110,000, without taking any account
of the balance of appropriated funds still in hand.

“ Nevertheless, with a work so vast as ours has become, there is not a
penny too much of working capital, and we only mention the improved
position in order that we may not unthankfully fail to recognise facts.
But these facts do not make it one whit less important that the expendi-
ture of any year ought to be met by the income of the year; and the
queszion therefore is, May we hope to get the additional £80,000 this

ear ?
g In reply to this question, we say :

¢1, There ought to be no difficulty about it at all. While it is quite
true that there are parishes which are contributing to the missionary
cause as much, or nearly as much, as they are really able, these are a very
small minority of the parishes that support the Church Missionary Society.
The vast majority could at once double or treble or quadruple their con-
tributions without feeling it, and without ¢ minishing aught’ of their
support to other objects. It is not a question of wealth, but of will and
of work. )

“2. But if experience is to guide us, this thing which ought to be,and
could be, will not be. It is useless to shut our eyes to the fact that an
increase of income from ordinary sources in one year by £80,000 is in the
last degree unlikely.

3. If, therefore, the amount is to be obtained, it must be from some
unexpected sources.” '

Amongst other steps to be taken in view of existing circumstances, the
General Committee of the Society resolved that ¢ the Quinguennial
Review Sub-Committee be instructed to inquire in what way the sugges-
tions of the Joint Estimates and Finance Committee relative to expendi-
ture may be carried out in detail, or if in any other way the expenditure
of the Society may be reduced without serious injury to its work, and
that a special meeting of the Committee be called in the autumn for
prayer and conference, and then for consideration of that report ; and
that the Funds and Home Organization Committee be instructed to
consider without delay the best means of permanently increasing the
ordinary income of the Society.” '

The alarmist statements as to the present condition of St. Pauls
Cathedral are scarcely countenanced by the exhaustive letter published in
"the Times over the signature of Mr. Somers Clarke, architect to the Dean
and Chapter. The sinking which has already taken place is in all proba-
bility no more than is to be observed in most buildings of its character
and age ; but the really serious fact is the near prospect of the land near
St. Paul's being riddled by several new deep-level tubes, with their
_accompanying shafts and subways. In the presence of these threats, it
is difficult to forecast the future of the cathedral. Doubtless, if Wren
bad. known the course human ingenuity in search of means of rapid
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transit was likely to take, he would have carried all his foundations down
to the London clay, and not have rested content with anchormg._ them at
a comparatively shallow depth to a bed of “pot earth " resting on a
stratum of sand and gravel. The Dean and Chapter are, in fact, face to
face with the necessity of finding a considerable sum of money for works
of repair or protection, and that at a time when criticism of the scheme
of t()il(_aqoration pursued within the cathedral has closed the purses of the
public.

A
v
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Menusseh ben Israels Mission to Oliver Cromwell; being a Reprint of the
Pamphlets published by Menasseh ben Israel to promote the Readmission
of the Jews to England, 1649-1656. Edited, with an Introduction and
Notes, by LucieN Woir. Published for the Jewish Historical
Society of England by Macmillan and Co., Ltd., London.

IF the handsome volume before us is a fair example of the work to be
done by the Jewish Historical Society, that work will elicit the
gratitude of many other persons than the members of the Society itself.
Mr. Lucien Wolf's brilliant narrative illuminates a most interesting
period in the history of the Jews in England and of modern Judaism.
Its main subject is the mission of Menasseh ben Isruel to Oliver Cromwell.
The Jews had been expelled from England under Edward I., but certain
Marranos, or Crypto-Jews, who as a policy abandoned the externals of
their own faithin order to fight with its own weapons the power of Rome,
reached England early in the sixteenth century. At the time of the
Reformation they turned bopefully towards England, and with the
Commonwealth hoped that a new era of toleration was about to dawn.
1t was this feeling which inspired the Latin pamphlet by Menasseh ben
Tsrael, which, under the title of “Spes Israelis,” was addressed from
Amsterdam to “ the Parliament, the Supreme Court of England.” Its
influence was immediate. Menasseh was invited over by Cromwell, and,
although the exact results are doubtful, it is clear that the organization
of a Jewish community in London was encouraged. It was an important
step in the slow process of Jewish emancipation ; but it was less than
Menasseh hoped for, and his disappointment seems to have led to his
death. Mr. Wolf reproduces for us the *Spes Israelis,”” Menasseh’s
“Huamble Address to Cromwell,” and the * Vindiciz Judeorum.”
Every student of the modern history of the Jews will find the volume
worth his careful attention.

The Church in Greater Britain : the Donnellan Lectures delivered before
the University of Dublin, 1900-1901, By G. RoserT WYNNE, D.D,,
Archdeacon of Aghadoe and Canon of St. Patrick’s Cathedral,
London : Kegan Paul, Trench and Co.

Archdeacon Wynne's book is well calculated to promote an interest in
the work of the English Church beyond the seas. It isa matter of regret
that both the clerical and the more definitely missionary part of that work
are still so imperfectly understood in many quarters. In these lectures the
intimate connection between colonization and missionary enterprise is
freely illustrated, and the entire work is marked by a deep sympathy

48—2



668 . Reviews.

with the cause of foreign missions. It is not, of course, exhaustive ; in a
work of its compass omissions and an occasional want of proportion are
almost inevitable. Here and there the defect is one which would hardly
have been expected, but it is the omission or inadequate recognition of
that which is familiear. Still on the whole the book is excellent. It
might well be placed in the hands of persons who know little or nothing
of the colonial and missionary work of the Church.

The Nationalization of the Old English Universities. By LEWIS CAM’I"BELL,
M.A.,, LL.D., Emeritus Professor of Greek in the University of

St. Andrews, Honorary Fellow of Balliol College, Oxford. London:
Chapman and Hall.

Dr. Lewis Campbell discusses in an interesting way some aspects of
University reform. Looking back upon many changes effected in the
nineteenth century, it is an easy matter to think scorn of the short-
sightedness and bigotry which opposed them. Such a retrospect may, at
least, suggest the advantages of an open mind, and the unwisdom of that
unreasoning dread of change which is so constant an obstacle in the path
of progress. It may, however, be doubted whether the reform of the.
Universities has had all the results anticipated. Some, at least, of the
predicted results have not yet emerged. Nevertheless, the general effect
has been salutary, and the organization of secondary education may make

the University reforms of the nineteenth centary bring forth their best
fruit in the twentieth.

‘The Author of “The Peep of Day” By her Niece, Mrs. MEYER.
London : R.T.S.

This account of one of the most popular of children’s authors is written
in so devout a spirit as to be almost homiletical in its character. That
in the case of such a subject is no disadvantage. Mrs. Mortimer’s books
have helped to lay the foundation of religious and general knowledge
in numberless young families where her personal character has been
unknown, It is well that those who learned from her should know what
manner of person she was. The sister of the late Mr. R. C. L. Bevan,
and reared amidst the surroundings of wealth, she gave herself to a life
of devotion, and laid herself out consistently to help others. She married
in middle life the Rev. Thomas Mortimer, and survived him, dying in
1878. Some curious side-lights upon the earlier career of Cardinal
Manning are amongst the most interesting contents of the volume.

Perfect Health: How to get it and how to keep it. By One Who Has It.
London : Fowler and Co. 2s. 6d. net.

This book, in spite of its attractive title and somewhat startling cover,
is not likely to be received with enthfisiasm in Great Britain. The author
is an admirer of Dr. Dowie, who recently created a little flutter among
London medical students; and one-half of the book is devoted to
American testimonies to the efficacy of his system. British testimony is
scarce, but we read that Lady Florence Dixie, who ‘‘had been a great
sufferer from rheumarthritis and other ailments . . . is rejoicing in good

“health, and she gives to ‘the New Gospel’ the entire credit for her
recovery.”
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