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CHURCHMAN

NOVEMBER, 1885.

Art. I—-THE REVOCATION OF THE EDICT OF
NANTES.

ALTHOUGH much has been written in recent years upon
the history of French Protestantism, thanks to the un-
ceasing labours of the Société de I Histoire du Protestantisme
Jfrangais, one important period has hitherto remained com-
paratively neglected. ~While the origins of French Protes-
tantism have received masterly treatment at the hands of
Professor Baird and others ; while the stormy period of the first
Civil Wars and St. Bartholomew’s Day, as also the subsequent
times of Richelieu and Mazarin, have repeatedly found
adequate survey and analysis ; and while the exile and perse-
cutions of the Revocation are familiar to most students in
outline if not in detail—the remarkable generation which
preceded the Revocation as yet lacks any history but that
contained in the formidable volumes of Elie Benoist.

The reason is not far to seek. It is not a picturesque or
a romantic period. There is no civil war, no conspiracy; no
monumental characters like Coligny or Sully, or Duplessis
Mornay; no tragedy like the night of St. Bartholomew. It
is a time of transition and of preparation. But there are not
wanting here—as indeed in every epoch—the subject of
fruitful study and legitimate interest. At no other time can
the strength and weakness of the Huguenots be so clearly
estimated as when placed in juxtaposition with the Gallican
Church, then in the plenitude of glory, with Antoine Arnauld,
Pétau, Launoy, Bossuet, Fénelon, and Bourdaloue, either in
maturity or in early promise. And the result of such inves-
tigation may lead to the conviction that, in respect of
scholarship, solid learning, the graver eloquence, and that
mastery which Goethe tells us can only be the offspring of
restriction and hindrance, the period in question was fruitful
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82 The Revocation of the Edict of Nantes.

in good men, worthy successors of their great forerunners,
and preEared, like them, to be confessors and martyrs of
Christ’s Gospel.

So far was Protestantism in France from being extinguished
by the massacre of 1572, that within four years it reconquered
the position gained in 1570 at the Peace of St. Germain. And
not even the Holy League, founded by the Guises in conjunc-
tion with Philip of Spain, formidable as it was, could avail to
break down the position of active resistance. The miserable
King Henri III, despised by both parties, gave negative help
in his destruction of the Guise faction. It was from his Pro-
testant successor, Henri of Navarre, the hope of Evangelical
Christendom, that a serious blow was im ending, when, with
hardly the affectation of gravity, he decitfed upon an abjura-
tion in the light of a political necessity. It has been rightly
urged by M. Charles Read and others that the political ex-
peﬁience of this step was as doubtful as its morai) aspect was
terrible. To argue with Stihelin! that the land, but for this
ste}i; would have been plunged into further civil war, is simply
to beg a very complicated question. Still less can we en-
dorse the suggestion of the same writer, that Henri might
have proclaimed the old Gallican independence of Rome, and
might then, from within a Catholic, but non-Roman Church,
have effected all the needful reforms. All the possibilities of
devious diplomacy passed under the view of the acutest
statesman in Europe; and so little was he able to frame a
Jjustification for his perversion that to the earnest reproaches
of Queen Elizabeth and others he could only utter the jesting
excuse, * Paris vaut bien une messe.”

A great ruler, singularly endowed in body and mind for the
highest functions, and having enjoyed the inestimable privi-
lege of being tried by persecution, he failed in the time of
prosperity ; was moraﬂly enervated, lost faith, and laid himself
the foundation of all the later misery of his former colleagues.
For the nation was now on the path of centralization, in
which all minorities—however sate-guarded by privilege—
were finally doomed ; and the keen eye of a Sully could not
but foresee, in the political horizon, the sure foreshadowing
of future disaster.

For the time, however, a suflicient bulwark seemed to be
raised by the Edict of Nantes. Its preamble recognised that
God is adored by all the subjects of France, if by different
rites and ceremonies, and therefore the kingdom retains its
old title, “Tres-Chrétien.” The following enactments were
declared to be perpetual and irrevocable :

(«) Full liberty of private conscience.

1 «Der Uebertritt K. Heinrichs IV.,” Basel, 1856.
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(b) Right of public worship in all places where it had been
permitted in 1597, and in the suburbs of towns; in
castles of great nobles (huuts-justiciers), and in the
chapels of private mansions.

(c) All public oiﬁces to be open to the Huguenots.

(d) Their children were to share in the schools, their sick
in the hospitals, their poor the alms of the parish.

(¢) The right ofp printing was conceded in certaia towns.

(f) For the purpose of securing equal justice, the so-called
“ Chambres Mi-parties” were to be established in the
provincial parliaments, as well as a Chambre de UEdit,
at Paris.

(9) The right to found academies and convoke synods.

(h) Possession of certain cities and fortresses.

Perhaps the best proof of the immediate merit of the Edict
is to be found in the bitter opposition it elicited on both
sides. The old Leaguers, who Ead one and all sold their
loyalty at a high price to Henri IV., professed horror at this
legal permission of heresy. On the other hand, the Huguenots!
were 1ndignant at the clauses which enjoined the restitution
of possessions taken from the Catholics, and the undisturbed
celebration of the mass even in their own districts. But the
real weakness of the Edict, considered as a final settlement,
lay in its principles rather than in its details. The Huguenots
were regarded as a separated body, and all their safeguards
tended to make them still more an fmperium in imperio, an
ever-present danger in the eyes of an absolute ruler. The
real need was for the fusion of the two parties: the Edict only
gave protection ; and it was the misfortune, and not the fault,
of the Huguenots that they were soon forced to look solely to
their separate resources, and never enabled to make any
appeal to patriotic feeling or human sympathy.

he proof of this was experienced as soon as the dagger of
Ravaillac had ended the reign of Henri IV. A series of
gradual but ever-increasing encroachments on their privileges
began: in 1617 a decree, confiscating some lands in Béarn,
rovoked resistance. The royal troops were sent to Pau,
ut hardly had they enforced the decree when the southern
provinces were in revolt. La Rochelle summoned a synod,
and in a few months the two parties were again in armed
conflict; but the Huguenots had no longer the resources

1 It is curious that the exploded derivation of this word, from
“ eidgenossen,” is still repeated in some recent publications. The reader
may be referred to Gieseler's Kirchengeschichte (IIL i 535) for an
interesting and conclusive statement on the subject. The name arose in
Touraine, where the Protestants were supposed to be the followers of a
mythical *‘ Roi Huguet,” the leader of some outlaws, 5
G
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needful for a combat against superior force. The old martyr
spirit had been modified into political passion; the struggle
for religious liberty into one for the conservation of privileges.
The old leaders were either past activity, or had been gained
over to the Court. Not even the hopes of English help, as
little trustworthy as in Elizabeth’s time, could prolong the
contest. After a gallant resistance La Rochelle surrendered in
1625 ; and Richelieu’s political wisdom re-enacted the Edict
of Nantes, save only that the hostage-fortresses were razed,
and all future means of defence removed.

In the peaceful generation which followed there is not much
to attract the Church historian, except the declaration of
union with the Lutheran churches, drawn up at the National
Synod of Charenton in 1631, under the auspices of Mestrézat
and Blondel. But during the troubles of the Fronde the
Huguenots were given opportunity of proving themselves
patriotic citizens, and of meriting sympathy from their fellow-
subjects and affection from the throne. From 1652 to 1656
the condition of the Huguenots was greatly improved. Crom-
well’s influence was paramount in Europe, and a word in a
despatch had saved Nimes from the intended penalty for a
riot; but on his death the hostile influence otP the Queen-
mother became paramount. The Huguenots determined on
a great appeal: they secured the appointment of a commission
to Investigate their grievances. IIt)s report was published in
April, 1659, and brought dismay to the petitioners. All that
was granted to them was the sending of certain official
arbitrators. The Catholic clergy triumphed, knowing their
influence upon these officers; the Huguenots felt that their
cause was lost.

After the last National Synod, held at Loudun in 1659-60,
began a time of gradual but unceasing encroachment upon
the privileges of the Edict. But active persecution did not
begin until Turenne, the Maréchal-général of France, the
greatest of her citizens and soldiers, had followed the disastrous
example of Henri IV. in abandoning the religion of his
fathers. Many and various had been the influences brought
to bear upon him. The vulgar temptations of military and
court rank, even the title of “Conne‘tagle de France,” were held
forth in vain. It is probable that the ultimate success lay in
an appeal to his fidelity to the policy of Louis XIV., based on
false or exaggerated statements of Huguenot disaffection.

Once deprived of their great leader, the Huguenots were
soon made to feel a change of policy. In 1669 a royal
declaration suppressed the Chambres de I'Fdit at Paris and
Rome. This was rapidly followed by a “ Riglement,” or set of
practical rules, intended to hamper as far as possible the
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independence of social life. This first policy of Louis XIV. is
simply and cordially stated in his own memoirs, the
authenticity of which is unquestionable :

I believed, my son, that the best way of proceeding with the Huguenots
in my kingdom was, in the first place, not to employ any new severity
with them, to observe faithfully all the concessions they had obtained
from my predecessors, but to go no further in the way of indulgences,
aud even to restrict them as far as justice and decency would permit. . . .
But a8 to the favours which depended on my own will, I determined
from the first to grant none to the Huguenots. I also decided to attract
by favours and recompense those who showed signs of yielding; and I
neglected no opportunity of stirring up our bishops to labour for their
instruction aud conversion, and to remove the scandals which tended to
keep them apart.!

The Chancellor of this Exchequer of perversion was Péllisson,
himself a pervert from Protestantism, who had attained a
rapid literary reputation by his “ History of the Academy.” A
large annual revenue derived from the Régale was devoted
to this purpose, and regular financial statements prepared,
showing the cost ger head in each district. It is noteworthy
that the price gradually lessened as force was more frequently
used to supplement bribery. In the month of June, 1677, we
find him writing to a correspondent on the subject of econony,
suggesting 100 francs as the maximum in the case of the
poorer classes, proving very clearly that his successes were
among the residuum without religion, to whom his function
gave an unhoped-for opportunity of gain. This is the more to
be emphasized, since later, when persecution was seriously
practised, there is no question as to the numbers which, under
pressure, abandoned their faith.

Together with this method, discreditable alike to those who
gave and received, another system was employed. Historians
of Louis’s reign have sometimes marked as an epoch of

articular glory the abandonment of the profligate lite which
Ead stained the Court of Versailles,and all who condoned it by
their presence. There would have been more reason for con-
gratulg.tion had not that period of reformation been delayed
till middle life, and conterminous with the commencement of
persecution. Perhaps the two motives were combined: the
tixed desire to get rid of the jarring political independence
conferred by the Edict, and the conviction that II:e might
atone for the profligacy of early life by the zealous extirpation
of heresy. It may, indeed, be conceded that he was kep_t
in ignorance of the means adopted by his subordinates; but it
is the most terrible responsibility of absolute power that every
act of a subordinate is the act of the superior, both in law

1 “ Mém, Historiques de Louis XIV.," i, 87.
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and equity ; and every deed of injustice and cruelty, where-
ever committed, is the act of the Sovereign himself.

Michel de Marillac, intendant of Poitou, had the question-
able merit of discovering and suggesting a new method of
pressure.  Of all civic burthens, “ billeting ” was one of the
most disagreeable. Hard work had to be done for nominal
gay, which often did not cover the actual cost. Favour also

ecided as to distribution, and arranged exemptions. Marillac
was the type of the inferior statesman in these times. Popular,
trying to raise the credit of a decayed family rather than to
amass a fortune—like others, he saw in persecution and forced
“conversions” a way of gaining favour at Court. He suggested
to Louvois that detachments of troops might be billeted on
Huguenot households, with permission (explicit or implicit)
to relax even the slender discipline on such occasions.

At first no extraordinary excesses were practised, but soon
the soldiers learnt the half-prompted lesson. The terror spread.
Those whom the fear of personal suffering would not have
daunted trembled for their families, the honour of their wives
and daughters. The very sight of a dragoon sometimes caused
all the inhabitants of a village to abjure. The well-known
narrative of Jean Migault gives a pathetic record of these
incursions. “They demanded,” he relates, “fifteen francs for
each of the superior officers, nine for a lieutenant, three for
each soldier, and thirty sols even for each subordinate person
attached to the regiment.” On the slightest}hesitation furni-
ture and goods were sold. But the loss by plunder was the
least evil suffered. Jurien records that, at the village of
Ville-Dieu in Poitou, a sick man was persecuted for days, and
left at last without food. At last, seeing that he could not
e persuaded, they left him. He died of starvation, and those
who found his corpse saw that he had devoured part of his
own hands.”! Elie Benoist’s fourth volume is fulFof similar
records. An officer of dragoons, called to account for his
cruelty, naively declared that he had never heard of any
severity, “ except burning the feet of the householders where has
men were billeted.” And at last the veil of seeming ignorance
at Court was dismissed, and the worst excesses endorsed and
enjoined by the direct command of the monarch :

Le Roy a appris de votre lettre du 17 de ce mois la continuation de
Topiniitreté des habitants de la R.P.R. de Dieppe ; comme ces gens-li
sont les seuls dans tout le royaulme qui se sont distingués A ne se vouloir
pas soumettre i ce que le Roy désire d’eux, vous ne devez garder & leur

égard aucune des mesures qui vous ont € prescrites, et vous ne sauriez rendre
trop rude et trop onéreuse la subsistence des troupes chez eux.?

1 “Tes derniers efforts de I'innocence affligie.” La Haye, 1682,
2 Louvois to Beaupré, quoted by Waddington, ¢ Normandie,” 2 n. 1.
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Ribaldry, plunder, actual violence, ended in the ruin of the
household visited by these misstons bottées; and when a
family was “converted” the soldiers moved elsewhere to
repeat the process. At times one wonders that the descend-
ants of the warriors of Moncontour and Jarnac had leamt
so much passive submission. But it must be remembered
that the Huguenots had now no leaders, no organization, and
no practice in the use of arms. And we may also believe
that the strong teachings of obedience to constituted authori-
ties, in which the great Protestant theologians rivalled the
Court preachers themselves, had sunk deep into the hearts
of their hearers.

In one quarter alone was resistance shown, and an excuse
furnished for completing the work of persecution. Claude
Brousson, a citizen of Nimes, had pleaded in vain before the
Parliament of Toulouse for the retention of fourteen Protestant
churches threatened with demolition. At last he planned
open manifestation. An informal synod was summoned, and
representatives attended from Dauphiné, the Vivarais, the
Cevennes, and Languedoc. = A letter was drawn up, addressed
to the king, pleading their loyal purpose, but asserting their
determination to obey God rather than man, and that if their
temples were destroyed they would hold their meetings still
on the desecrated spots. Twenty years earlier this firm but
respectful language would have produced a great effect. Now
it was too late. Moreover, there was division even in the
ranks of the persecuted : on the one side the terrified majority,
the so-called “modérés,” led by Ruvigni; on the other the
small band of “ zélateurs,” who were determined not to suffer
without protest. It is sad to find Ruvigni angrily disavowing
Brousson; and actually declaring that the king would be
justified in destroying the temples for thirty leagues around,
1n case of resistance !

In spite of this protest, the appointed meeting was held. It
took p{)ace at St. Hippolyte, in the Cevennes, and was marked
by order and solemnity. Many others followed. But now
the Catholic population began to arm, and the Huguenots
followed the example. This gave the wished-for excuse at
Versailles. The original petition, in all probability, had never
reached the monarch ; no answer, in any case, was vouchsafed.
Saint-Ruth, a famous soldier of fortune, destined to contend
more illustriously in Ireland afterwards, was sent in command
of the royal troops. They came upon a Huguenot congrega-
gation in the act of worship. It resisted the onslaught, and
aefended themselves bravely against the charge of three
regiments. Massacred, the remainder were burnt in a farm
whither they had taken refuge, singing psalms to the last.
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Prisoners taken elsewhere were tortured and executed. Isaac
Homel, the proto-martyr of the Revocation period, was broken
on the wheel. This ended the first and last atterpt at resistance
for many years.

And now the toils were closing round the victims, and the
bishops felt confident that their long-continued importunities
were at last to be granted. In vain do the more adroit
apologists of the Gallican Church endeavour to prove that it
had no responsibility in the Revocation. As far back as the
year 1636, the clergy of France had petitioned for an inter-
ference and literary censorship upon Huguenot writings and
utterances, which would have amounted to virtual suppression.!
In 1651 Gilbert de Choiseul, Bishop of Comminges, addressed
the king in these words: “We do not ask of your majesty at
present to banish from his kingdom this unhappy liberty of
conscience which destroys the true liberty of the children of
God, because the execution of such a step would be difficult.”
From 1660 onwards, the demands of the Assemblies increase
in vigour and distinctness. Step by step, their demands

rompt and anticipate the successive inroads made into the
ew remaining privileges of the Edict. The severe laws against
the relaps, the exclusion of the Huguenots from all public and
municipal offices, the limitation and destruction of temples,
the anthy of mixed marriages, the restriction of private
education, all these were explicitly and specifically demanded
by the Gallican clergy, and granted at their request. The
Assembly of 1680 could hardly think of a new petition. Its
successors of 1682 and 1685 addressed the Huguenots in honeyed
words that barely concealed the sense of imminent triumph.®
They prayed the Protestant brethren lovingly to consider
whether the cruel separation should not end, and the “ tender-
ness” which the Church had manifested meet with its reward.
But the conclusion of the document left no room for doubt.
In case of prolonged resistance, “you must await evils in-
comparably more terrible than all those which already have
been incurred by your rebellion and your schism.” This was
the announcement of the Revocation. '
JOHN DE SOYRES.
(To be continued.)

1 See “ Recueil des Actes, titres et mémoires concernant les affaires du
clergé de France, mis en nouvel ordre suivant la délibération générale du
clergé, du 29 aofit 1705.” Paris, 1716,

2 (« Remontrances du Clergé,” in “ Bulletin de I'Hist. du Prot.,” xiv. 71
et seq.

% Lettre circulaire du Clergé de France,” 1682, p. 30.

4 « Avertissement pastoral de I'Egl. Gall.  ceux de la RP.R.” 1685.
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Art. IL—THE PASTORAL EPISTLES AND THE
MINISTRY.

I SUPPOSE it is not uncommon for a clergyman to be often

depressed by the many forms of error around him, and by
the ungodliness of life too often to be met with. An earnest
labourer in his parish in private and in public, in spreading
the truth and in promoting holy living, is often grieved at
apparent failure. To compare the present with the past, the
anxious man takes down the Pastoral Epistles, and earnestly
reads them once again. The first encouraging thing striking
the troubled spirit—an old thought revived with new life—is:

L. The Divine Call of the Pastor.

This is certainly the claim of the writer of the three Pastoral
Epistles. His Ministry is a divine thing. He i1s an Apostle
of Jesus Christ. Speaking of himself he says: “ The glorious
gospel . . . was committed to my trust” (1 Tim. i. 11). He
thanks Jesus Christ for putting him into the ministry. Ex-
ﬂ'essions so great distinctly teach the heavenly origin of the

inistry. The standpoint from which the writer appears is
congenial to the clergyman whom we have pictured in his
anxieties amid surrounding difficulties. The situation is that
of the leader of the mighty movement about to pass away
himself, and to hand on the torch of truth to a successor.
The several parts of these Epistles, facing such a position,
breathe out a tone of overpowering earnestness. Our clergy-
man, catching up this tone, sees perhaps with clearer vision
than before, that then, as now, a sound faith and a holy life
had to maintain a sore conflict with many forms of error and
hideous shapes of vice.

The very opening of the 1st Epistle to Timothy warns the
Ministers of religion “that they teach no other doctrine”
(éTepodidagrakeiv). But, according to the instruction to Titus,
they are to be “ teachers of good things.”

Certain teachers would add to the Gospel the Jewish Law,
and even the very frivolous traditions on it. The Teacher
of Christian truth, as Timothy is instructed, is not to “ give
heed to fables” (1 Tim. i. 4). These fables, we learn from
the Epistle to Titus, are “Jewish” (i. 14). One of the com-
mands of “teachers of thelaw” (1Tim.1.7) was “to abstain from
meats” (iv. 8). In Crete, where the Jews abounded, Titus is
warned against “ deceivers, specially they of the circumcision”
(i. 10). The exhortation to the Teacher there was: “Avoid
foolish questions and genealogies, and contentions, and striv-
ings about the law ” (i1l. 9). These are all errors in reference
to the Jewish law and its surroundings.
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There were the germs of the false teaching, called yréos
(gnosis), knowledge, eminently so called. Even then there
were forerunners of those afterwards called “knowing ” ones,
gnostics, who in the second century professed by gnosis,
knowledge, philosophy, to explain the doctrines of the Gospel.
Timothy is warned against “oppositions of science (gnosis)
falsely so called ” (1 Tim. vi. 20).

Errors there were then, as now, touching not the outworks,
but the very centre of the Christian Faith, as in the funda-
mental doctrine of the resurrection, a representative of which
grievous error was found in Hymenaus (2 Tim. ii. 17, 18).

The surrounding errors of doctrine had not been merely
speculative. Their bad fruits were seen in unholy lives. These
teachers had put away a good conscience, speaking lies in
hypocrisy, supposing that godliness is gain, or, as Titus is told,
“teaching things which they ought not, for filthy lucre’s
sake 7 (1. 11).

Besides errors present and pressing, the horizon was dark
with the gravest, as seen in the well-known words: “ Now
the Spirit speaketh expressly that in the latter times some
shall depart from the faith.” Amid such surroundings
Timothy had need to keep his divine call ever before him.
Set apart for the work of the ministry by the laying on of the
hands of the Apostle, together with those of the Presbytery,
he had within him the upholding strength of the Holy Spirit
(1 Tim. iv. 14, and 2 Tim. i. 6). ,

The Pastoral Epistles find their natural place after the first
imprisonment of Paul, as mentioned in the closing words of
the Acts of the Apostles. In 1 Tim. i. 18 the Apostle writes
to Timothy as left in Ephesus, when he himself went into
Macedonia. The only journey of Paul into Macedonia in the
Acts is in company with Timothy, and in the Epistles to
Philemon, to the Philippians, and to the Colossians, written
during the first imprisonment, the name of Timothy is joined
with the Apostle in his addressing those Christians, and there-
fore he must have been with him. The nature of the wrong
teaching which Timothy and Titus were to oppose fixes the
Pastoral Epistles to the end of St. Paul’s life. The doctrinal
errors of the Gnostics in the second century, about the middle
of which Baur most audaciously fixes the Epistles, were utter
abhorrence of the Jewish Creator, Jewish law and system—just
the very opposite of the Judaic errors such as prevailed, before
Jerusalem, with its temple and system were swept away in the
siege of Titus.

The second Pastoral Epistle to Timothy, written by Paul in
the near prospect of the martyr’s grave, presses most solemnly
the continued discharge of the Pastor’s work in
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II. The Succession of the Ministry.

The view of the Plymouth Brethren that the Church has
no recognised ordained Ministry, is in the plainest opposition
to the teaching of these Epistles. Not merely are divers
orders of Church officers mentioned, but the qualifications
for them are enumerated in detail (1 Tim. iii. 1-13; Tit. 1. 5-9).
To desire these offices is a commendable thing. The elders
that rule well are to be accounted “ worthy of double honour,
especially they who labour in the word and doctrine” (1 Tim.
v. 17). Those in the lowest order, “that have used the office
of a Deacon well purchase to themselves a good degree.”
They have a claim to be advanced to a higher order in the
ministry. The theoretic teaching, so to say, in the Epistle to
the Ephesians, written during St. Paul’s first imprisonment,
directs a continuance of Pastors, “for the work of the min-
istry,” to go on to the end, “ till we all come unto the mecasure
of the stature of the fulness of Christ” (Ephes. iv. 12, 13).
This is now to be carried out into practical effect. In his
second and last imprisonment the Apostle, in his most solemn
anxiety for this, says to Timothy: “The things that thou hast
heard of me among many witnesses, the same commit thou to
faithful men, who shall be able to teach others also” (2 Tim.
ii. 2). As to Timothy, so to Titus was apostolic authority
given. “For this cause,” says the Apostle, “left I thee in
Crete, that thou shouldest set in order the things that are
wanting, and ordain elders in every city, as I had appointed
thee ” (L 5). It is true Titus was not permanently settled in
Crete. He was to come to Paul to Nicopolis, near Actium in
Epirus; and leaving the Apostle there, or afterwards in Rome,
he went to Dalmatia.

Timothy is most earnestly entreated to come to the Apostle
in Rome. He greatly desired to see his son in the faith once
more before he sank into the grave of the martyr. These
comings and goings are merely such as are common at all
times 1n the lives of public men discharging high and im-
portant duties. There is no difficulty from this—as far as I
can see—with regard to these men being permanently the
chief Pastors of these places.

The progress Church government had made as seen in these
Epistles suits exactly the state of things towards the close of
the life of St. Paul, when the Pastoral Epistles were written.
The names of Bishop and Presbyter are still interchangeable
for the second Order of the Ministry, as they were some years
before, when Paul addressed the elders of Ephesus. At the

1 The R.V. has, * gain to themselves a good standing.”
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middle of the second century, at which time Baur most auda-
ciously, as I have said, places the date of the Epistles, the
words Bishop and Presbyter were no longer convertible, but
the term Bisﬁop was used distinctly for the first Order.

The anxious clergyman remembers well that at the most
solemn time of his ordination the Ministers of religion were
called “to be messengers, watchmen, and stewards of the
Lord.” Prayerfully he reads once again what these Epistles
say of

III. The Qualifications for the Ministry.

Timothy is taught what qualities he was to require in the
Bishops or Presbyters, and in the Deacons whom he might
appoint, as is Titus who was to ordain elders in every city.
The spiritual character of such ministers was to be tested by
time, and by a continuance in well-doing. This is seen by the
very nature of the qualities named, as purity, sobriety,
hospitality, patience, and generosity. Nearly the same list of
virtues is put into the hands of Titus. A novice, or one lately
come into the Church, would not be suitable for these offices.
Forwardness and zeal, which then, as now, often marked the
novice, were not to take the place of the steady practice of
these virtues as seen by friend and foe.

While in the Epistles to Timothy the Bishop or Presbyter
must be apt to teach, in that to Titus he is to be able by sound
doctrine both to exhort and to convince the gainsayers @i 9).
The very centre of spiritual life is pointed to, for the teachers
were to be such as “call on the Eord out of a pure heart”
(2 Tim. ii. 22). Following righteousness and virtue Timothy
was to be ““an example of the believers in word, in conversa-
tion, in charity, in spirit, in faith, in purity ” (1 Tim. iv. 12).
With the shadows of his approaching end deepening on the
Apostle, he lays on Timothy, towards the end of his second
Epistle to him, the solemn charge : “ Preach the word ;” “ Do
the work of an evangelist;” that is of a Preacher of the Gospel.
No Order of the Ministry is here referred to, but a plain duty
is taught, incumbent on every order. This is well wrought
out in our Ordination Service, where the duty is most solemnly
impressed on the Bishop, as we know it is on the other two
Orders. )

Among the qualifications are found no counsels of perfection,
such as the celibacy of the clergy. At the same time the
Minister of the Gospel must be an example to the flock, as our
Ordination Service, following the spirit of these Epistles, most
impressively teaches. The resolute virtues then, as now, take
a high place. In no age of the Church is the character of the
Christian Minister complete in a dress of mere gentle inoffen-
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siveness. Moral courage, tempered with discretion, finds a
high place in the Minister at Ephesus. Surrounded there by
learning and culture, he was to “reprove, rebuke, exhort with
all longsuffering and doctrine” (2 Tim. iv. 2). The same
resolute spirit was to animate the Pastor among the less
cultivated mountaineers of Crete. He was to  rebuke them
sharply, that they may be sound in the faith” (Titus i 13).
Now, as then, the Minister’s office is the highest in dignity and
usefulness. The Apostle’s description of the qualifications for
it ought to encourage and elevate the Pastor amid his anxious
surroundings.

The Ordination Service most earnestly impresses on each
Order of the Ministry to be like watchmen, to “ ask for the old
paths, where is the good way, and to walk therein.” It most
solemnly requires unfeigned acceptance of all the Canonical
Scriptures of the Old and New Testament. The earnest Pastor,
whom we have represented to ourselves, has ever tried to give
to God of his very best. There is a call on him for very
various powers. In the morning of the day he sees before him
the management of schools, the 1nstructing of youth in religion ;
the reclaiming the intemperate, the visiting the sick and the
dying, the making visits to rich and poor, and the winning of
souls to Christ by the public preaching of the Gospel. Amid
duties so varied and difficult he keeps close to the great Book

of his study, the source of his teaching, and the standard
of doctrine.

IV. The Holy Scripture, his Rule.

So it has been from the first. The solemn exhortation to
Timothy was : “ Keep that which is committed to thy trust”
(1 Tim. vi. 20). “ Hold fast the form of sound words ” (2 Tim.
i. 13). Among the other qualities of the chief Pastor, as laid
down in Titus, he was to be ‘“holding fast the faithful word.”
The Pastor at Ephesus was to “give attendance to reading,”
that is of Scripture in public. He was to exhort and teach the
}geople out of it. At all times the earnest Pastor holds fast

y this rule of Faith. From it he is led himself to Christ.
His aim is, amid all doctrinal errors and viciousness of life
around him, so to instruct out of the Scriptures as to lead
to Him of Whom they testify. = Wherever his duties call him,
he makes the Scriptures reflect Christ, and thus he wins souls
to Him Who is our life.

V. The Pastor’s Strength.

In looking to the heavenly origin of his mission, and in
stirring up the “gift” that 1s in zElim, the anxious Minister
thinks less of his difficulties and more of his strength. The
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Pastor at Ephesus with his divine gift (ydpioua) was expected
to realize the expectations raised by prophetic utterance with
regard to him at the time of his appointment : “ Neglect not
the gift that isin thee” (1 Tim. iv. 14). “ This charge I commit
unto thee, son Timothy, according to the prophecies which
went before on thee, that thou by them mightest war a good
warfare.”

The men appointed in the spirit of the Apostle’s teaching
in these places were really a new power put into them, a salt
in a corrupt society, a light in a dark place. Their strength
was from without, as is ours from the Holy Ghost. The
pastor is not to forget the weighty words of his commission :
“Take thou authority to read the Gospel in the Church of
God ;” “ Take thou authority to preach the Word of God, and
to minister the Holy Sacraments in the congregation ;” words
spoken after the most earnest prayer for the Divine Spirit.

The weary man in a time of depression is not to forget that
his life is in One *Who is to supply him with all strength
according to the word : ““I can do all things through Christ
which strengtheneth me.” His heart is stirred, as was that of
Timothy, by being reminded to look on himself as a strong
man, as a good soldier of Jesus Christ. The strong athlete,
looking forward to be crowned, observes the Apostle’s wise
rule to strive lawfully—that is, within the rules of honour,
honesty, and truth. The appeal of the Apostle to him is to
live much in the future: “ Remember that Jesus Christ, of the
seed of David, was raised from the dead according to my gospel”
(2 Tim. ii. 8). Titus was to be “looking for that blessed hope,
and the glorious appearing of the great God and our Saviour
Jesus Christ ” (ii. 13). The arduous present, for which all the
pastor’s strength is needed, has ever been in sharp contrast
to the blessed future.

Seeing the giant strength of false teaching, a strong craving
may be felt for high intellectual gifts in the Master’s service.
Such, we are to remember, are bestowed at times few and far
between. One thing is quite certain, that pastoral strength
ever increases with advance in the S}iiritual Iife.

If not examples themselves, the lessons of the Pastors in
Ephesus and Crete would not be blessed to their flocks.
Titus was to be an example, not of ideal excellence and of
unattainable virtue, but of good works; and Timothy was to
be an example of the bel.ievers_“ in word, in conversation,. in
charity, in spirit, in faith, in purity ” (1 Tim. iv. 12). Holding
firmly with the one hand to the soundness of doctrine, for to
Titus it was said, “Continue thou in the things which thou
hast learned, and hast been assured of,” the man of God was
to hold on no less firmly with the other hand to purity of life,
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that he may be “throughly furnished unto all good works.”
Increase of strength will come with steady perseverance in
both. The Apostle who wrote the Pastoral Epistles is himself
an example of increasing strength. In his first imprisonment
St. Paul describes his spiritual state as one of progress; “for-
getting those things which are behind,” he was “reaching
forth unto those things which are before ” (Phil. iii. 13). In
his closing words in his second Pastoral Epistle to Timothy
the required strength had been supplied ; and this is surely a
great example to the anxious Pastor of whom I have spoken
all through. In the assurance of faith Paul was able to say :
“] am now ready to be offered, and the time of my departure
is at hand. I have fought a good fight, I have ﬁnislIJ)ed my
course, I have kept the faith; henceforth there is laid up for
me a crown of righteousness.”
THOMAS JORDAN.

Art, IIL—JANE AUSTEN.

OLOSE upon seventy years ago, on July the 24th, 1817, a

modest party of mourners separated to return to their
own homes, after consigning to earth, in the north aisle of
Winchester Cathedral, the remains of one who had been very
dear to each and all of them. Brothers grieved for her who
was their joy and pride; a sister returned to take up a desolate
life; the beloved niece and friend mourned a guide and coun-
sellor, doubly dear to her since her mother’s death.

Jane Austen died, as she had lived, unnoticed and un-
known, except by the narrow circle of friends and relations
among whom her lot was cast. She is the gainer for it in one
respect—if, indeed, the verdict of posterity can be gain to one
whom it has ceased to affect. All that she accomplished,
every jot and tittle of her work, are hers only. No Johnson
directed the bent of her genius, as he did for Madame d’Arblay ;
no father urged on the timid workings of a mind cultured and
trained by himself, as was the case with Maria Edgeworth.
There was not even the experience of an eventful ﬁife, the
intercourse with men of letters, or the interchange of thought,
which her sister novelists enjoyed in so high a degree, to help
her on the career she had chosen for herself.. Hers and
hers alone are the masterly conceptions clothed in words of
pregnant simplicity ; hers alone the observation and penetra-
tion which gave them birth. None can lay claim to a share
in the creation of that fame, the enjoyment of which she was
never fated to taste.
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Glance over her life flowing smoothly along in the home-
circle, and realize how great a genius it required to evolve
from that passionless, uninteresting existence, the materials
for any achievement worthy of more than a passing notice.

Jane Austen’s father was a country clergyman, with a con-
siderable family, living in a Hampshire vil age, not remark-
able for beauty, the or?iinary life of a respectable Englishman.
Money was not plentiful in the Austen family. All through
her letters runs the note of Jane’s economy, brought from her
parsonage home at Steventon; all through the letters, too,
runs the vein of the essentially commonplace, the only society
she ever knew. One wonders sometimes whether her heart
never longed for a wider sphere, where her talents could have
free scope, and her mind be cultivated. Now and then her
letters betray a touch of impatience or sadness, but rarely
even that. There is a cheerfulness in them which defies us
to sug ose her discontented, or repining at the fetters that
bound her.

Some lives are formed to struggle. Some natures hold
within themselves a force compelling them to wrestle with
the world and with their surrounding circumstances, until
they have burst their bonds, driven down the opposing forces,
and stand forth as victors from the fray., Such a nature was
Carlyle’s, such a life was Charlotte Bronté’s; such was not
either the nature or the life of Jane Austen. For her, the
quiet routine of family life held much that was delightful;
the occasional gaieties of a neighbouring town afforded her
unfeigned pleasure; the visits of friends brought variation to
the monotony of daily life. If we may presume to judge at
this distance of time, with the scanty materials at our disposal
from which to form an opinion, we should say that Jane
Austen never struggled. She was exempt from the passions
of a strong nature. It was a family saying, that “ Cassandra,”
the elder sister, “ had the merit of having her temper always
under command ; but that Jane had the happiness of a temper
that never required to be commanded.”

It was a large family and a cheerful one, with ramifications
not altogether easy to trace. The pages of her letters are
filled with references to Austens, Knights, Bridgeses, Leighs,
Leigh Perrots, Knatchbulls, and Lefroys, all related in a
greater or less degree to the party at Steventon, all requirmg
to be communicated with. The marriages of brothers an
cousins brought in fresh names and fresh interests, chainin
more closely to the home sphere the thoughts that shoul
have soared beyond it. Her letters are little else than chit-
chat of a kind suited to the poorest capacity—chit-chat such
as a girl of to-day writes for mere idleness’ sake to her acquaint-
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ance of a week’s standing. She herself was only too conscious
of the defect. More than once she recurs to the difficulty she
finds in spinning out a letter long enough to be worthy of the
grice, or the frank required in those days of heavy postage.
Still, there is an interest to us in her details of life in those
days, when the dinner-hour varied from 3.30 to 5, followed by
the wearisomely long evening, broken into by the welcomed
appearance of tea at 6.30, or the unusual intrusion of a chance
visitor ; when, after driving some eight miles to a ball, it
turned out a very poor affair of seven or eight couples, “ hardly
so large as an Oxfgrd smack,” or was considered a very good
ball “with seventeen couples standing up and sixty people

resent.” We learn how the long country-dances andP cotil-
Fions were succeeded by the “inferior” quadrilles, now long
since superseded in their turn; how the “laceman” came
round with his precious wares; how Sloane Street lay er-
tirely outside London, with many another characteristic
touch.

To the female mind there is some interest, too, in the hat
which cost a guinea, the cap at one pound sixteen, the checked
muslin at seven shillings the yard, and the three %air of silk
stockings just under twelve shillings the pair. But all this
hardly compensates us after wading through endless trifles of
health and household matters, of which the following, taken
at random, are very fair examples :

I am very grand indeed (she wrote) ; I had the Qignity of dropping out
my mother’s laudanum last night, I carry about the keys of the wine
and closet, and twice since I began this letter have had orders to give in
the kitchen. OQOur dinner was very good yesterday, and the chicken
boiled perfectly tender ; therefore I shall not be obliged to dismiss Nanny
on that account.

Yesterday was a very quiet day with us: my noisiest efforts were
writing to Frank, and playing at battledore and shuttlecock with
William—he and I have practised together two mornings and improve a
little ; we have frequently kept it up three times, and once or twice sia.

I really have very little to say this week, and do not feel as if I should
spread that little into the show of much. I am inclined for short

sentences.

I believe I put five breadths of linsey into my flounces. I know I
found it wanted more than I had expected, and that I should have been
distressed if I had not bought more than T believed myself to need for

the sake of the even measure.

Nor can we get up any excitement on the subject of the
health of dear Eliza, Tom, Elizabeth, Edward, or Harriot.
Even the marriage of Miss J to the “ cross, jealous, selfish,
and brutal” Mr. G ; the Miss Blackford, who was very
agreeable ; the Miss Holwell, who belonged to the Black Hole
of Calcutta ; and the proceedings of Digweeds and Lyfords,
fail to amuse us. Yet such was the monotonous domesticity
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of her daily life, varied by the occasional visit or ball, which
were her greatest sources of interest.

In short, Jane Austen’s life may be summed up in a single
sentence. She was Dorn at Steventon, on December 16,
1775 ; removed with her family to Bath, in 1801; removed
again, after her father’s death in 1805, to Chawton Cottage,
near Alton, in 1809 ; and finally died at Winchester in 1817.

Expand the life-history as you will, there is little to be gained
from it. Her letters, numerous as they are, give us but scant
help. Probably the chief episode in her life was the visit to
Bath, although even here we find but little mention of any
mixing in general society, still we trace the effect of it in
her works. During the four years in Bath she wrote nothing,
but she was storing up materials for the succeeding years of
leisure. Bath, with its pump room, theatre and assembly
rooms, its squabbles, its rank and fashion, were fair play for
her critical observation. No doubt she enjoyed a full insight
into them all from her place as an outsider.

But if her life as shown in her letters was dull to the eye of
an outsider, and possibly not altogether satisfactory to herself, it
was viewed in a very different light by those who were brought
into personal contact with her. Her brightness and cheerful-
ness, the fond care with which she surrounded those whom
she loved, her readiness to amuse and to be amused, made her
the centre of the circle. To her brothers and their wives, and
more especially to her nephews and nieces, she was the object
of a fond affection. The younger generation of Austens—Ilike
the Trevelyans of later days with Macaulay, could scarcely
realize that the aunt who played with them, laughed over their
stories and sympathized with their troubles, wrote them absurd
letters or joking advice, was anything more than just “ Aunt
Jane,” important to;them, and to no one beyond. The family in
general, while entertained by her novels and thoroughly
interested in them, never really understood the talent which
showed itself in them, or gave their author credit for more than
an excellent understanding. The gossi]ily neighbourhood,
probably, never vouchsafed her novels a thought. To them
the secret would not have been entrusted.

Such was Jane’s home life ; a life which, in most women,
would have extinguished every spark of talent or latent fire of
genius. Yet out of these very materials she built the fabric
of her fame. “The inimitable Jane,” as Lord Brabourne
delights to call her, was as inimitable here as even he could
wish. She used just what lay to her hand ; the trivial minute-
ness of daily life, the petty struggles of spinsters striving after
the forbidden sweets of matrimony, the checks and counter-
checks of scheming mothers—all are there to the life,
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Novels are the outcome of our modern society. Unknown
among the ancients or the populations of the middle ages,
they have grown since the beginning of the eighteenth century
with a gigantic growth. The old Greek plays were the
relazxatton of a nation of warriors. Our modern novels are the
occupation of a large portion of English men and women. The
eighteenth century saw their birth and their rise; it has
remained for the nineteenth century to aid, while it witnesses,
their degradation. Richardson, Fielding, and Smollett might
present to us coarse and disagreeable pictures of life: at least
they were vigorous in word and powerful in effect. They
wrote for a smaller circle, consisting of men, and their books
were accordingly fitted for masculine perusal only. In our day,
every man or woman of mediocre capacity conceives him or
her self possessed of sufficient talent to give a novel or two to
the world, and the result is that we are inundated by volumes
of what we can only call in the most euphonious terms at our
command—Iliterary trash. Over this refuse heap of literature the
young girls of our day are permitted, nay, expected to range at
will, till they turn from the evil-flavoured food, filled to repletion
with its poison. Very few novels are simply neuter—very
few things in this world stand purely on the borderland
between right and wrong. In some one point they overste
the boundary, and what might have been simply foolis
becomes positively evil. So it is with hundreds of books, the
outcome of idle hours, self-conceit, a love of notoriety, or,
worst of all, the terrible love of money. That there are good
novels, and good novelists, no one in their sober senses will
attempt to deny. Refinement, nobility of character, heroism,
resolution, perseverance, chivalry towards women, modesty in
women, are the lessons taught by some writers in some novels,
taught moreover to some minds which would simply turn aside
from more serious works and miss entirely the good they
unconsciously imbibe from these novels.

After all, life has its play-time as well as its working-time.
It is not fair upon a youthful mind to demand of it a constant
strain, nor is it wise to leave it entirely without resource in its
leisure hour. Youth demands amusement as its right. Many
a girl finds in anovel the safety valve for pent-up enthusiasm,
the occupation for a busy or an inquiring character. It is not
safe to d%ny them the vent for their feelings, lest they prey
upon themselves until the repressed desires find a sudden
outlet and the stream overflows all the bounds which should
have confined it. Such cases are far from rare.

Without doubt, the novelist’s position is a responsible one.
Here it is that Jane Austen shines forth from among the crowd
of lesser lights as one of the pioneers who opened out for a

H2



100 Jane Austen.

later generation fresh scenes and fresh pleasures, while keeping
strictly in view the grave duties inseparable from the novelist’s
vocation. ToJane Austen belongs the honour of having first
created the novel of the home life : Miss Burney, Miss Ferrier,
Mrs. Radcliffe, and the numerous minor writers early in our
century, are all her inferiors in this respect. Their characters
are from the beaw idéal ; hers are lifelike. True, it may be said
that ¢ Evelina” opened out before women the possibility of a
new profession, and in a manner therefore may lay claim to a
share in the production of “ Mansfield Park,” “ Emma,” and
“ Pride and Prejudice.” But there all obligation towards Miss
Burney ends. Jane Austen struck out a Tine of her own, for
which we must ever be grateful to her. She, as a woman,
wrote for men and women the details of daily life, just as they
passed day by day before her eyes, just as they will continue to
pass before our eyes and those of our descendants.

Let us consider the position in which the art of novel-writing
stood, when “Pride and Prejudice ” lay completed in her press.
The male novelists of the eighteenth century have been already
considered : “ Evelina ” and “ Camilla *’ were the only novels of
note besides, and had been {)ublished eighteen and fourteen
years previously, respectively. Miss Edgeworth and Mrs.
Radcliffe, if we may be forgiven for coupling the names, had
not begun their career. “ Waverley” and “ Guy Mannering”

peared only when all the novels but ¢ Persuasion” were
Fready in being. Charlotte Bronté and George Eliot are again

a
a
products of a later school. What Jane Austen did, she originated
and did for herself.

The high honour in which her novels were held by men of
the most opposite character and opinions shows us something
of the value which we may be safe in attaching to them.
Macaulay reckoned her as one out of the two novelists of his
acquaintance who surpassed Miss Burney; and the sayings of
Mrs. Norris and Mrs. Bennet were a proverb in the family at
Clapham. He cherished for years the purpose of writing either
an article or a comprehensive memoir upon her. Southey and
Miss Mitford, S. T. Coleridge and Guizot, W. Whewell and
Sydney Smith, combine in tlgleir praise of her. Whately has
left his tribute to her memory in the article written, after her
death, in the Quarterly Review for 1821. But perhaps the

eatest testimony to her talents is that so generously rendered
to her by Sir Walter Scott, himself the most gifted novelist of
the day. In addition to his early article in the Quarterly for
1815, we have the following notice in his journal for March
14, 1826.

“Read again,” he says, “and for the third time at least,
Miss Austen’s very finely written novel of ‘ Pride and Preju-
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dice’ That young lady had a talent for describing the in-
volvements and feelings and characters of ordinary hife which
is to me the most wonderful I ever met with. The Big Bow-
wow strain I can do myself like any now going; but the ex-
quisite touch, which renders ordinary commonplace things
and characters interesting, from the truth of the description
and the sentiment, is denied to me. What a pity such a
gifted creature died so early I

The periods of her writings divide themselves into two dis-
tinct portions; ¢ Pride and Prejudice,” “ Sense and Sensi-
bility,” and “ Northanger Abbey ” were written at Steventon,
between 1796 and 1801. Then followed a long period of
sterility. It was not until she was again settled in the country
at Chawton Cottage that she resumed her pen, beginning
“ Mansfield Park ” in 1811, after ten years of silence. Her
novels, let it be remembered, were all written in the general
sitting-room, in the midst of the family bustle, and with the
household cares weighing upon her mind.

The first thing that strikes us in these books is that they
are essentially women’s books, and as evidently a woman’s
work. The heroines are the characters par excellence intended
to call forth our sympathies. They fill the largest space in
the stories, while the woes or joys of the heroes are entirely
subordinated to theirs. We have, in short, the woman’s point
of view. The scene never shifts for a moment, even in “ Pride
and Prejudice,” to the hero’s home and the hero’s difficulties;
we never meet him face to face or en téte-d-téte. When he is
alone he is left to shift for himself as best he may, and we
hear nothing of him. So soon as he appears in company
with the heroine he takes his proper position, or we may
perhaps be reminded of his existence by an incidental letter.
But before and after the interview we see the heroine only;
we are called upon to take a share in her enthusiasms or in-
decisions, her resolution or her despair. The gentleman dis-
appears from the scene, and we learn only by chance, because
the lady herself must be informed, what has transpired during
his absence. Very naturally, it follows that the heroes are
inferior to the heroines. The quick-witted, sensitive Elizabeth,
and the loving, refined Jane Bennett are far above the reserved
Darcy and good-humoured Bingly. Anne Elliot, with her
self-control, Jeaves Captain Wentworth behind her. Catherine
Morland’s impulsive nature interests us, where Henry Tilney’s
character is almost a blank. Emma stands alone in her glory.
It is the same with the disagreeable characters. Sir Walter
Elliot cannot for a moment be compared with Mrs. Bennett
without losing infinitely in the process. Mrs. Norris throws
General Tilney into the shade. Eerhaps the only instance of
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even moderate resemblance is to be found in Mr. Woodhouse
and the immortal Miss Bates; but even here we are forced to
give the palm to the lady for garrulity and inconsequence.

The characters are well carried out, so that one is forced to
own at every turn that however much surprised one may have
been by what was said or done, it was, after all, exactly what
might have been expected under the circumstances. Even
the bores bore one inimitably well. We are not delivered over
to the long harangues of “Poor Peter,” or repeated pedantry
of the “ Antiquary.” And yet we realize quite sufficiently for
our own comfort that Miss Bates, for instance, was not the
most sensible of womankind. Take the following example.
Miss Bates came across the street to invite Emma and her
friend Harriet Smith to hear the new piano, at the request of
Mr. Frank Churchill :

Miss Bates loquitur—

“Oh,” said he, “wait half a minute till I have finished my job :” for,
would you believe it, Miss Woodhouse, there he is, in the most obliging
manner in the world, fastening in the rivet of my mother’s spectacles.
The rivet came out, you know, this morning ; so very obliging! For my
mother had no use of her spectacles—could not put them on. And,
by the bye, everybody ought to have two pairs of spectacles; they
should indeed. Jane said so. I meant to take them over to John
Saunders the first thing I did, but something or other hindered me all the
morning ; first one thing, then another, there is no saying what, you
know. At one time Patty came to say she thought the kitchen chimney
wanted sweeping. ‘Oh,’ said I, ‘ Patty, do not come with your bad news
to me. Here is the rivet of your mistress’s spectacles out.” Then the
baked apples came home ; Mrs. Wallis sent them by her boy ; they are
extremely civil and obliging to us, the Wallises, always. I have heard
some people say that Mrs. Wallis can be uncivil and give a very rude
answer, but we have never known anything but the greatest attention
from them. And it cannot be for the value of our custom now, for what
is our consumption of bread, you know—only three of us ? Besides, dear
Jane, at present—and she really eats nothing—makes such a shocking
breakfast ; you would be quite frightened if you saw it.”

And so on, through a series of several subjects more, until—

“ What was I talking of ?” said she, beginning again when they were
all in the street. ‘I declare I cannot recollect what I was talking of.
Oh, my mother’s spectacles. So very obliging of Mr. Frank Churchill.
¢ Oh,’ said he, ¢ I do think I can fasten the rivet; I like a job of this kind
excessively.” Which, you know, showed him to be so very Indeed I
must say that, much as I had heard of him before, and much as I had
expected, he very far exceeds anything——1I do congratulate you, Mrs.
Weston, most warmly. He seems everything the fondest parent could—
¢ Oh, said he, ‘I can fasten the rivet. I like a job of that sort excessively.’
I never shall forget his manner.”

And so on, and so on, through three pages and a half of
closely printed matter.

This no doubt is fooling, but then it is admirable fooling,
and we are not worried to death by it. The truth is, with
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regard to all the women in her novels, Jane Austen takes us
behind the scenes. We see their characters not only as they
appeared to the world at large, but as they looked when viewed
by the side-lights of family criticism.

She knew her sex thoroughly in its outward manifestations
of whims and fancies, and its surface-touches of feeling. If
the actual plot of the various stories be analysed it will yield
little or no interest. All that excites and amuses us is really
the result of her accurate representation of the personalities
who played their part on the stage. The little country village
of Highbury, with only five families as its select circle, and
one outsider of interest, still delights us, when we “ come ac-
quainted ” with the inhabitants. Emma, spoilt by her posi-
tion, taking upon herself to make matches for all her acquaint-
ance, and to spoil the life of her “charming little friend,”
shows a constant play of character. Her incipient love for
Frank Churchill, the Dixon intrigue, her dislike of Jane Fair-
fax, together with her care for her old latitudinarian father,
all carry out the description which greets us at the head of
the opening chapter:

Emma Woodhouse, handsome, clever, and rich, with a comfortable
home and happy disposition, seemed to unite some of the best blessings
of existence ; and had lived nearly twenty-one years in the world with
very little to distress or vex her-. . . . The real evils, indeed, of Emma’s
situation were the power of having too much her own way, and a disposi-
tion to thinka little too well of herself : these were the disadvantages which
threatened to alloy herjmany enjoyments. The danger, however, was at
present so unperceived, that they did not by any means rank as mis-
fortunes with her.

So it is always. “Mansfield Park” is the history of two
families living almost entirely in the country, and the scene
rarely changes, because Jane Austen is almost independent of
scene. The world around becomes of small importance, since
it is all centred in the persons of her heroes and heroines and
their belongings. She pretends to nothing extraordinary in
them. They are very commonplace, everyday kind of people.
“No one who had ever seen Catherine Morland in infancy
would have supposed her born to be a heroine. The Mor-
lands . . . were in general very plain, and Catherine, for many
years of her life, as plain as any. She had a thin, awkward
tigure, a sallow skin without colour, dark lank hair, and strong
features.” This is very plain speaking, and is not much im-
proved by the lapse of years. “Almost pretty ” is the only
epithet that even a fond mother can use in describing her
cEild. But they all combine to be so witty, so charming,
withal so natural, that we like them in spite of themselves.

Tlcre is a brilliancy in the writing of the novels, and a
total absence of novel-slang, to which she had a great objec-
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tion. Writing to a young relation, who had submitted to her
a maiden effort, she says, referring to the phrase, ““a vortex
of dissipation,” “I do not object to the thing, but I cannot
bear the expression ; it is such thorough novel-slang, and so
old that I dare say Adam met with it In the first novel that
he opened.”

Of her humour it is impossible to give adequate examples
in short extracts. Her aﬁ)usions are so bound up with the
rest of the story as to be inseparable from it. They have too
fine a point to bear the disseverance. But of her shrewd ob-
servation a few instances must be given. Thus:

‘Where people wish to attach, they should always be ignorant. To
come with a well-informed mind is to come with an inability of adminis-
tering to the vanity of others, whic