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king's tomb removed to make way for the bufial of |

a greater. There, a_heap of pm!_cen_ stones are
ragments of tha monuments and chantries destroyed
< wdolatrous {n"finatical imés. ° A confiised collec:
ion in a corner of caryed and -gilded scraps of
taster and ¥ood- represénts the pomp of heraldic
wrnament at the funeral of a duke or-a general.

- ety

Nothing Is Jost that has once {ound its wayinto the |

Church ; and the storehouse has ample room for
everything worth preserving, as well as for much
nat has ceased to interest the people of this gen:
vration.

The ascent is made by various flights of stairs.
une of these opens on the cast aisle of the cloister,
«;0s¢ 10 the entrance of the Chapter-house. When
ke ancient Church of the Confessor was supersed-
vd by the more magnificent building of Henry IIL.,
e cloisters though they abutted on the new
-ound-plan of the western aisle of 1he south tran-.
«pt, were not removed, and the Poet's Corner is
ths defrauded of us full proportions.  The cloister
i much lower than the wsle would have Leen in its
place; and aver it is the muniment room, with its
won bound coffers. The triforium is another flight
zhove, and the winding stair is steep, slippery and
dark.  When at length we’ stand on the red brick
yavenent and look around, e are Surpris'ed to oh-
serve the great size of the chamlier which inter-
venes between'the top of the vaulting below and
ii:e timbers of the reof above.  Nothing gives a bet-
wr idea of the vasthess, of the building than to see

greatness of its  minorsparts, The pavement,
which only dates from the _tme of Wren, becomes
Lwre Irregular as we turn into the triforium of the
It conceals the “pockets’” of the vauiting,
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receptacles prabably filled with fragrants of the stat-
wes and altars  displaced’at the Reformation, At
the further end. inthe south tower, overthe Abbot's
Chapel or baptistry, the floor was of wood. Onits
teing removed, the remains of Torregiano’s images
it terra-cotta, for the decoration of the altar in Hen-
rv VILs Chapel, were found.  They indicate rather
han prove the magnificence of the whole sttucture ;
are broken into such minute picees that the un-
flurts of several antiquaries have so far failed
w make up a single complete figure.  Among them
is the “torso” of a splendidly modelled statue of the
dead Saviour, and beautiful are the feet of the an-
wuls of the canopy.  This altar, which was engrav-
«d by Sanford as the wonument of Edward V1.,
was destroyed in 1643 by one Sir Robert Harlow,
who deserves Lo go doven to posterity with Frostrat-
us and Lloyd. Some portions, identified at Oxford
among the Arundel marbles of Mr. Aliddleton,
have been recently restored to their place, but it is
w Lic feared that the terra-cotta {fragments in the
wiforium are beyond repair.  The chamber over
e vaulting of the Abbot’s Chapel, i which they
were found, was that occupicd, it is said, Ly Brad-
<haw, President of the High Court of Justice which
condetmed Charles I The Deancry, with which
by a scparate staircase this part of the triforiom
communicates, was granted to Bradshaw, who died
moitin 1655, Constant tradition avers that he
actually died in this very room, a room which cer-
winly was at some period used as a lodging, for it
<omains a fire place of Late Perpendicular work.
Hence, along the triforiim; his restless spinit walks
un the nigits of the joth January and tie 2zd
November; and in truthi'a more  ghostly-luoking
corier than this would be difficult to imagine.
Littl2 cherubs peep. out here and there from hehind
the marble pancakesremoved from'the montiment
below of Admiral Tyrrell,
woeden obelisks removed in 1775 from the entrance
10 the choir, 'where] dccording to. Dar§view, they
s:00d onthe-summit of tall classical gateposts. - A
libel on one of them attributes the carving to Gib-
bons, but this aseription is more than doubtful.
In those parts of the triforium which are over the
apsidal chapels some curious collections have been
formed. A buttress of Henry VIL’s Chapel long
concealed a window - here, and in it have been
found some. panels of original glazing of the thir-
teenth century, beéing among the most -ancient and
complete examples of the kind left. The
Cifferent from most of the modern glass:

w5 o (To'becontinued,)
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THE “INVISIBLE" CHURCH
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The ordinary Protestant 1dca of the
Church’ jsthat it is,” first of all, and_in;i St
vssentialaspect, a, community. of souls not Bausd
‘ogethﬁr'f'.ﬁﬂ;'ény:bnt}m’r.ﬁfl organism, and  therefore:
invisible tg the,eye, of sepse—a degmocjacy, of
spirits cap;f%‘l_'h ofﬂ)ei%g IiCO'pi}‘e_E onlfd btl)’g\\alfu
sceing Oné’ * Thé Sigafiization of ady pottion of
these into-a_community, having a -place’in time-and:
space, is a;secondary.-idea,. and .resuits .in- a “de-
nomination,” which may..exist. or cease ta. exist
without any eflect upon  the integrity.of the “in-
visible”-Churgh,, " -7 7 e
Tre ninetédnth™article of that' formulary knowh’
as the “Thirty-Nine Articles,"‘speaks of the “visible’*
ChurchrdfrChifist bl it- does trot:thereby lend:us
to infer that-¢lie invisiblé Church is othet thai that’
portion of the visible Church iwhiehi has passed oitt
of our sight ‘ithrough. the grave and gate of.death.”
If it be objectéd that the article seems. to inf¢
idea of particular bodies, less than a Ca

olic or<

Ciose by arp: two{:
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its second clause, where it speaks of “the Church of
Jerusalem, the Church of alexandria. and Antioch,”
“algo the. Church.of Ropwe,” shows that the only
divisions conterdfldted- by the article are such as
exercise their functions under national or patriarchal
hmits, within the pale of the One, Holy, Catholic,
and Ayposiolic Church.

Butsuppose we concede the “invisible” 1heory
as describing the state of things at the outstart of
Christianity.  Let us contemplate it as a purely
spiritual order, without power or outward expres-
sion, realizing, though in a different sense from that
which our Lord designed to convey by the words.

vation.”

Nevertheless it was inevitable that this invisible
entity should eventually manifest itself in a visible
form : a proposition which no une will be disposed
to gainsay. Moreover; this development into his-
toric ‘objectivity must have been conducted under
the influence of the same mighty Agent by Whom
the spiritual Jife of individual members of Christ
wis begun, by the Holy Ghost. A Lutheran
theologian (Van-Qosterzee) says : “I'repared for by
the theocracy of the Old Covenant, and more cs-
peciatly by the coming and work of Christ, it (the
Chiirch) dates from the first Christian Pentecost,

the Holy Ghost”

But what was the law or methad which the
Spirit guitded his creative energics by, when He
thus gave extergal form to the invisible Church ?
MWas that law of % nature 1o produce in the varliest
age such a condition of things, with respect to out-
ward organizations, as is presented by modern Pro-
testant Christianitp?  Were there as many  de-

nominations?  Was the idea of unity regarded as
sufiiciently  illustrated by professed  agreement

respecting a few things and scctarian controversy
and division respecting many other things? Did
Antioch contain two or three kinds of Preshyerians,
five or six kinds of Baptists, four or five kinds of
Methodists, one *kind of Swedenborgians, and four
kinds of Reformed Episcopabans ?

We would that it might be deeply impresscd
upon the mind and conscience of Christian people
in,this age of division and consequent unbelicf, that
the Jaw of the Spirit's Tentecostal power was unto
organic unity. The Church of the Haly Ghost
was visibly ene.  “When the day of Pentecost was
fully come, they were ALL with uNE accord in oNE
Place = “The’ &me day there were added unto
them abotut three thousand souls.”  “And the Lord
added to The Church daily such as should be saved.”

‘I'hat was not denominationalism, certainly ! On
the contrary, the invisibility which we just now
cconceded, for the sake of argument, scems to have
passcd out of existence, and the spiritual organism
15 identical with the Church of *the Moly Ghost,
visible, capable of numerical measurgment, having
a creed and communion (“the Apostles’ doctrine
and fellowship”), sacraments (baptism ‘and the
“breaking of bread”), a form of worship (“the
prayers”), and a place to meet in (“conlimiing
daily with one accord in the temple”).

Visible unity, then, was the character stamped |
upon the Church of the Holy Ghost. The “invis-
ible™ -flikory: 15" untrue. © Denominationalism is_ a
blunder "and a sin, contrary to the’ mind of the
Spirit; to the rational mind of man, to the teaching
of the Scriptures, and to the better instinets of the
“Christiap-conscience when it is permitied to speak
its rdal cofivictions, -+ -/ o
The visible unity of Christs disciples is the'most
spiritual conception of the. Church.”  Denomina-
'tionalismr is carnality. - It.is a surrender to the
Tower nibtives, the divisive atid disintegrating forces,
which assert themselves when “the frints of the
Spirit” begin -to disappear from the Church. St
Paul could not speak to the Christians of Corinth
“as uinto spiritual,” and why? “For ye are yet
carnal”  That was St. Paul's indictment, and he
follows it up by specific testimony. “For whereas
there is among you envying, and strife, and divi-
sions, are ye not camal, and walk as men?  Lor
while gne saith, I am of Paul; and another, I am
of Apallos ; are ye not carnal 7 “Now [ beseech

* you, brethren, by the name of our Lord Jesus

'Christ, that ye all speak the same thing, and that

‘| there be no divisions {Greek, sekisms) among you,

but that ye _b'éfpe.'rﬁsﬂy joined tegether in the same
mind dnd in theSadne judgmeut?” :

The 4iivikible” theory is a novelty. It was the
logical ontcome of the mistake of those who. under-
téok to organize Protestants according to a method
fthoroughly contradictory of tzat which the Holy
Ghost emplayed on the day of Pdrecot. = 'The’
‘SCrip_t_qu uginform}y speak of 2h¢ Church. 'To he
Scripruralent yet denominational, it Was necessary
to. ‘put: 3. new.meaning into the words. *““The
Church” .must be made to indicate the invisible
unity of all those who in different Churches are one
in Christ, * Never before were those who were ane
in Chiist petitiénéd off into different' Churches. It
Wii§ d' sad error:” There is but obe remedy-—=the
Teturniof all.‘Christians to the visible unity. of the’
Churchiof the Holy Ghost as established at Pente-
cost and:continued; to the présemt.time by. perfect:
and unbroken: continuity of historic. existence.
G speed.the day | B
“Neither; pray I for these (Apostles) alone, but.
Yot them™ also ‘which shall believe on -me ‘thioigh

%ﬁ word, that they all may 5:: ,one;;.iis Thou
\dther,\agt i 1he] and I in Him, that they also.may
be one?:x us, that the world mr:gfbél
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ganism, the otgi;ction is -admjtted ;- byt it i con:
inded B REFABA bt “cilereat
tions” are not ‘denommation_q_"r.,' ' dern
sense of the word, The langtfige 'of the‘aticle,"in
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ieve thdt Thout
hast sent me."—ZLiving Church.
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that “the kingdom of Gon cometh net with obscr-

and is in the full sense of the word @ creation of |
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Tie colpmme of THE CHUReK GUARDIAN 20i7d
be frecly open to all whe may wish to use thom, no
ANy Sohal the writer’s vicies or opinions way be;
but ohjectionable persomal lengunge. or dodries
CORPary & ie el wadestood feaciine of the
Cirierch, wilé ot be adinitted.

NOWERARD o0 WONERARL
(To the Paliters of the ¢ bk Guanliana)
Stis—When i the Temple Churely, London, a

few weeks ago, my attention was called to the 73
Dewr which s painted around its walls, Qu en-
quiring ot the verger, 1 was infurmed that, though
the letiering was madern, it was copied, or painted
over the ancient text. the 21st verse reading, “fac
<oootws o ogloriy semerari” Reading subse-
guently o the Picton Library, Liverpool, “The
Baok of Wymns of the Ancient Chureh of Ireland.”
edited by D Lodd, the Tollowing words oceur in an
ancient 7¢ Dewm o “Frernmn fie cum sanctis s
glori;uu menerard, &c., while fna note the leamad
editor says: “The common text, as given i the
Roman Breviary, and translated in the Fnglish
I'rayer Book, is——* Eterna e cum sanctis tus in
glavia wamerars, ‘Make them to e mwmpered with
Thy saints in glory everlasting.”  But B, (Muratori's
Edition of the Antiplonary of Bougor,) and all
copics of the 7o Devam which 1 have scen in any
M= older than the 36th cemury, have *Eterna fac
cum sanctis tuis {Murator omits “tuis') gloria mune-
rari,’ or tin (or cum glorid munerari,” which the old
English Versions published by Mr, Maskell render,
“Make hem to be rewmndid with thi seynlis: in
blisse, with everlastinge glorie,” (Wenur Rif. 5. 14,
or, “Make hem o be rewanded with thi sevintis in
cudeles isse,” (2647 230, 232) 1 and every one
acquainted with the black letter writing of the 1 5th
century will at onee see how casily mwnerars may
be mistaken for semerari, CThat munerant is the
trie reading can scarcely, 1 think, admit of a doubt,
but ternam and giorian are certainly corrupt, and
scarcely make sense. We ought, evidently, to read
cderna and goria, as m Muratorl. 1t is also clear
that the Knghish Praver Book and older versions
have misinterpreted this passage by the insertion of
the word ‘themy—“make them,” &c.—for the con-
struction plainly is : *Quos redemisti fac munerari,’
and the verse “Whom Thou hast redeemed’ ought
therefore 1o he “tonneeted with that which follows,
not with that which precedes : *We therefyre pray
Thee help Thy servants ; make Thou to be rewarded
with Thy saints; in glory cverlasting, those whom
Thou hast redeemed with ‘Thy preciows  Blood,' -
Baniel says : ‘Procul dubio in hae vocs' { marerari )
lenes  seripturam antiquissiniin ot genuinam,
Nudrgrari primuny occurrit in Brev, lalis, v, e in
printed at Ventee in that year,) vt [ thy these
letters he refers w the Mewres a lusage v Lengres,
printed at I'royes without a date,} “Scevlo decimo
stxto eeclesia Romana in cjus modi fitibus inteedum
tatisensa recentioren scripturam in textum recepit,
“loc it

"1 15 evident. therefore, from the above quotation,
that.we liave adopted a wrong reading in our trans-
lation of tle venerable Hymn of Praise.

BrNgasus TLHL Maveock.

Severn Parish, Md,, U.S.A., August 5, 1881,

1S CHRIST DIVIDED?
5 A Tothe Bditors of the Chureh Guardian.)
. Sies,~The suggestion that ncighloring religious
bodies should he treated with respect and affection
has -elitited o, different response from  that whicl-
was eéxpected..  lixtreme sentiments of intolerance
and sdenial - of their position as Clirches have
followed. -:, The Baptists have received more the
bty of - attack than others—the caricature of Bap:
tist opinions by “Quzero” in the GuaRDpIAN of 3oth
June—=Dbeing the fatest outcome ; a caricawure your
correspondent will regret, on better consideration,
As well might one quote the rabid and intolerant
views of a noted advocate of Apostoiical succes-
sion~the celebrated Dodwell, and take them as
representing “Queero’s” principles.
—*None hut the Bishop can unite us to the Father
and the Son; whence it will further foliow that

‘of the Church on earth, and particularly from the -
visible commuhien of the Bishop, must conse-

Church on carth: and. not only so, but from the,
wvisible communion of the holy Angels and saifits
in - heaven, and, which is mare, from Christ ‘and
Gop “himsell: ®* * * [t is one of the most:

damned that'they are banished from the presence
of -the-Lord and from the glory of His power. The
same s their condition who are dis-tinited from
Christ By being dis-united froms His visible repre-
sentative.” Eoe s A
‘1.would say to “Quzero,” the canon of Sérifture
is ot .under discussion. He knows well that his-
tory’is;called in to support” distinctly opposite pro- -
and sad would jtbe if so_broken and - tattered g*
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“I see plainly,” :said the incomparable Chilling

Franc. annui 1495, (7 e, a Franciscan DBreviary, -
1935, 2

whoever are dis-united from the visible communion

dreddful aggravations of the condition of the

1 have been a liberal Churchman,

Dodwell says ::-

quently b dif-united from the whole visible Catholi~]

positions. in respect to thie canon-of the Seripturés, - |

‘Yebd a5'hldddry ware all wé relied on in this regard.” v

warth, “and with mine own cyes that there w
popes against popes, councils against counails.,
some Fathers against others, the same Fathers
against thewselves, a consent of Fathers of one
age against a consent of Fathers of another age.
the Chureh of one age against the Church of ano-
ther age™ I this “confusion worse confounded”
of Gble tradition and contradiction, how ¢an we
find selnd ground?

Do we not know that Church: history is dragged
in {o attempt 1o prove the worst doginas of the
Romish Churcli, and used also by cach subdivision
af Christendom i support of its pecaliar aned dis-
tinctive dactrines ? - “Quero’s™ proposition, thei.
that histary must be admitted 1o sustain his views
of what Constitutes., exclusively, “the Chuarch,” he-
callse we nse it as faras we may ind it helptul in
reference to the canon of Seviptire, is not adissi
Ble. Yot it may by conceded that when history is
even as approsunalely agreed wpon the question,
whiclis *rue Church™ as it is upon the Scriptures,
then, and not till then, the pertinence of your cor-
respondent’s closing question may be acknowledy-
wd,

Tn the meantime, we wonld do well 1o heed the
kindly words of eur Jaie visitor from the diocese of
Albany—though we may not all agree with him in
some points of lis able sermon, “Ihe cffor
tind out points of agreement rather than to dwell
an points of difference, to constivet with patiency
frout such foundations gy we have in common, ra-
ther than to war down with vialence the denials, is
the Christianlike and the Apostelic way.”  To the
same effect is the very recent action ol the Bishop
of Liverpool, (Fnglamd), who ias addressed aletter
of friendly  congratulation o the President of the
Wesleyan: Conference, and opened his house to
some of the leading members of the Conference,

Pernve permission to add a word in reference o
“Layman's™ last letter. 1 objeet to his climinating
the torce ol the Archbishop of Canterbury's words.
which were, that the differences of the several
Christian - denominations “saN® INTO  INSTENIFI
caNee under the cireunistances he was considering.
P did not intimate that the ceclesinstical head of
the English Church preferred the Church polity of
the Preshyterians, but it is evident he saw in that
Church a factor of importance in e work of pro-
claiming Christ, and deemed its work worthy of
recognttion, and its ministry possessed of anthority
ta evangelize the warld—the exact point of view in
which the present writer desires to hold ather Chyis-
tian  denominations.  In - comparison with Ui
liberal and Christian judgment of the highest prelue
in England-—a view emphasized by recent encom-
iums by the same bishop wpon the memory of the
beloved Stanley (foremost of liberal and largemingd-
ed Churchmen), how wide is the contrast with thase
who- Hling opprobious epithets a1t non-episcopal
Churches, who describe thens as in schism—deny
‘the authority and validity of their acts and orders,
und relegate them to the uncovenanted mercics of
Gon!

“Layman® thinks that if Saint Paul were her
ta-day, and one said, T am a Baptist, and another,
Fam a Mcthadist, the Apestle would rebuke them
as carnal. 1L is possible for any one of us o know
the Apostle’s mind as well as another, and my
thought of the matter is, that if he ware with us to-
day, and heard one say, 1am an Episcopalian in
the sense of  climipg-that all others were schisma-
tics with no al‘ﬂhérﬁy; 0 minister in Christ’s name.
a stern rebuke would not be withheld by the Apos-
tle whase wozds—Phillippians i, 1§— prove him lo

Tt doubtless is “Layman's” sincerity of convic-
tion that makes him assume as granted the very
point which is in controversy, namely, that there is
no authority outside of Apostolic Succession ; Lut
he must concede, that in holding the converse of
that opinion, others are as sincere and as firmly en-
trenched in their convictions as he can possibly he.
With the great preponderance of Protestant Chris-
tendom opposed to the idea of sxelusive autharity
residing in_iGpiscopacy, with scholars of unequalled
ability against it, with our.gwn Church by formulary
in the past, ;admitting the oppésite view—with ail
this body of opposile thought, I suggest that “Lay.
man’s” assumption is, to say the least, but ‘beating
the air, ' ’

“As to Unity; if, as claimed by “Layman,”. the
Rotiish ‘and’;Greek Chuwrches) with their deadly
errors and perversions of théfruth, possess to the
full that autBority and true mjpistry which he denies
the existenge of i non-Epifcopal ' Churches,” the
unity he daims. for ' the fApostolic . Suceession
Church is agnockery and-a’myth,for its - different
branches afe-.confessedly swider,apart-:thany the

'Church of Boglandahd the Presbyteriana (6r Bap-
tists),-and, §noreover, these ,".;{';pos.lolié_‘ Succegsion
Churches durse:;:and.' “dgvollt * éach " othet, fand
hdte dach lyhﬁqq,,gc Colymunion with each
other.  Yeg ', ‘Tayman's: views these. are: onc
Church, with dilférent. Jrinchés;"some of which arc
in error—stfil e think: K‘f}o[jvqg dity ! - No'aliu-
sion is mad§ by. yout c 0 denf tq:the recéntly

Reéformed Episcopal ¢ 13- sthtiding ‘evidence
of the absdhee of , unié) tbBligh!” possessing the
(nl{cgcd) only true Suct ssl%n i e
Vill not ¥ Layman’, adijl 454  Tament, witht this
writer, that fhere issad _Sxﬁisiblﬁﬁﬂt" “amongst
ot ';?a?iest
R

us ;, and jcadnot we alioin, and.
als,

men be moved,to, labor for
for peace, and love, and fellowship with all who love
‘ofir comfnon Lorg, oo




