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I not go?" JIc cniiclutlrs vit!; t!^" further rfqucsl for ))riiyi'i',

pointing out that "one of the richest promises of answer to

prayer is given in immediate connexion with the full estal)lish-

ment of Christ's Kingdom "•— Isa. Ixv. 124, '2i5, " It shall come to

pass, that hefore they call, I will answer ; and while they are yet

speaking, I will hear. The wolf and tin- lamb shall feed together.

. . . They shall not liurt nor destroy in all My holy mountain,
saith the Lord."
Henry Venn never read his own lupoi'ts at Exeter Hall. His

brother John, the Prebendary of Jlereford, had a belter voice,

and therefore always jjerformed the duty for him. In .lcSG7, he

was absent from the Meeting, fui' the lirst time, and the circum-

stance was sympathetically referred t(j by Lord Chichester and
])ean Close.

It is needless to say that Venn was a great power in the

Connnittee. Jiut it was the natural and legitimate power of a

master mind, and of an unetpialled I'xpei'ienee. ile always
earnestly de]n'ecated, and avoided to the utmost, anything like

secretarial dictation to the men around him, whom he logarded as

the I'eal governing body. At the same time, he repudiated the

idea that C.^LS. secretaries, whether honorary like himself, or

obliged to take the usual stipend, were only in the position of

superior clerks, to listen silently to dei)ales and register decisions.

His view was clearly expressed in tiie last letter he wrote to the

Committee, only a month before his death, and it was ollicially

endorsed by the Committtje ordering the letter to be entered in

full upon the Minutes. He said :

—

" The relation of secretaries to tlie Committee is not that of .secretaries

or clerks to i. l^arocliial Hoard or ordinary Coiiipany, hut ratiier that of

secretaries to a Scientific Institution, or of Hecretaries of State to a

Cabinet Council. Tiie .scci'etaries of our Society are the originators of

the measures to li; passed, the chief authorities on its principles and
practice, and nnist often act upon their nwn discretion in ca.ses of

emergency, and in coiitidcntiul interviews with Ciun'cli or State
authorities. At the same time I must liear my testimony tliat this lar<^e

eontldence rejio.sed in the secretaries is not inconsistent with the inde-

pendence of judgment and ultimate supremacy on the part of the
Committf.'c. I could j^ive innumeral)le instances to show that the (Com-
mittee never resij^n tlii'ir opinions in any impoitant ])oiut without a

frank discussi-.n of the diliercnce, and tliat ^reat ]irincii)les are uevi'r

sacrificed in deference to the authority, age, t>r experienci' of otlicrs."

How this view worked out in ])i'actice he ex])lained in his

memorable address on entering the N(;w Hcnise in iSG'2 ;—

-

"A notion often prevails tliat a Secretary is apt to assume an auto-
cratical position in this room. As early as the days of Claudius
Buchanan the notion arose. He used to speak of ' Kinji Pratt," and
to ai'gue tlia+ in an infant govenniicnt a monarchy was hetter than a
lepuhlic. But whatever apparent supremacy a Secretary may maintain,
if we look lielow the surface it will always he found that the Secretary
reflects the Committee. If the image is distorted, the defect will .stton
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