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Perhaps no (levotiorial inanual bias so successfully avoi(d theo effusion of more
rehigious sentiment, and at the saine time emibodied the înanly tendencies of the
deeply religious heurt. (Jiike thc Breviaries, Litanies, and Mauals of France,
Italy, and Spain, as wefll as of Uhc Enýlislî Roman Catholiciam, which addlress
tlieiîîselves chielly to the oubLtions, and ôften, inister to that, which if§ morbid ini
feeling and rellulsivo in taste, on the grournd that they arc designced for the ignorant
masses of the people, Uie book of coinnmon prayer is as nobla in thought as iL is
stiînuiating ini feeling. It satisfies tie taste of Uhe niost cultured, while it is
perfectly simple to the itiost ignorant. Like the old Latin liymns, it is majestic
and undemonstrative, anid works its speil upon the worshippers by Uie simple fo~re
of its stateients, and the calmn intensity of its earnestness Lt liaq none of the
seasu$t(>Is[Iekzs and isentifmeîît:lity that characterizo manv prayers andl hyiîins, an&(L
yet it is instinct iwîtit devotiolial feeling. Ht mîiniiserb to robustness as well as
tenderne.sýs of religions life, ani is a wondcrful expression of the religious character
istics of the Eîiglisli nation ; alUiougli to mnore sensuous nations, like the French
41111(1 Spanishi, it would seesa cold,'and distant, and rigid. Very precious are nîany
of its prayers ; anq could tie dubiou.i sacerdotalisui ami the ecclesias ical poleinies
ivitlî wlîic tlîey W" really notlîing to do, be disclîarged froîn them, tlîeir severe
siginplicity, tlîeir spiritual wvisdoni, 0their coml)ressed meanings, their clîastened
reverence, and flhoir deep and soleinn pathos, ivould commen1 tîsen W' ail religious
hearts. WVe eau scarcely wonder, tierefore, tlîat the Book of Comm-on Prayer
sliould be so far remnoved froîti the conditions uiider wvhiclî ordinary books live,
ami froîn the feelings with whichi tbey are regarded. It is an ark of God, whichi
lias containced imauy precioîîs tiings, aîîd arounid wlîîclî greut mnemories gather."

Tho writer proceeds to consider thîe various opinions of -fligli and Low
Chureli " writers ae to 'thîe character and elaims of the, -1riest " of the Prayer
Biook, snumming up as follows :

-We do tiot think, therefore, that Uie Ordination Service justifies the
Ritualist in saying, as 31r. B3ennett says, that lia, is ordained a sacerdos ; but,
i0matever the intentions of its framners, es it standq, it does justify him in saying
that lie is ordiiiued a Priest, to mediate between God and human souls, aud liaviag('
officiai powers far transcending those of a more prophet or teacher. Lt secîns
evident tlîat the framsers of the ordinal conceived of the office of the Priest as one
of far greater officiai autlîority and power tian the Evangelicals would represent

And again
"On tic whole, there appears to us some roomn to doubt whai were the exact

conceptions and intentions of the compilers of the Prayer Book concerning priestly
authority and absolution. That they did intend'to invest the pricst with an author-
ity above tlîat ofa macre minister or teacher of the Gospel, and above that of a more
pastor, it is impossible to doubt. But whether tbey intended the absolution to be
claratory, precatory, potontial, or simply ecclesiastical may still admit of contrc-

versy ; ther is perhaps as inuel to 'be said on one aide as on the other. On the
one hand, iL is hardly likely that Protestant Reformers would intebd a theory of
absolution, unknown !for twelve centuries ; but thon on the other, it is notorious
that tbcy retaitied the then miodern indicative form of absolution ; and iL is notori-
ous that in the final revision, of the Prayer Book in 1662, sacerdotal influences
were in the ascendant."

After reciting a sere of "opinions" for and against the doctrine of the
Apostolical Succe'ssion, the writcr oonsiders the teaching of the Prayer Book on


