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number, comprised several loadinj,' Hi^li Cluirclimen, Broad
Churchnu'ii, and men indit't'ei'ciU, clerical and lay ; with tluve

I)eers of stron^f Protestaiit tendencies, jjords l\l)ury, ITari'owhy,

and Portnian,'- and one lleffius Professor of Divinity, Dr. Payne
Smith, wlio would he on the same sidf ; hut not a sinj^le repre-

sentative of the workinj^ Evanj^elical clcr^'y. An outcry at once
arose ; whereupon, jirohahly, the list of the; i)revioiis Commission
was looked up, and Venn's name hein^ noticed on it, he was acUled

as a twenty-ninth memher.
He was now seventy-one years of a^^'e ; many infirmities were;

on him ; he was already seeking' to retire j^a'adually from rf,i;'iilar

C.M.S. work. But he felt that lie must not hesitati' to obey this

new sunnnons ; and he liecame one of tin; most le^'ular alteiidaiUs

at the numerous and prolonged sittin<^s of the Commissicjii through
two years, l)eing present himself fort}'four times, although
latterly In- had to he carried in a chair from Dean's Yaid into

the Jerusalem Chamber. He resolved from the first to be no
mere paity vot(!r. lie set himself to master the wlujle s.ib-

ject of the history of English ecclesiastical law and ritual,

though a subject not previously familiar to him. " I was
astonished," wrote Lord Chichestei', " when he told me of the

hooks which he had read up to qualify himself." The pail he
actually took in tlu; long discussions, not only on controvei'sial

questions of ritual, but on the revision of the rubrics one by one,

and also on the Lectionary, was no small or secondary one. lie

wrote careful notes of all the proceedings, which are extant ; but

many of the points most hotly debated are now almost archaic,

and no practical ol)ject would be gained by reprinting evt-n the

small fragments which ^Mr. Knight felt able, without breach of the

confidence of the Commission, to publish in Venn's Memoir. His
speeches on the eastward position in the Holy Communion, on the

repetition of the words of administration to each individual coin-

nnmicant, and similar matters, which Knight gives, are interesting,

but do not concern this History. There is no doubt that he
regarded the labours of the Commission, upon the whole, with

satisfaction, notwithstanding his failure to obtain the exclusion of

the Apocryphal books from the Lectionary ; and tliat he regretted

the fruitlessness of those labours, so far as the amendment of the

rubrics by legislation was concerned.! Of the personal esteem in

which his fellow-Coumiissioners came to regard him, the following

striking words are an illustration, written by Dean Stanley on
hearing of his death :

—

" Amongst the recompenses for the many annoyances of the Ritual

Commission, I consider one of tlio greatest was the opportunity it gave

* Lord Sliaftosbury was askod, but (lecliiioil.

f Ho sufTgostcd to the friends who sy input liix.ed witti liini on the (.'oni-

iiiissiou that tlioy slinuld liold a sliort jirayor-iiict'tiiii,' bL't'ore soiiie of the

sessions ; mid this was hekl at the liouse of Canon Conway, tlieii Rector of

St. Marjj:aret's.
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