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siroying the good which is intended. The doc-
trines and articles of belief held by our Church
are not as well known or understood by the
majority of the laity as they should be; and it
could hurdly be denied that the average Roman-
j»t layman, or the average Nonconformist,
would be able to give a far more succinet ac-
count of the tenets held by the religious body
1o which he belongs than the average Church
of England layman is able 10 do, At the same
time, the Sunday services arenot the most suit-
able opportunities for doctrinal instraction,
The congregation is composed of many diverse
and  differing clements, inchuling men and
women of every school of religious thought, and
often those who have little or no religious belief
at all.  Consequently, a doctrinal sermon will
have the eftect of alienating those who havo
strong religious convictions coinciding with the
opposite point of view to that from which the
preacher approaches his subject, while strong
ment will be oftered to a large number who,
leing ehildren in spiritual things, require to be
ted with mitk,

The elergy cannot do more wisely than to
study and copy the example of the Lord Jesus
Christ as set forth in is Sermon on the Mount,
and s other disconrses,  Let every preacher
determine that he will, with the Divine help,
present o his hearers the fundamental truths
ot the Christian faith : the Incarnation, our Re-
demption by Christ’s sacrifice, the glories of
the Resurrcetion, The essential docetrines of
{he Sacraments, the Priesthood, Conlirmation,
and the tike, should not be ignored, but shunld
rather be brought forward as the superstruc-
fure of the Christian edifice, whiely can only be
erected when the foundation has been laid.

2. The chavge of being doctrinaire is levelled
against many preachers, By “doetrinaire” 1
mean the attempt 1o enforee ideas and theories
on special subjects without having mastered all
the premises. This is a fuvourite error umong
the junior clergy when they touch upon such
topics as the labour question, or the relation of
science 1o religion,  Muny of us remember the
incaleulable harm which was wrought by the
attitude of ihe majority of the elevgy towards
seientific research fitty years ngo. The ten-
deney of the prosent day isin the opposite diree-
tion, and eertain preachers now revel in sweep-
ing uside the belief in miracles, ete, in onlerto
prove their liberalmindediess.

The pulpit of the parish church is not the
platform from which clerical pronouncements
ol sueh guestions should be delivered. It the
oveasion arises when the attitude of the Charch
requives 1o be defined, some eomputent divine,
who has made a special study of the subject,
sliould be asked to speak. At the same time it
is 1 matter of the ulinost importanee that the
clevey should endeavonr to wrasp the bearings
of every important socizland scientific problein
of the day ; by this means they are enabled to
Tetain and to incrense their influence with the
enltured and intelligent fnymen with whom they
are thrown in contact,

3. The third charge against the preaching of
to-day-is its dullness. I fear that we must plead
gnilty in this matter—ait all events, in respeet
1o the majority ofserinons. The dulluess may
bedue 10 one of twe causes:

() Quality, (b)) Delivery.

(«) The yuality of many of the pulpit utter-
anees in our churehes is not brillian .~ The lan-
guagce is either grandiloguent and verbose, or
commonplace and full of platitudes,  1In both
instunces there is w Inclk of solid information, or
of real substance, which iz very wearying to
the congregation.  Frequently this defect is
due, not so much to the ignorance of the
preaclier, as 1o his ineXperience in the art of ar-
ringing and putting forward his facts.

(b) The defivery is decidedly a weak point
with some of the clergy. Few people realise
the enormous advantage of a soft, musical
voice, and a graceful and dignified bearing in

the pulpit. Many a sermon, poor in itself, is
admired and praised on account of the churm
with which it is preached ; while many an able
and  well-reasoned address {s  condemned,
through the harshness of voice or unconthness
of gesture on the part of the priest who gavo it.

In thus acknowledging the wealness of many
of the clergy in respect of this branch of their
work, I should be sorry to appear to deny the
existence among us of men unequalled in any
other religious body for their cloquence and
learning, Thoso who have heard such divires
as the late Archbishop Magee, the late Dr. Lid-
don, the late Bishop Lightfoot, or the present
Bishops of' Ripon and Derry, will agree that
the preaching power of the Cluech of England
stands very high. The question we are con-
sidering, however, is that of the general stand-
ard of sermons delivered by the mzjority of the
clergy.

We frequently hear the remark from thelips
of the laity that, as compared with politicians
or barristers; the oratorical powers o' the priest-
hood are far below what they ought to be,
There is an element of untairness in this criti-
cism. The critic may beobliged to #sit under”
a Rector who has not the gilt of preaching, e
visits the Houxes of Pavlinment and the Law
Court, and heavs the few picked debaters in
the Lords or Commons, and the leading conn-
sel in some cause celebre, aml compares the vari-
ous representatives 1o the disparagementof the
clevieal profession  To arvive at a fair esti-
mate, he should visit St. Prals Cathedral or
Westminster Abbey, when some leading eeclest:
asue is occupying the pulpit,

(To be Continued)

T BOOK OF COMMON PRAYEIR.

By the Rev. A, F. Barses-Lawrexce, M A,
Viear of St. Michael, Bluckheath.

The Book of Common Prayer is the priceless
possession of all Englishmen, and especially of
all English Churchmen,  Next to the English
Bible, that other trophy of the Reformation, it
has influenced for three eenturies the Knglish
language, the standard of Faith, the devotion of
our race.  Whereever the Enghsh language is
spoken—and even beyond  that  limit—our
Prayer-Book is known and held in just estecin,

The Prayer-Book was not, however, a new
book at the Reformation: it was a republiva-
tion or modification of the different Uses or
Services, such as those of Saram, York, Bangor,
Ilereford and others, which had slowly grown
up during the centuries, and which were them-
sclves the development of still cariier liturgies,
In fact, as Dean Burgon suys, the Prayer-Book
«exhibits the uceumulated wisdom, nol of u
ringle age or eountry, but of all the ages. The
Tiast has contributed her purest traditions; the
West has enshrined them in & cusket of her
wisest contriving ; and piety has gathered up
the gems of the holiest utterunce wherever
syllabled, careful only to conceal the blossed
speaker’s name, In allits essential outlines, it
has been the consolation of God's people—ofour
fathers, and of our fathers Jathers—for more
than a thousand yeurs.”

Never, I suppose, was it of more importance
10 have a clear understanding of both the letter
and spirit of our Prayer-Book, and of the history
of its compilation. 1le who is well informerd on
these points will he securel, by Gol's grace,
from Popish error onone side, and Puritan in-
novation on the other. '

The first thing, then, I wunt to emplasise is
this, that in our Liturgy we have a Guarautco
of Orthodoxy. This is no small advantage, a4
history teaches us. Those whu have studied
the development of the Churches tell us that
even Calvin's Scriptural doctrine in course of

of Uiristinn doetrine,

time, not only in Genevi, bt "l muny of the
resby-terian congregations in England, Treband,
and the Unitod States, gradually and silently
gave way 10 a hare Socinianian, So lone s
owr Prayver-Book remains it caumot he o with
onrsehves,  We vam wfleriy il away, In
our chutches, the polpit here and there may b
worse than nseless ;@ dead preachers may speank
todead sinners the livine vraths of the ivine
(;i)ll.\" B b B BN P BS B
But alwavs, the ervov or the pulpit’s toaching
will to satne extent be correeind by that of the
desle; tor our Praver-Boolo ws it pretives adi-
eates; bas thisas its ehiet fevnre—its adhoroncs
to the Word of God. Take wway the Bible oul
of the Prayer-Book, anl how Lile you have
left!

1 helieve that no other Litarsy in the worll
is quite equal our awnin thi<o Not merely
is Sevipture pubilicty veawd, and conerreentionads
Iy sung, inevery part ot aur public worship;
bt the responses, eollects, azeriptions aml
special- otlives are stply steeped {n Bible
thoughtawd Bible langraee. Noman, it s not
ton mueh (o say, eanenter o ehnrehes and e
intelligently our incompaible Litarey without
fearning his need ws aosiuner, the way of salvae
tion, and the ontline of Chreiaian ke, Yes, the
very warp and woof ol our Prayer-Book is the
Word of Gl and this i edietly what gives it
its inestimable vajue,

Awain, et me remind vow ot thea bvantace of
onr Litwreival form s in et hearety Congre-
ationz] Worshin, Nuone eansdoubt the Taws
fulness o =uch fornes, sines our Lord tanehit s
how to pray s bt do we Chareheen =afticient-
1y apprecinte the gain 7 Does any Chureh give
to the copgregation so large w sharo in its
services ws ourown? We have emphatically
2 book of Commou—that s of joint—Prayer,
In the first century, n beathen thus deseribes a
Christian Liturey—*"The wopshippers repeat a
formuli 1o Christ as God, in alternate ro-
sponse=,” Coulil any deseviption be move happy
of parts ot our own 2 Greently as | vadue ox-
tempore  prayvers  inooonr o weekly  prayes
meeting, how mueh shonld we not lose it we wero
thus fimited in ouwr public worship! - We all
ki whitt we are woing to pray for. Wengree
on earth as touching certain malters, Wo pray
widh the mini~ter not innnediately after him,
We have not fo guess what he s groing o say,
norare we anxions s toowhether hiso doctring
or politien] views will make i diflicalt forus (o
gy heartily, dmen,

Ounee [ owas told that a0 goud Chivistinm man
declared he could notaftend our worship, be-
catise there were [our or fve things he could
not agree tooin the Litneey, | osent hina
messire Hhat i that were so, he onghit to join g
forthwith, fir o Charel he knew exaetly bo-
foreland wll that e could take execption to; in
chapel, e woulill never be sare, and only hope
for the beat b Tt was a0 new light, and he eane
heneclorth, How deasy these Gomiline words are,
and familinrity is o ohelp, not o hindranee, {o
devotion,  We have not even to thinl of them,
but simply of the want= which they so admir-
ably unfold, awd of Him (0 whom we come,
“lfa keneible persor)” says Charles Simeon,
“were towrite down @l (he prayers 1hat were
utleretdl nneder the miones of extempore prayer,
indiflerent chapels, for one Sunday . he wonld
fall dowwn on Lis koees, and thank God for the
Litnrgey of the Churelr of Fnglind,”

It is this ancient Litarey which linis together
devout Churchmen alt the world over, and, yenr
by year, earries them through the whole eycla
I like, 1o, to think of it
as one special bowl of wuion hetween onrselves
and those who o Torth from us to the sission
field.  Woelk by weel we nll use the same words
at the same Throne of Grace wherever we are,
Surely, if it 1 4 snerel delight W realise i our
Communion Service that wennite in praise with
angels and  archangels, unid with all the com




