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the Memorial, the newspapers did that which, was unmanly
8.rtd liljust to the last degree.

TiIp NFW XVIEN it was announced tlîat the Queen
ItTSII0P 0F had l)een pleased to approv-e the nomination
D)UUIAMof Canon Westcott, D.1 t, Regius Professor

of Divinity in the Tniîvorsifty of ('aui-
brîdge, to the 'great See of Durham, iii the roomn of

th'e late Lishop" Lightfoot, thc appointiiient was biailed
Witll gencral satisfac'tion by ail sclîools of thouglît, anîd al
Pûliîca parties. The task of selectiii- a sucecessor to
the illustrious Dr. Lightfoot without, as ael tnprr

er'Ilks, challenging ani invidious comiparison, -uas a matter
of "10 little difficulty. But frorn the timie the See of Dur-
ham' hecame vacant, Dr. Westcott, it is said, was niarked
0"t bY the consenting judgment of titose c1ualitied to foi-ni
1oPiion1 on the subjeet as the most fltting successor to

.Lightfoot. These' two erninent divines, as ail reading
0t know, stood at the very head of that Camnbridge school.

of bîivinity which lias successfuliy encountered on its own
groIll "te isitega-tngassauits of the Tübingen critics. "

Pthtnoe those whio best know P)r. Westcott, claint
tat Part front tîe' vast resources of bis learninghle pos-
ee r8nany of the gifts which, even in tiiese davs, iniit,

'11 ake the influence of a great bisliop a power not only iii
teCurch, but in the State. To read Dr. Westcott's tri-
be 0 bis predecessor is to know that hoe holds up
wrin a lofty ideai of the duties of a bishiop. As a
t in 'lie Times points ont, hoe is equally far froîn

ling that the head of a great diocese can î'eînain absorbed
Ir.aScholar's deliit in amassinig erudition and f roin toler-

"tfig the notion that hie should bc condeînired to sink into
a me1Bpan of business imimersed ini petty details. The

Olrertent of bis approaclîing departure f roin Cambridge
.as Calused widespread regret at the University, wbere,
1the Senise of loss, the personal element seems to xveigh
f inre heavily than the officiai, keenly as that, too, is
It thte University of Canmbridge, Dr. Westcott bias

eecîsed a cornmanding influence. Hs name, says a Cor-
rep 0 dt, rises prominently into immid wlienever we bave
0 thhlk o those who especially form the ,Ioo of modeirn

"" hid- Whiist the outside world knows Iiiim, or knows
%trUetiý for hi8 Jlistory of the Canon, bis sitare in the con-

tOr on1e of tite standard texts of the New Testament,
e~slbtieandprofonnd exegesis of the writings of S. Johin,

Oraide knows him also as the founder of the Clergy

ovefl choc], as a leader in the University Extension
e~ ?. t, and tlic College Missions in London, as well as

Ir Orign Missions generally, and Missionary work in India
P articular. IBesides the fact that few movements of any

~Pracin Cambridge duriiîg the last twenty years bave
Iti Iliiae or developed apart from bis cooperation and

cil coisel, it is evi(lent from many of Dr. Westcott's writ-
OU 8~ that he is deeply interested in the social questions of

of r 'e and that neither in bis diocese nor in the House
It od will hoe deen it rit to keep silence upon thent.

i~ 4 Iflteresting to note that the new prehtte lias fi',e sons
0ers, and that ail were ordained by Bisliop Liglbtfoot.

T1tîixT,r> WHY does Trinity confer mtusic degrees in
Mul8 England ? We answer that Trinity does so at

kGtn the express request of some of the most dis-
th* tînguished of England's musicians. We main-

1Of111 t4these deg rees are equal in value to those of the
th1'l's Uiiversities, the matriculation in arts required by
bîilatter ~in no way effeeting the value but adding a sturn-

bl?0l block unnecessary and of no0 intellectual. signîficance.
11Old, toc, that the provisions of Trinity's Royalà Charter
e[""Yforbids the granting of degrees in absentia. It is a
tMPrevalent amongst the Universities of Great Britain.

LUX MUNI)I.
FInST NOTrICE.

Luxi ljidi is ceî'taiîîly a rnîarkab1e book. Vhîether
we regard the position anîd utîquestionable ability of its
autiiors ;or the sigîîiticaîîce of the book itself as a sign of
the timnoes or, an earniest of tItiîîs to ho, this verdict stands.
But it canniot be a]iowed that L?," Mlindi is an Epoch-
inaking book for these reasonis, wlïere it is positive it Coni
tainis notluîng tlîat is ahsolnteiy newv and -,%,ler(, it i ten-
tatti%,e it throws no freslî liglit on whlat bas been for sonie tnne
and stili continues to be, deitatable ,round. tînt it con-
tais a great deal that will be new to unany of its readers
silice it attempts to popularize linoes of thouglit whiclî have
for somne time been fantiliar onily to Theological Science.
But there cau ho no question that when a band of nion, wlio
for the past decade miay ho said to have Iîad the religious
inoulding-of younig Oxford, take in Iîand deliberate]y to Coin-
inend these ways of lookinigat things, the resuît inust bea for-
ward iinoveinent. Under cover of the noise and clust wluicb
greets its appearance a swarnt of mon swveep forward to
Clain) as tîteirs the advaniced grouind whicbi sncb a book
gives themi the courage to occupy, because it clear]y ex-
presses things whicm iinany dinuily thought and feît tlîey
would like to say if ...... Lux Muîuli supplies
titis 1'if. ' It expresses the latent titoults of înany mincis.
It gives authority to tirnid voices. [t marks the shock of
the Conmmunication of ideas beyond the lahoratory iii wlîicl
thoy wvere generated. In titis sense it mîarks an Epoch.
lIt a word if Lque iIudi lias a workç to do it is this: It
wîll popularize iii England te ideas of Christian Theology,
just as Renan bias popnlarized, in Plrance, tlic idons of Anti-
Chtristiant Criticisut. The essays are aIl characterised by
"4sweetness and ligyht " and are clîariiningly wmitten. It is a
volume wlticlî no one can read withoijt delight. And i'
youîîg muan wlio is interested iii the currents of modern
thouglit can afford to ignore it. Cerfaiuuly no toacher who
wishes to be abreast of the tines should beave it unroad ; but
let us htear their own account of their work:

Liex 3futndi is the common product of mien Ilwiîo fornted
themnselves at Oxford togetîter between the years 1875'-1885,
engagred in Uniîversity work; and, conipelled for their own
sake, no less titan that of others, to attempt to put the
Catholic Faith into its righit relation to modern intellectual
and ntoral problems." Let themi state thteir motive in tiieir
own words: Il We are sute that if moen can rid tlieniselves
of pre.judices and ntistakes ( for wliich it must ho said tite
Ch urcli is often as responsible as thev ), and will look afreslh
at what the Christian faitit re'îlly nteans, they wiil find titat
it is as aclequate as ever to interpret life and knowvled ge in
its several departînents, and to inipart no ioss intellectual
than moral freedont, but we are conscious also that if the
true meaning of the Faitit is to ho made suffieiently con-
spicuous it needs disencumîberitîg re-interpreting, explain.
in"." The authors write niot l' as guessers at trutit " but
"as ;ervants of the Catbolic Creed and Church " living in

an age of Ilprofound transformation, intellectual and social,
abounding in new necds, new points of view, new. ques-
tions." Thîey conceive that " tue real developmient, of The-
oiogy is the process in whiciî tîte Church" standing flrm in
bier old trutbs, enters into the apprehension of the ncw
social and inteliectual miovements of eachi age,; and because
Ilthe truth makes lier free " is able to assimilate ahl new
material, to welcome an-d gvive its place to ail new knowl-
edge, to throw lierself into tIe sanctification of each, new
social order, bringing forth out of lier treasures things new
and old, and siîowing again and again her' power of wit-
nessing under changed conditions to the Cathiolie capncity
of bier Mfaitit and life: in a word tlîeir intention is "lto pro-
sent positively the central ideas atbd prineiples of religion,

61ba.-


