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By the Rer. J. C. RyLg, B. A.

CHar. 1V,
PUBLIC WORSHIP AND RELIGIOUS SER-
VICES OF THE CHURCH OF ENGLAND.

The public wbrship and religi ces of
the Church of England are the nexot“:utﬁec which
}propon to g::si l:;‘c in h;ilzglin Church Re !%
proach subject eep sense O
di:cnlty. I am conscious th® [ walk over the
" field of & hundred fights, and tread on the ashes
of a hundred fires. The story of the Hampton Court
and Savoy Conferences is fresh in my mind. I
cannot hope to throw much light on a contro-
verted matter which for two centuries has baffled
far greater men than ‘myself  But [ will not
turn away fronr the subject because of i s diff-
culty. It is one which (unlike lpheopnc(. Con-
vocation, and Cathedrals) meets every Church-
man every Sunday of his life.
The object of all religious services is a point

that need hardly be stated. The edification of L

all true Christians, the information of the igno-
mant, the awakening of the careless, the general
holp{ng heaven-ward of all who worship,—this, I
presume, is the end for which all reli
services are framed. And I suppose it is needless
to add that a service misses its mark if it only
guits a small minority, and not the majority of
those who profess to use it. '

The rrovision which the Church of England
makes for all who worship within her pa'e is so
well known that it need nct be described very

lly. Every one knows the “ Book of Common

rayer.” No English volume in existence,
exce -ting always Bible, 18 so well known as
the Liturgy or«Prayer-vook, To enter into
details about che contents of the Litargy, to
describe the Order of lorninf and Evenin
Prayer, would be mere waste of time. I take it
for granted that every reader of papers
understands “ the Prayer-book.” The only ques-
tion I want to discuss is this,—* Can the relizious
services provided by ihe Church of England be
reformed ?”—I answer boldly tuat they can, and
I'will proceed to show in what way. .

It will clear the road and prevent misunder-
standing if [ state distinctl{ what I do not mean
when I talk of “reforming ” our public worship
There are thousands of worthy Churchmen who
shiver, and are ready to faint, or go into fits, at
the. very idea of Prayer-book reform! For the
relief of these gentlemen’s minds, and the main-
tenance of their bodily health, let me begin by
stating cleariy what my ideas are not. I wish to
make it plain that in writing about reform of our
publio worship, I do not write as an enemy, but
as a.'fr;end, to the Liturgy of the Church of

(1) [ do not admit for a moment that the
Prayer-book is an unsound or Popish book,
because I wish its services to be reformed. No-
thing of the kiud ! In spite of all the luose asser-

ns of Nonconformists and Ritu#hu,l main-

in that the Prayer-book, rightly interpreted, is
sound, Protestant, and l’unmhcal. A Protes-
tant nnd Evangelical interpretation alone, in my
legmnt. can reconcile Liturgy with the
& g.le.o. l..l{!d “zlomnhll.-znduvith the known
comp: 20 stapid

and illogical as to persist in mn.t ‘every

e who thinks 8o because he deems it doctrin-

ansound, I cannot help it. 1 am bound to

men in arguments, but not
brains. That the English Prayer-book, fairly
‘snd honesly interpreted, ¢ statement
with statement, is Protestant and dot Popish,
is, to my mind, clear as This is a
position which I am g;ep;gd to defend anywhere
against the world for all that, I k the
Prayer-book Services be refo '

(2 I have not the slight:st wish to substitute
extemporaneous er for the Liturgy, because [
wish, our Limr{iu worship to be reformed
Nothl:g'ofthe ind! If all men p
pore 8 A8 SOme men Pray
might bo’zm thing said for giving up the Prayer-
book and adopting free prayer. But an ounce of
&h worth a pound of theory. I have been in

and for many weeks at a time, and have
often heard the prayers of Presbyterian minis-
ters in public worship. [ willingly admit that I
‘have heard excellent extempo e prayers from
mir lips. Nevertheless I never heard them, even
best of them, without feeling thankful for the
English Prayer- ! The man who supposes |
want to Md of the Liwurgy altugether is
entirely m en.

(3) I have no wish to see anything used except
the Prayer-book in the reading-desk of the Church
of England. The liberty which some %loegd for is
& dangerous liberty, and would cut both ways

mu'ﬁmen of Romish or: tical proclivities
would use such “liberty ” for the promulgation of
their own

ed extem-

Bée

culiar views. The Breviary or other
n ces would be introduced on one side.
i-deistical or semi-Socinian prayers might
creep in on another. And all this would be doue
under the name of * liberty!” I dread the con-
sequence s of such liberty. With all my desire to
see our public worship reformced, I do not want
to see anything allowed in our reading-desks
exoept the Bible and the Book of Common

Prayer. A
‘ ?4’) Last, but not least, when I talk of reform-
ing our serviges, | do not mean liturgical revision.
Jn saying this, I would not be misunderstood.
“There are doubtless many words and expressions
in the Prayer-book which I should like to see
altered, They are liable, as they now stand, to
be misconstrued, wrested, and misinterpreted
y from inherent obscurity of meaning, an
partly from the unfair handling of prejudiced
unlearned, or unstable men. I would gladly see
all such words and expressions removed. But
there is not the test chauce of this bein
done. A Royal Commission for Litargica
revision would include Ritualistsand Neologinns
as well as Evangelicals. From such a Commis-
‘gion I should expect nothing but evil. It would
do more harm than good, if it did a.nythinlf at
all. In short—*I would rather bear the ills I
know, than flee to others that I know not of.”
Logki’ng calmly at the condition of the Cburch
of England, about the last thing I should like to
see would be a Commission for reconstructing,
; rcvulnf, or adding to, our Liturgy. Without a
gp-cial, miracle, such as we hayve)no right to
ﬂl’“k the poor Prayer-book woul&# come forth
n its hands (if, i it ever came forth again
alive) completely and spoiled,—
“Menstrum horrefidum, informe, ingens, cui
lumen ademptum.”

But now, Avin‘ cleared out of the way what
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'th!l our public worship needs reform? What
refoms would improve it? What are the
reformg which se m desirable, ‘considering the
times in which we live, and the state of & vast
Proportion of our fellow couutrymen? I will
Oficr an answer to thege questions.

I begin by 'ing that our liturgicnl
Services need a large measure of div siun, abbre-
viation, and simplification. They are too long—
they ought to be shoriened. They crowd too
many things together—they ought to vided.

2y are not sufficiently easy in arrdn nt—
their order should be more simple. If we want

Prayer-book to go down to the people, and
become “ the book of the people,”—if we want it
10 be really valued, loved, and understood,—we
should divide, shorten, and simplify its services.

I cannot, in the narrow limits of a paper like
th'l,zbfnlfy into all the details of this subject.
I must be content with supplying & few general
outlines of what | mean.

(1) I submit, in the first rlace, that our Mo'rn-
ing Service is far too long. Consisting, as it now
does, of & good many prayers and collects, four
or five Psalms, two chapters of Scripture, the
Litany, the Communion - ervice, and 8 sermon,
its length is injudicious and unwise./ It may
suit the minority of Churchmen, no doubt, but
that it does not suit the vast nng}c;rit.y [ am quite
sure. To the o'd, the sickly, the children, the
uneducated, the labourers, to many of the
farmers and men in trade or business, it is too
long to be profitable. It ig requiring too much of

beod to expect them to enjoy it. After
aeagefil observation of this subject for twenty-
seven years; I have come to a very decided
oonclwion about it. Speaking personally, for
mysell' I do not object to our Morning Service.
But speaking for others, I am quite certain that
many are kept away Church by the inor-
dinate length of our Morniiig Service, or are so
wearied tnat they never worship more than onee,
if they attend Church in the morning. :

I suggest the following reform. Let the « fficia~
ting minister of every parish Church, or other
come}:a d pla e of worship, have full liberty to

shortep the Morning Service by omitting the
Litanyard the Communion Service. In Gburch-
s whe e this plan is adopted, let the Litanyand
Communion Sﬂioes. with a lesson out of Scrip-
ture, be used every alternate Sunday as the
Morning Service, instead of the morniffig prayers
course would supply an answer to the
obvious objection that the proposed reform
would rob some peogle altocether of a very
valuable part of our Church Service.
(2) I submit, in the next place, that our after-
noon Service is longer than is convenient for
circumstances of thousands of country parishes.
Few persons but those who know it by experience,
have any idea of the difficulties of rural Church-
men in this matter. Myriads of them in every
county come to Church every Sunday af ernoon
under great difficulties. Theﬂy have miles to
walk, and often over wet filds and muddy
roads. They have work that must be dove «fter
Church before the sun goes do horses to be
attended to, cows to be milked, le to be fed,
and a score of little things beside. These worthy
fellows, with their wives and children, deserve

to be idered.
'l‘bec:enf:)m I su is as follows. Let the

my ifit has not been read:
‘morning, or by omittin Psalras and one
of the Lessons, when the 7 has been read
in the morning. If this course not secure to
the Church and more wakeful afternoon
con:agu{cﬂob‘l;l should be greatly surprised.

(3) I submit, in the third place, that om-{
cle who bas a third service in his Churc
ond unday, should be allowed ‘8 make m c‘l:ovi:
and 8% as provided always ‘
taken eut of the Li’turu. Let it suffice to use
four or five collects, oneé or two hymns, and a
chapter of Scripture, and let this with a sermon
comp se the service. The idea of such a brief

. | Church Service may frighten and horrify some of

my readers. I beg to remind them that. this is
almost the same servicé that is already used at
St. Mary's, Oxford, at the University sermon,
every Sunday afternoon!

(4) T submit, in the fourth place, that ike
Bagta’omal&rvm of our Church isfar too long,
and that the length of it does immense harm.
am not, be it remembered, uyinlg one word at
present on its doctrinal sense. I only say, it is
too long. It is not simple onouﬁh, and this want
of simplicity makes Wany goc tively dislike it.
I am one of those who would like to see every
baptism publicly administered in the face of the
congregation. [ should like to see all the con-
gregation taking an interest in the admission of
every new member, and helping by preyer. I
should like to see every parent coming to the
fiunt with bis child, and presenting it himself. It
is vain to uﬁct all thig, while our Baptismal
Service is what it is. e may preach, and
exhort, and give tracts, and talk about it, but we
shall not get all that we want. The excessive
length of the service makes it most inconvenieqs
to intioduce it in the middie of a full congrega-
tion. Thesponsorial questions positively frighten
and keep away niany people, explain them as
you may. .

I suggest the following reform. Letthe minis-
ter of every church have liberty to shorten the
Baptismal Service very considerably, whep any
child is publicly baptized. Let it s to
require the simplest profession from parents,
and, after using two or three Collects, to sprinkle
water in the name of the Trinity. As for those
who want the whole service read, they must be
content to have it privately, when the congrega-
tion has ‘gone away. Let those who please be

indignation at the idea of such a
reform as this. I defy any one to prove that the
whole -Ba | Service is essential to the
validity of Baptism, The “private service” of
our own Liturgy proves that the Church considers
tprinkling of water, and a prayer, without any

sponsors, to be the only things absolutely
ne ... « I honour and reverence the Sacra-
ment o

ptism, as a blessed ordinance l.fpointed
by Christ. I want to see it once more valued and
honoured publicly by modern Churchmen. But
I am thoroughly satisfied that our present mode
of administering Baptism makes it a most
unpopular sacrament among, Churchmen. I
want the feelings of the vast ority to be con-
sidered in this matter, and not eelings of a
comparatively small minority)\ I confidently
assert that the reform I suggest would be receiv-
ed with unboundeded sa

number of Churchmen.

_ (5) I submit, in the fifth place, that the admin-
istration of the Lord’s Supper ought not to be
left in the vague, uncertain, disputable, debateabls

on by an immense

1 do not want, let me endeavour to state clearly

position which it now occupies. I do not want a

what T do want, What do I mean when I say |single word of the Communion Service altered.

the | superintendencve, I think this

I am Ipar!eetl: content with the service as jt is.
But [ do wunt to see this holy ordinance no
| longer defiled by the strifes snd diversities of
| mini.}en, ln.nd in the name. of peace I cry aloud
f. r reform

I suggest that in no Church should the Lord's
Supper ever be administered less thin ouce a
month. Whenever the Lord’s Bupper is admin-
istered, let no other service be used except the
Litany, a sermon, and tke Communion Office.
This would be an immense boon to many |—In
the administration of the Lord's &lsper, let the
dress of the minister be strictly and accurately

defived by a mbriufl directio :l:dl let t%
slightest appearance of a estmen
posidvely fo_bidden.—Let the position, gestures,
tures, and attitude of the g winister
g:.u'otnlly cribed and d and let any

semblance of adoration of the elements be made
impossible.— Let every minister have full liberty
to administer the elements to a whole rail at on
and to use the words of administration in the
plural nutnb:{‘. 'll‘hh is the plan ﬁ:hich in 'i-:ny
cages is poeitively necessary couvenience
sake, and which n.any infinitely prefer. This is
the plan which our Lord f adopled at the
first communion. Jfe inly wsed wods in the
plural n , and certainly did not address the
Apos les Peter, Junethohn. and their co.ng..
nions, individually and one by one—Last, but
not least, let every minister have full liberty to
have the Lord’s Supper in the evening at his
discretion, without being reviled,snubbed bullied,
trampled on, and called over the coals for doing
80. Itis quite certain that the evenng is the
rime which in many places most suits the poor.
If we want the poor to be communicants, we
ought 1o cons It their convenience. Above all,
no one can ever get ever the simgle fact that the
first Lord's Supper was in the evenmny, and was
immediately after a meul,

I might easily add to these ons. But I
fear wur{ing my readers, and I have said enough
to show the nature of the reforms which I want
to see effected. The g:lnclplu I have laid down
might be applied to t Ianh’o Service and the
Burial Service. The Service for the Churching
of Women I would withdraw from our public
worship altogether. and let it only be readhin

rivate. Shortening and division are the ref
f t for our liturgical seivices. Liberty to
2 is what I want for our. clergy. The
manner in which-such liberty is exercised should,
of cours , be entered into & every Sunday,
afd anoually submitted to the Bisbop aud his
Council; that they may express an opinion about
it if they feel it needfal. Bubject to such

berty might be
ly allowed, and I am to see that it
could &ouibly do much harm.

II. With ro%nd to Church of England religious
services in unlicensed or unconsecrated places, I
have but little to say. They are at present so
few in nnmber, compared to our liturgical
services, that I need not dwell long upon them.
Reform is not the word to apply to them. In
every dioounboﬁmhtndmudy to be tolera~
ted, permitted, allowed. and sanctioued; they
ought to b- adopted, , held up to bonour,
commended, and upon the clergy of every

parish thro t the district.
man who supposes that every l!nglnhm':;

offic ating minister of every Church have libe in our large overgrown semi-heathen pari.
T e D

is put before
leave of hig senses. There are myriads mﬂo
in land who neither know, nor care, n 1
anything about the Prayer-book, or the Bible, or

any ion atall. To expect these le to
?d?nchu our elaborate U mm'plyr
culous and unreasenable. They must be

:{.?gouchod with religious services adapted to
ir capacity. The first elements of Christianity
must be placed before them. We must go to
work as St. Paul went to work at Kph¢sus or
Corinth.
simplesi kind of w
extempore prayer, and an extempore sermon.
we are not p: to use such tools as these we
may say “ good-bye” to the idea of ever reaching
the working classes in England. Tosu that
at one bound they will rise to an np’m tion of
our venerable Liturgy is the acme of folly.

I suggest that in every parish throughout the
land non-liturgical services in school-rooms,balls,
wareho large rooms, or barns, should be
regularly taken as the rule, and not the excep-
tion. Isuggest that instead of beginning with
costly consecrated buildings, and r'udm‘ on
Sunday “Dearly beloved thren,” and
whole morning and afternoon prayers, we should
make it part of our Church system to go down to
our people, and by simple services educate them
for a bigher style of worship. I know well that
hundreds of our clergy are already doing this
very thing, and doing it with greatsuccess. May
God bless and prosper them! But the reform
that I want is the authoritative sdopting and
encouragement of these elementary services in
every direction. Let the English clergy be
encouraged to show they can use simple apos-
tolic weapons as well as any clergy in the world,
and that they do not nred a Prayer-book or a
surplice in order to conduct a relizious service.
God alone' can give success in spiritual work.
But T have great faith in the power of simple
Scriptural truth. If the dangerous classes in
England saw our clergy 'foin about with ro-
thing but their Bibles, leaving their Prayer-books
at home, and asking for nothing but & barn or a
warehouse, and liberty of speech. without an
official dress at all, ¥ believe it would arrest their:
attention. I am. grutly mistaken if they were
not greatly pleased at the sight. If the people of
this land are to be evangelized and rescued from
sin, immorality, scepticism, infidelity, and
indifference, our reform must begin at this point.
We must have 8 wide-spread adoption of simple,
von-li cal, extempore services in every large

ish. The Bishops should throw themselves
eart and soul into the movement, and not only
permit such services, but recommend them, press
them on the clergy, and take part in them them-
selves. Filty debates in” Convocation wou'd
never do 8o much good to the Church of Ergland
as bal-a-dozen Bishops preaching the Gospel,
and praying extempore, in every large parish in
their dioceses, without lawn sleeves, and in the
;?lo and :innntner c;f St. Payl. This would, indeed,
a reform

Ile‘: my subject here.&l have neither time
nor space to go farther into it. I only want
readers to think out the ¥hole ?umion by
nﬁu, b?nd i': vir:w it t.hi: all u“b::angi u:y
main object in writing these pap® a
thinking. If I can ounly do that, I shall be
abundantly satisfied. :

For saying what I have said, many will regard
me as a radical, a chartist, a leveller, a foe to the

p, & hymn, a chapter, an

England. They may think what they pl

Ce, | proper feeling

We mmw' down to them with the | PO
' [¥| forbid.® I would ratber

the | jot and tittle of our Pray

i‘l‘ime will show who is right and who is m‘g;
| who are the Church's enemies, who are the
| Church’s . In admiration of the Prayer-
| book, and lo: alty to the Church of England, I
will give place to noman. Itis precisely because
I love both the cne and the other, and want to
see them live and not die, that 1 advocate reform.
I write all the papers I now write, not as an
enemy, but as & friend. | want to preserve the
Cl_:urci\ of England. I want to “‘strengthén the
things which remain w hich are ready to die.”

Yet those who will say that we ought to
“educate” the le up to & right appreciation
of the Prayer- worship as it it, and wait

tiently. It is all fine ulkﬁlg We have waited
ong enough, and are losing grourd every year,
* While the corn is &rowin the steed is starvigg.”
Papists, Infidels, euhr&n. to say nothing of
other sects of Christians, get hold of our peogle,
whi.e we are git still, and tr&ing to hatch a

the Liturgy. We canootafiongd
to wait. Bettef a thousand times reform ouy
worship, and e it more elastic and popular,
and thus go down to our people, and meet their
8pir tual wants,

Let those who will regard the slightest change
as a pacrilege, and fill the with cries and
protestations at the very idea of altering our
religious .services. Let them stiffly entrench

‘elves under the banner of that old cry
be Prayer-bouk, the whole Piayer-book, and
nothing but the Prayer-book.” I venture, with

Il respect for their feellnr, to hint that this
famous cry is out of date, It is as useless as the
cry of the Ephesians when they cried, * Great is
Diana of the Eplesians.” The world is march-
ing on. The days are past when anythhg is
venerable merely because it is old. If Church of
England worship will not keep pace with the
times the Church will be left behind in the race
and the Nonconformists and Nothingarians will
fill up the ground. N

(1) T ask my ob{octou whether there is not an
a priori probability that a' Prayer book service,
compiled 300 years ago, may not in many res-
pects be upsuited to the wants of 1570. The
times have altered. Educaticn has made rapid
strides. Unlimited toleration hasentirely changed
the position of the Chacrh of England. Antiquity
ves for nothing. Usefulness is the only test.

verytbingki: tjed on its own merits. It is
surely not too much to suppose that our invalu-
able Liturgy muinbe rearranged s0 as to be better
adapted to the times.

(2) I ask my objectors to remember that the
“Preface” to the Prayer-book itself does actually
suppose the possibility of future alterations and
changes. Let them mark these words: * The
particular forms of Divine worship, and the rites
and ceremonies appointed to be used therein
being things in their own nature indifferent and
alterabie, and so acknowledged ; it is but reason-
able that upon weighty and important consider-
ations, according to the various exigency of times
and occasi u‘ such changes and alterations should
bo.&du.ﬁnnn to those that are in place of
authority should, from time to time, seem neces-
sary or expedient” This is sound speech that
cannot be condemned. Itis notl that say this,
be it remembered, but the * Preface of our own
Book of Common er.”

3) I ask _objectors to look at the facts
b&ou them in and to ponder them well,

V. . people stand aloof from
tmﬁ c:.&&'.‘.‘.’f:%n n:th“ln" to

do iwith 8‘:: “An g g is by
well as b 3%:’3.« dlkindn,g’ et

Non:

bold of pople. BlnllthoOhnmhno'{; n-
land alone ltms still and ammno orm ?
hall we rely en on our dign position as
an Established Church, mventnre nothing to
maintain our ground? 1 we do nothing to
our se and adapt them to the
necegeities of our day? I for one say, “God
sacrifice my own private
likings in many particulars of our religious
services, than refuse changes that might do good
to millions of my fellow-countrymen. A ngid,
unbending, *non possymus” line of policy, no
doubt, sounds very heroic, a, and fine. But
I doubt extreme!y whether it is wisp and safe in
1870. Better concede something than lose all.

(4) I ask my objectors, once for all, to look at

their Bibles, and think for & moment what. St.
Paul would do if he rose the dead and
appeared in our times. Would he insist on every

k service being
used always and everywhere in the face of our
huge semi-heathen population? Would he
advise no alterations, no concessions, no attempts
to meet wants, no effort to suit our worship to
the exigepcy of the times? Iam that no
sensible can really doubt what his line
would be.

(5) I ask my objectors, last of all, to remember
that tL.e Bible nowhere commands us expressly
to use poreligious service except that ofa Liturgy,
—that fnt.i:'i( teen lmndl:d years souls h?:he been

ro again, edified, and sanctified without a
fb}w .f— that men like Luther, Melancthon,
Calvin, Bon?l, Chalmers, M'Cheyne, Judson,

have been mighty Chrigfians without a Liturgy,
~—that at this very mofm nt good is being done,
sinners are being conv .and Christ's kingdom

is being built up, by the agency of men who
never use a Liturgy. I ask toremember all
these things, and ponder them well.

And. then, when they bave pondered these
things, I hope they will not condemn me as a
heretic, a fanatic, a leveller, and revolutionary
enthu when, for the sake of the Church of
England for the sake of the Liiurgy itself. and
above all for the sake of souls, I plead for reforms
in the public worship of the Church of England.

—A Jerusalem telegram reports the first
religious difficulty which htis yet resulted
from the new Infallibility dogma in the
East. , The Armenian Cathedral of  St.
James, in the Hely City, eontains a large
collection of reljcs, which are greatly vener-
ated alike by itsown and the Latin commu-
nities. The Latin clergy have in conse-
quence been permitted hitherto to celebrate
mass in the buildings on St. James’ day,
but this year thé Armenian Patriarch
refused the usual permission, alleging that
‘he could not lend his church to a cle
‘whose head had just declared himself in-

Jomy f the Church of | W1
Prayer-book. and an enemy o0 ¢ -t "alhb]e.




