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oase and try to define what ought to be the just
limits of ritusl. A few principles, however,
geem to be emerging with some degres of
clearness. One of these is that ritusl usages
must be regarded as meaning and symbolising
gomething, What that something is it may not
slways bo easy to define, Still something there
is, and in dealing with ritnal nsages, to regard
them &8 either the infinitely little or as having
1o dootrinal significance whatsver, is simply to
leave antagonisms as we fiad them, and serious-
ly to augment existing difficnlties,

It may be quite true that in the case of some
of the usages the teaching originally intended
to be conveyed may have become obscured,
and that the real gronnd on which the msage
is maintained and defended isits antiguity and
sometimes its universality, Still, it is impos.
gible to deny that there are usages and cere-
monies which are intimately conne~ted with
dootrine, and are tenacicusly maintained, and
just as tenaciously opposed, beoause both parties
know that dootrine is the moving principle.
Such usages will never be disposed of by the
declaration that they are to be understood to
have no dootrinal significance. Neither party
will admit this, and contrcversy will continue
with even inoressed ssperity. In attempting
to lay down limits of ritual, limita of dootrine
will commonly have, in some form or other, to
be regarded as a part of the problem, and it is
idle to think it oan be otherwise, Another and
very obvious principle is that s ocareful and
sensitive regara should be had for the feelings
of congregations, and that ohanges in ritual
poaiti-ely must not be introdused withoat some
referonce to higher authority, We have had
of late a great deal ton much of wiat has been
called fanoy ritual —if, in some oases, happily
becoming fewer, it may not have deserved &
much moreserious name. Tairdly, this seems
to be plain—that the attempt at the present
time to come to any sottlement of the ritual
question by any definite enactments is hopeless
and mischevious, To modify, for example, or
to remove the ornaments Rubrio, would be to
bring about a catastrophe which even now we
cannot perhaps edeqaately realise. That rabric
is regarded by numberless devout persons, and
rightly regarded, as the moans whereby the
Euocharist has been restored to its proper place
in the services of the Church, and to tonoh it is
really to touch all thai is dearest to their
highest religious sonsibilities. We must leave
our Prayer book alone. Lot us only agree to
be loyal alike to its spirit and its letter, and ali
yet may be well. If we can only agree, on the
one hand, not to ignore its Catholic spirit, nor
to negleot its ordinances, aad, on the other
hand, zot to s:b introduce what it patently dis.
avows, there inay yot b2 a closer knitting to
gether of all hearts, snd & blessed future of
%ea?e for the Church of our baptism,—Chursh

ells.

THE INFLUENCE OF IMITATIONIN
MATTERS OF RITUAL.

Those who have carefully stndied the Arch-
bishop's jadgment in its falpess must have he—
come oconsocious of thoir own comparative
ignorance. The simple decisions on the various
points, with the short eummaries of the reasons
on which they are based, as given in & couple
of colamns in our newspapors, gave & neces—
garily imperfeot idea of the judgment. The
ocarofully arranged historical faots, as read in
full reports, not only give weight to the deci-

gions, but impress upon mos* men who know &

something of ritual history the importance of
a wider and deeper knowledge than they
possess. Yot men of all parties in the Churoh

fanoied that they coald jastify their aotions
from their investigations, Few men in their
own oases have allowed enough for the force of

imitation, Men are, as a rule, receptive rather
than critical, imitative rather than original,

We are told that in the old days of Newman's
inflaence in Oxford many of his disciples were
geen with short trousers and black socoks, be-
cause Newman happened to dress in that way.
Younger Oxford men remember that from
fifteen to twenty years ago many of the advano.
ed High Churoh school used to walk with necks
bent forward and heads bent dowr, with their
hands behind them, in consoions or unconsoious
imitation of the leader whom they reverenced.
Iwitation, whnioh leads to mannerisms and
carioatures in ordinary life, has a strong infla.
ence in shaping religious observances and
modes of religious thonght,

It is not too much to say that muoh modern
ritualiem is based on imitation rather thao on
knowledge. Members of congregations with
mithetio tastes have foand ritual acta not only
pleasing to them pérsonally, but helpful from
the thought that such acts were iun accordanoe
with primitive practices and essentislly sym-
bolical of dootrines. The olergy, in adopting
the practices that have suited the tastes of their
congregations, have followed in many cases the
modern traditions of their pazty, and tried to
assimilate their ritual to the standard set in a
fow well. known churches. They have imitated
others because they believed that in so doing
they were helping to teach the dootrines whioh
such imitations seemed to them to symbolise.
Imitation is & natural feature in man's charao-
ter, and men whose personal knowledge is im=
perfect are justified in conforming to a personal
standard.

If the Archbishop's judgment had disregarded
primitive onstoms and continuous traditions,
any obange in ritnal would have been & diffi-
cuity. Bat the judgment is based on reasoning
whioh all can understand. It does not oaly
state what is legal and what isillegal : it holps
men to understand the meaning of actions
whioh they have praotised ; it makes a dis-
tinotion between primitive oustoms and new
fashioned innovations ; it shows what is essen-
tial and what is merely in accordance with
individual preferences. Where an sction is
shown not to be a symbol of one special dootrine
but to be an act of devotion practised alike by
each school of religious thought, or where it is
shown that there is no traditional connection
botween one interpretation of a rubric and
dootrinal views asto the Sacrament of the
Lord’s Supper, submission to the judgment
becomes easy. The hero of one of Moliere's
plays had spoken prose all his life without
being conscious of it. Thereverse has been tho
osge with many of the clergy; thoy have
fanoied they were practising symbolical actions,
and they have simply beeu conducting their
gervices in & manner which gratified their
tastes. The Archbishop’s judgment, in faot,
oxplains to ue what ritual means. Mon who
aoted from imitation can now act from know-
ledge.

As to the duty of obedience in the provirce
of Canterbary, there oan be little doubt. Io
matters where differences eXiat, the private
interpretation of the parish clergy is forbidden
in tho Prayer book. The Bishop of the dicocse
in the first instance, the Archbishop of the
province finally, is entrusted with the respon:
wmbility of deciding what the Rubrics meun.
The Archbishop of Canterbury has not sat
alone. In five dioceses the clergy know the
interpretation of the Rabrioa approved by their
Bishop. From this interpretation probably
fow of the other Bishops, if any, would be
found to differ, Even if individual Bishops
ive no direct orders a8 to obedience, the
Archbishop's jadgment is in men's hands. His
interpretation has suthoritative weight; the
private interpretation of individual olergymen
are, from & Churoh point of view, sbgolutely
worthiess. Men have to decide between acting
in accordance with the rulingof sn authority
which they are bound to recognige, and soting

on their own private notions, The question
simply is whether the Churoh is congeries of
inolated congregations, with practices dependent
on the whims of individuals, or a corporate
body with definite rules.

Though in any oase obodiencs wonld seem
necessary, obedienco is made more easy by the
faot that men in their ritual observances have
been influenced rather by imitation than by
knowledge.—A. C. 8. in Church Bells,

POWER OF THE MINISTRY.

Bishop Stevens deliverod an address in the
leoture-room of the Courch of the Holy Trinity,
Philadelphia, to & number of the miaisters of
the oity on the subjeot, * What ia the Chief
Power of the Ministry?' Although in poor
health the Bishop wmade & forsible and oon-
vincing sppesl, which must be fruitfal of good
resnits, Ho thought that the snswor to the
question, ** Whercin does the chief powor of the
ministry lic? could be found in the words
of Christ when Ho said, ** Yo shall have power

after that the Eoly Ghost bas come upon you."”
The speaker continned: “Wo may know a
groat doal about Cbrist and yot not be able to
preach Christ. 1t is mot ezough to be ac-
gnuinted with His personal history, what Ho
gaid and did, but one must be possessed of the
Holy Spirit. Oaly as weo know and under-
stand the power of the Holy Ghost working in
us ean wo preach Christ as He should he
preached.” Knowledge of the truth is revealod
only by the Holy Spirit. It does not come
from mero study of the Bible.

Thoe speaker thonght the Word of God was
used too muok in a perfupotory manner. Itis
visited to cull texts from, to work up sermons,
but it is not sought on our knocs ssking God to
open io us that groust woll of trath, A spirit of
fuith ehonld ba more pervading. As it is
atterly impossible for the carnal mind to ander-
stend Christ, wo must be tavgbt by the Spirit
of Christ. Ministers should rely on the power
of the Holy Ghost to teach them the Word of
God, and then upon the same power to help
them preach that Word. The minister maat
first feol tho effect of that spirit before ho can
impart the tenvkings of the Word to others.

“ One of the great evils of this day,” bo son-
tinued, © in ibe ministry, ospeoially among the
youngor olergy, is the tendency to preach upon
what is oalled tho times.” Those young men
believe that they are doing great sarvice when
they attack the provsiling errors of infidelity.
But often their statement of tho infdol's case
iy stropger than their sormon, with which they
combat 1t. The Bishop deeply deplored the
geneationulism in proaching that very many
yonng meu find g0 altoring.  Thero are others
more intent upon preacking an eloqueat sor-
mon than on proaching the Gospel.  They are
anxions 1o havo peoplo suy as they loavo the
church, ** What a0 cloguent sermon ; how wall
eXpresecd "

These minis'ors strive fur success, but too
often they forget what succoss is in the ojes of
God. Sucocess in winning sonl to Christ is too
~ften lost sight of in the desire fur the world’s
approval. Man must bo convinoed that he
is mnwortay, Tho ond of the ministry is re-
conoiliatim, to bring men back to God. Moen
will not be bronght buek to God nntil thoy feel
that they are away from Him. Ir conelasion
he exhorted all present to raly more zpon God's
Word in preachiug an. less upon mar's word,
The Word shonid slways be approached rever-
ently, More and more he felt the importance
of the Holy Spirit in preaching the Gaupel, and
ho appealed to all to let it be their guide and

power.

Perfoct valour consists in doing without wit
nesses all we should bs oapable f doing before

the world,



