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PREFACE

THis Prayer Book Dictionary is an attempt to provide for the Book of Common
Prayer a volume as full of information and of illumination as are the excellent
Dictionaries of the Bible now at the disposal of students of Holy Scripture.

Recent historical research and the revival of liturgical study have produced
a wealth of fresh knowledge on almost all subjects connected with the Prayer
Book, which it is in every way most expedient should be made current coin,
and brought within the reach of the clergy and laity, who have little leisure for
the independent examination of original authorities. The proposed revision of
the Prayer Book has awakened a widening and deepening interest in its history
and contents, and has increased the necessity for some accurate and trustworthy
Book to which reference can be made on all matters which are under discussion.
If this volume helps Church-people to set a higher value on their great Book of
Devotion (one of the most precious results of the English Reformation), to under-
stand it better, and at the same time to realise where it needs enrichment and
adaptation to modern needs, it will fulfil in part at least its mission. '

The Editors and Writers claim for the contents neither infallibility nor
finality, but they have steadily kept in view a threefold aim and have laboured
unremittingly to attain to it.

1. Comprehensiveness of range. They have striven to cover the whole ground
of the history and contents of the Prayer Book, so that those who consult this
Dictionary may find some measure of light thrown on any subject upon which
they may need guidance or help.

2. Fairness in controversial questions. Complete freedom of expression has
been accorded to each writer. While none have concealed their own opinions
on controverted points, they have endeavoured to state clearly and fairly the
facts and arguments on both sides of the question.

3. Fulness and accuracy of data. No pains have been spared to collect all
the information that was available on the subjects treated up to the moment
of publication, and to present it in a clear and readable and trustworthy form.

The Editors have been singularly fortunate in securing the assistance of a
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vii . PREFACE

large and representative list of Contributors, many of whom are recognised
authorities in their own line of learning, while not a few of our younger scholars
have here given to the world for the first time the results of their reading and
research.

My sole excuse for accepting the invitation of the Editors to write this brief
Preface is to be found in the fact that no fewer than twenty-three of the con-
tributors are clergymen or laymen in the Diocese of Liverpool. It is a matter
for great thankfulness that, in the midst of their incessant and exacting work,
so many Churchmen in South-west Lancashire should have found time not only
for honest and persevering study, but also for giving to the public in such an
excellent form the fruits of years of careful reading and of long thought. At a
time when the English Church is not always credited with a superabundance
of learning, and when the clergy especially are supposed to prefer the absorbing
claims of parish work to the no less important but less exciting and prominent
duties of the study, it is reassuring to find that there are still so many real students
(of whom the writers in this Dictionary are but representatives) who are as
ready to serve the Church with their pen, as they are to devote themselves to
the work of the pulpit and to pastoral visitation.

That the blessing of God may rest upon this book, and that it may tend to
confirm the faith and the loyalty of many, to remove ignorance and prejudice,
and to commend the truth, is the prayer with which it is sent out into the world
by the Editors and their helpers.

F. J. LIVERPOOL.
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INTRODUCTION

1. ScorEe

THE Prayer Book Dictionary deals with the origins, history, use and teaching
of the several authorised editions of the Book of Common Prayer within the
Anglican Communion, including the Thirty-nine Articles and the Table of -Kin-
dred and Affinity. Its scope embraces all accompanying ceremonies and supple-
mentary rites, the ornaments of the Church and of all ministers, Church structures
and fittings in their relation to worship, ecclesiastical persons and bodies, and
the legislative judicial or administrative authorities now or heretofore empowered
or exercising powers in regard to the above.

2. GENESIS

The idea of such a Dictionary was brought before the Liverpool Diocesan
Council of Sacred Study in June, 1908, by Canon Harford as Diocesan Warden
of C.S.S.S,, at the suggestion of Canon Stevenson, who is Chairman of the Council
and Diocesan Representative  of the C.S.S.S. At the instance of this body
the proposal was next introduced at the appropriate session of the Pan-Anglican
Congress with the cordial consent of the late Bishop Collins as Chairman of
the section. The encouragement then and later received induced the Editors
to lay the scheme in full outline before the Publishers. From them, and in
particular from Mr. Arthur Reynolds, Literary Director of the firm, they have
received every facility and consideration. They were also fortunate enough
to secure as Assistant Editor one who is an unusually well-read patristic scholar,
and an original member of the Henry Bradshaw Society, the Rev. J. W. Tyrer.
The general scheme was, moreover, reviewed in some detail by an advisory com-
mittee in Liverpool, consisting of the following :—the late Canon Keating, D.D.,
formerly ‘Sub-Dean of St. Mary’s Cathedral, Edinburgh, author of The Agapé
and the Eucharist; the Rev. F. S. Guy Warman, D.D., Principal of St. Aidan’s
College ; Canon Grensted, M.A., Diocesan Inspector of Schools; the Rev. J. T.
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Xii INTRODUCTION

Mitchell, B.D., Hon. Secretary of the Board of Biblical Studies; and Canon
Howson, Examining Chaplain to the Bishop of Liverpool. Other friends in the
south have assisted in a more or less formal way, by advising upon the details
of the scheme, or by suggesting names of contributors. Among many others
special mention may be made of the Rev. T. A. Lacey, the Rev. Wm. C. Piercy,
Dean Beeching, Prebendary Reynolds, and Canon Pearce. Further, the Bishop
of Liverpool readily consented to write the Preface, and the Archbishop of
Canterbury, who at an early stage had expressed his sympathy with the
“enterprise, in accepting the dedication of the book wrote thus :—

“That a work of this kind can ever be so constructed as to satisfy everybody is not to be
expected, but I have not any doubt that it will serve a high and useful purpose, and I am very
glad that my name should be connected with it.”

3. PROCEDURE

The suggestion of the idea came, as is stated above, from Canon Stevenson.
The detailed plan of the Dictionary, as set forth in this Introduction, with the
classification of 1ts contents, was drawn up by the present writer ; and the first
lists of some twelve hundred titles of articles, and of about a hundred names of
possible contributors, came from the same hand. Advice has been freely sought
at every stage, and most generously given ; but the Joint Editors, in consultation
with the Assistant Editor, are alone responsible for plan, policy, and particular
details of execution. In the case of articles on controversial topics the contribu-
tors have been left complete freedom of treatment. The aim, however, has been
to present an objective and historical view of all the data involved. The writers
have not concealed their own convictions, but they have sought fairly to exhibit
the grounds upon which others have been led to different conclusions ; and the
Editors have, wherever it appeared desirable, inserted notes on facts or arguments
which seemed to need inclusion in order to secure a well-balanced treatment of

the case.

4. SCALE

In the general interests of readers the scope of the Dictionary has been
deliberately made very wide. In order therefore that this should not defeat
the main object of the Editors, that of treating with adequate fulness all matters
directly arising out of the Prayer Book, severe compression has been necessary
in the case of those topics which are less strictly relevant. In regard to these
it may be said that a select ecclesiastical glossary has been incorporated with
“the longer articles on the specific Prayer Book subjects.
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5. TEXTS AND SOURCES

In a few important instances, as in the case of the Collects and the XXXIX
Articles, the Latin text has been given, as well as the English text with variorum
notes. In other cases, as in the Canon of the Liturgy, it has been thought suffi-
cient to supply the original text. Frequently, however, it has only been possible
to present an analysis of older sources. By the kindness of the Publishers in
permitting an increase in the size of the work, it has been possible to include
(under RITUAL, §§ 14-53) a Variorum Synopsis of the successive Prayer Books,
together with the full text of the Rubrics and other directive contents, which
will, it is hoped, be found serviceable for comparison, though necessarily
compressed.

6. CEREMONIES AND ORNAMENTS

The articles grouped under this head in the Appendix, R, fall into two classes,
according as they relate to ceremonial, or to craftsmanship and design. Inregard
to the former, the aim has been to compile a concise Directorium Anglicanum,
not laying down any law of impracticable uniformity, but describing alternative
reverent ways of doing necessary things, elaborations which cannot claim

authority or obvious relevance being omitted. Partly, such guidance is offered
in separate articles, partly in the supplementary notes under RITUAL, iv.

7. DocTtrRINE AND ETHICS

Certain of the articles under these heads demanded somewhat full treatment,
from their special connection with the Prayer Book. Instances will be found
under Baptism, Church, Lord’s Supper, Orders, Repentance. A few subjects,
fundamentally underlying the Prayer Book, but more general in character than
those last named, have also been handled at some length, such as Authority,
Man, Order, Religion. Other topics are more succinctly handled, and with
stricter limitation to the Prayer Book treatment of them. Under Ethics the
pastoral work of the Church has been included. This group of articles describes
and discusses the best methods actually in effective use for carrying out the
Prayer Book system in parishes of various kinds. In regard to specifically ethical
subjects, a double aim has been kept in view, (1) to bring out the essentially
practical nature of religion, as the peculiar genius of the Church of England
conceives it, and (2) to reflect the tendency of our Church to throw responsibility
on the mind and conscience of the individual or the community, and its guarded
resort to the mere dictation of authority.
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8. ARRANGEMENT

Every endeavour has been made to give information under the titles most
likely to be referred to, Prayer Book terms being, however, uniformly preferred.
Where it has been necessary to collect material in longer articles, cross-references
direct the reader to the subsidiary topics included. A comprehensive Table
of Contents in Prayer Book order serves, moreover, as a Subject Index, and at
the end of each article reference is made to the section of this Appendix where
kindred topics are mentioned. Thus the full resources of the Dictionary
under any head can be readily unlocked. '
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List of Abbreviations and Typographical Devices

THE list is not exhaustive.

The more usual abbreviations are assumed to be familiar.

Books of the Bible are often cited as commonly contracted in reference Bibles.

Two sizes of Arabic numerals are used, without separating point, for chapter and verse, or for
volume and page: e.g., Rom. 12 6-10 (in a few cases, e.g., Basil On the Holy Ghost, and the Canons
of Hippolytus, the two sizes of numerals refer to the sections into which the work is divided according

to two different systems).

The Psalms are usually cited from the Prayer Book version.

Cross-references are indicated by printing the title of the article referred to in small capitals.

The title words are represented by initial capitals in the body of each article.

Reference marks (e.g., H3®%) point to the Appendix, Contents in PB order (or, in refs. to rubrics,
etc., to the corresponding sections under RituaL, iv. Variorum Synopsis).

A. = Answer

Abp. = Archbishop

Absol, = Absolution

Access.= Accession Service

Adv. = Advent

aft. = after

Ang. = Anglican

Ap. = Apostle

art. = article (in Dictionary)

Art. = Article (one of the 39
Articles)

Asc. = Ascension

AV, AVm = Authorised Ver-
sion,—margin

bapt. = baptism,—al

Bapt.1»%) 3 = Baptismal Offi-
ces, (1) Public, (2)

Private, (3) Adult.

BCP = Book of Common
Prayer

bef. = before

Bp. = Bishop

Brev. = Breviary

Bur. = Burial Service

c. = chapter

c. = ctvca

cant. = canticle

Cat. = Catechism

CAT = Church Association
Tracts

CCR = Church Congress Re-
port

cent. = century

Ch. = Church (the society)

ch. = church (the building)

Coll. = Collect

Comm.= Commandment

Commin. Commination Service

Conf. = Confession

Confirm. = Confirmation
Consecr. = Consecration

Conv. Ca., Yk. = Convocation
of CanterburyorYork

cp. = compare .

CQR = Church Quarterly Re-
view

ct. = contrast

DA = Documentary Annals

DAC = Dictionnaive d’ Arché-
ologte Chyétienne

DB = Hastings’ . Dictionary

of the Bible—5 vols,

DB ('09) = do.—1 vol. edition | Ord.1»#* 3 = Ordination (or
DCA = Dictionary of Christian Consecration), (1) of
Antiquities Deacons, (2) of
DCB = Biography Priests, (3) of Bishops
DCG = Dictionary of Christ|OT = Old Testament
and the Gospels PB = Prayer Book
DECH = Dictionary of English| PBAH= Prayer Book, Articles
Church History and Homilies
eccles. = ecclesiastical PH = Parsown’s Handbook, 1909
ed. = edited by, editor, edi- | pr. = prayer
tion Pref. = Preface (! “ The Pre-
Eng. = England, English face,” ? Concerning
EP = Evening Prayer the Service of the
EP = Ecclesiastical Polity Church, 3Of Cere-
Ep. = Epistle monies, ¢ Order how
Epiph. = Epiphany the Psalter is to be
esp. = especially read, & rest of Holy
Euch. = Eucharist,—ic Scripture)
exh. = exhortation PS. = Parker Society edition
{. (or ff.) = following verse(s) or| Ps. = Psalm
paragraph(s) 0. = Question
G. = Guardian QV. = Athanasian Creed
Gel. = Gelasian Sacramentary | R = Royal
gen. = general,—ly R. = Response
Greg. = Gregorian Sacrameni-| Rel. Cer. = Principles of Reli-
ary gious Cervemonial
HBS = Henyy Bradshaw So-| RV, RVm = Revised Version,—
ciety margin
HC = Holy Communion sacr. = sacrament,—al
HE = Ecclesiastical History |Sar. = Sarum
Hom. = Homily SCO. = Scottish Communion
b, = the same Office
Injn. = Injunction sent.. = sentence
JTS = Journal of Theological| Te D. = Te Deum.
Studies th, = thanksgiving
Lit. = Litany Trin. = Trinity
lit. = literal,—ly V. = Versicle
Lit. Ref. = Some Principles of | v. (vv.) = verse (verses)
Liturgical Reform VAI = Visitation Articles and
LXX = Septuagint Injunctions, ed. Frere
Mar., Matr.= Marriage Service and Kennedy
MEP = Morning and Evening | Vis. = Visitation
Prayer VS = Visitation of the Sick
min. = minister ‘Whit. = Whitsunday—tide
MP = Morning Prayer Z.L. = Zurich Letters, in the
n. (or #.) = note Parker Society Series
NED = NewEnglish Dictionary | * = For general readers
NT = New Testament t = Foradvanced students
OCM = Ornaments of the Ch.| (® = 2nd edition
and the Mins., 1908 L, % 3 = Ist, 2nd, 3rd; or
OHC = Order of HC, 1548 foot-note 1, 2, or 3
OR = Ornaments Rubric 1] = editorial additions

xix




ADDENDA

AMERICAN CHURCH, THE.—'* That portion
of the Catholic Ch. known in law as The
Pyotestant Episcopal Ch. in the U.S.4.”°
(Am. Ch. Almanack) is the lineal successor
of the Ch. of Eng. in America before
the Revolution. After vain attempts to
secure the consecration of a bp. in Eng.,
Bp. Seabury was consecrated in 1784 by
three bps. of the Scottish Ch., and Bps.
White, Provoost, and Madison were, three
yrs. later, consecrated in Eng., these four
bps. transmitting the succession thencefor-
ward. The general lines of the constitutional
settlement which ensued naturally followed the
course adopted in the political sphere, and,
although a general convention for U.S.A. was
given important central functions to discharge,
the federal principle prevailed in the main, and
the autonomy and equality of the constituent
dioceses were carefully safeguarded. Practic-
ally, however, a large measure of uniformity
both of constitution and procedure has resulted
from the binding rule of loyalty to the PB, and
proposals are in active discussion for the intro-
duction of the provincial system. The AC. is
numerically a small minority, but its import-
ance is out of all proportion to its numbers.
Its loyal adherence to Catholic Doctrine and
Church Order, and its resolute maintenance of
reverent liturgical Worship, give it a central
position which may make it a pivot of reunion
in the future.

For interesting particulars as to its position in
regard to ritual, see the Bishop of Albany’s
evidence bef, the R. Com. on Eccles. Dis. (3 316—326).
From this it appears that ornaments and cere-,
monies are regulated mainly by custom, subject
to episcopal control, the resulting burden, how-
ever, upon the bishop being recognised as unfair
and excessive. See further AMERICAN PB ; Dijocesan
Bp., §10—AI G. HARFORD.

ANNEXED BOOK.—Some notes on the
MS. PB annexed to the Act of 1662, and sub-
scribed by Convocation in 1661, may be of
interest. They may be taken as supplementary
to the Variorum Synopsis in Rrrvar iv, to
which the reference marks correspond. A
facsimile edition of the AB was published in
1801.

|l B27?] Written on a new leaf, without heading,
a blank space preceding.

Il b1-3] On separate page, facing opening of MP,
after a blank page.

XX

|| o17, E17] After the Amen following the Absolu-
tion two black lines are ruled across the page, as,
though marking the close of the Preparation.
I p21] Thy will be done in earth as i is . . .
without comma, initial capital, or space.
|| D2°] The 1st clause of the Creed is punctuated,
I belteve in God, the Father Almighty, and the Min.
may conveniently precent to the word God, the choir
%nd 1I‘geop]e beginning again, and continuing without
reak.
|| D3 E3'] After Then the Priest standing up
the following words have been erased : and so con-
tinuing to the end of the service. This favours the
inclusion of the Min. in Al (observe initial capital}
kneeling (cp. D32 n, |)).
|l p3%] The heading is only 4 Prayer for
and there is a break of two blank lines between
bless and Endue ; similarly in the Litany.
| ¥1]1  After Ordinarie : has been erased The Min.
and People all kneeling.
|| F6%] A blank line precedes Then shall the
Priest. . . . Cp. Fln. |, and r6% n. |.
|l F#] A blank line separates the Pr. from O Lord
arise. . . .
| F8] 9 Priest is written by itself in the centre
of the line.
[l H3 end]
Canon.
|l#*] The wording bef. alteration was: shall stand
in the most convenient place in the upper end of the
Chancel (or of the body of the Church where there is no

Addition And the Ordinary . . . the

Chancel). And the Priest standing at the north part
of the Table. . . .
| u1?] Bef. alt. Let us pray for the good estate of

the catholick Church of Christ. (And so under Hs5l.)

|| H18] The sentence after increase your damnation
was added in the margin, being transferred from 21,

|l u22] First written Draw near in full assurance
of faith.

i 528] Semicolon in rubric after fake the cup
into his hands ;

|| H29] Consecrated is erased bef. bread at the end
of the first rubric.

| 6] An addition, written very closely, and
across the red ruling of the page.

|| 123] Erased A nd heve all the congregation shall kneel.

|| 181] Covenanted and erased bef. promised.

| I91] persons alt. to children.

|| k611 ‘or some other ai his appointment erased
after The Curate of every Parish.

[l L52 (Coll. aft. LP.)] for these thy children (or
servants) was first written.

| 6] or unto Matrimony erased aft. Communion.

|| m14] Doxology added to Lord’s Pr. in closer
handwriting. .

[lo5] out of the miseries of this life erased after
departed.

| P1] according to the accustomed manner added
aft. the Litany ended.

|| T2 end] Added : or hath had formerly episcopal
Consecration or Ordination.—BI. G. HARFORD,
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Prayer Book Dictionary

Ablution)]

ABLUTION.—A. is the name applied to the
ceremonial washing of persons or things, such
as was practised by the Jews
(Ex. 30 18-21, Mark 7 3, 4, John 2 6;
cp. John 13 10), this A. implying
a symbolical cleansing from contracted pollu-
tion. It was also used to indicate exemption
from guilt, as when Pilate washed his hands as
a disclaimer of responsibility for the death of
our Lord (Matt. 27 24).

The PB contains no express directions for
such ceremonial ablutions, but there are two
occasions in the Service of HC,
where, following ancient custom,
such A, is frequently practised.

(1) The Lavabo at the Oftertory. (See LAvABO
and HanDs, § 1.)

(2) At the conclusion of the Service, when
the sacred vessels are ceremonially cleansed.
The direction of the rubric, If any remain of that
which was consecrated, it shall not be cayried out of
the Church, but the Priest and such other of the
Communicants as he shall then call unto him.
shall, immediately after the Blessing, revevently
eat and drink the same, is held to imply some A,
of the vessels to remove any particles of the
consecrated elements which may have adhered
to them, and the consumption of these As. by
the priest or other communicants.

The Lambeth Judgment (18go) affirmed that
‘“ the cleansing of the vessels appears to be not an
improper completion of this act (of

Iim%gh consumption) which is ordered to
Judgment. follow the close of the service without
any break or interval,” and adds,
““ The Rubric gives a general direction as to what
is to be done in the way of consuming what remains
after the service, and is not so minute as to go
beyond this, our Book having abandoned many
over-niceties of regulation. If a conscientious
scruple is felt as to not ‘ carrying out of the church’
slight remnants even into the vestry, it is not the
duty of this Court to override it.” The Judgment
suggests that the Credence is the most fitting place at
which the As. should be performed (following the
use of the Eastern Liturgies); but the more usual
practice is for the As. to be taken at the altar.—Rr2.

E. Hosson.

1. Meaning
of Word.

2. At HC.

1—(2422)

[Absolution

ABSOLUTION.—[This art. refers to Liturgical
forms only. For doctrine, etc., see REPENTANCE.]
In the Pre-Reformation services the A. first
pronounced by the congregation when the
officiant had made his CoNFEssiON of sin, and
then in his turn by the officiant over the con-
gregation, was: ‘‘ Almighty God, have mercy
upon thee {or you), and forgive thee (you) all
thy (your) sins ; deliver thee (you) from all evil,
preserve and stablish thee (you) in all good, and
bring thee (you) to everlasting life. Amen.”

“ Misereatur tui (vestri) Omnipotens Deus, et
dimittat tibi (vobis) omnia peccata tua (vestra);
liberet te (vos) ab omni malo, conservet et confirmet
in bono, et ad vitam perducat acternam. Amen.”
The officiant aft. saying this added: ‘ The
Almighty and merciful Lord grant unto you A.
and remission of all your sins, time for true
repentance, amendment of life, and the gracc
and comfert of the Holy Ghost. Amen.”

“ Absolutionem et remissionem omnium peccatorum

vestrorum, spatium verae poenitentiae, et emenda-
tionem vitae, gratiam et consolationem Sancti
Spiritus, tribuat vobis Omnipotens et Misericors
Dominus. Amen” (Sarum Missal, etc.).
There was considerable variation in the form for
giving A. to individuals aft. private Conf. The
first of the above two short precatory forms was
often said, and sometimes both : then followed
the more definitive A. in some such form as this :
‘“ Our Lord Jesus Christ of His great pity absolve
thee : and I, by the authority of the same our
God and Lord Jesus Christ, and of the blessed
Apostles Peter and Paul, and by the authority
committed to me, absolve thee from all thesc
thy sins which with contrite heart and mouth
thou hast confessed to me, and from all other
thy sins which thou gladly wouldst confess it
thou hadst them in memory : and I restore thec
to the Sacraments of the Church. In the Name
of the Father,” etc.

“Dominus noster Jesus Christus pro sua magna
pietate te absolvat: et ego, auctoritate ejusdem
Dei et Domini Jesu Christi, et beatorum Apostolorum
Petri et Pauli, et auctoritate mihi tradita, absolvo
te ab omnibus peccatis his, de quibus corde contrito et
ore mihi confessus es, et ab omnibus aliis peccatis tuis
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de quibus si tuae occurrerent memoriae libenter
confiteri velles: et ad sacramenta Ecclesiae te

restituo. In Nomine Patris, etc.” (Sarum
Manual). The forms given in the Sarum Brev.
(x531) and in Myrk’s Instructions to Parish

Priests (c. 1450) differ considerably from the above.
The following form of benediction was also often
added, either bef. or aft. the pronouncing of the
definitive A.: *The merit of the Passion of our
Lord Jesus Christ, the prayers of our holy Mother the
Church, the good that thou hast done and that by
the grace of God thou shalt do hereafter, be to thee
for the remission of thy sins®’: ¢ Meritum Passionis
Domini nostri Jesu Christi, suffragia sanctae Matris
Ecclesiae, bona quae fecisti et quae per Dei gratiam
facies, sint tibi in remissionem peccatorum tuorum.”
This is from the Sarum Brev. (1531). The form
given by Myrk is somewhat different.

In the First PB of Edw. VI (1549) a form of A.
was given, based on the first-mentioned Latin
formula, and has been retained ever since in
the Communion Service of the PB. The direc-
tion that this A. is to be pronounced by the
bishop, if present, first appears in 1552. In
1552, to the new form of Conf. bef. MP was
attached the long A. still to be found there.
In the rubric bef. this A. the words ‘‘ or remission
of sins” were inserted in 1604, and ‘‘ Priest
was substituted for ‘‘ Minister”’ in 1662. In
the VS the first PB (1549) provided a form of
A, which followed the ancient forms pretty
closely. This has remained unchanged ever
since: but the direction—'‘ the same form of
A. shall be used in all private confessions "—
was struck out in 1552. In the * Forms of Pr.
to be used at Sea' (1662), the A. from HC is
given ; to be pronounced by “ the Priest if there
be any in the ship.”—pB.

A. M. Y. BAvLAY.

ABSTINENCE.—See Fasrt, § 2.

ACCESS, PRAYER OF HUMBLE.—See
HUMBLE ACCESS.

ACCESSION SERVICE.—The present three-
fold form of A. service was first authorised by
royal warrant on Nov. 9, 1901 (the

1. History of hirthday of Edward VII), having
m“ previously received the approval
of Convocation. The earlier form

dated from the A. of James II. It was inter-
mitted in the next de facto reign, but revived
by proclamation of Anne, Feb. 7, 1704. A royal
warrant prescribed its use at the beginning of
each subsequent reign. It lacked the synodical
and quasi-parliamentary authorisation given in
1661-2 to the services for Nov. 5, Jan. 30 and
May 29, owing to the circumstance that the
legal A. day of Charles II was the day of his
father’s martyrdom, viz., Jan. 30. But the
anniversary of the A. of each sovereign since
the Reformation had been observed with special
supplications. ~ The forms put out in 1576
and 1578 are printed in Elizabethan Liturgical
Services (Parker Soc.), pp. 548 ff. Canon 2 of
1640 enjoined the observance of Charles I's
A., and recognised a particular form of pr.

(Cardwell, Synodalia 1 392).

[Acts of Uniformity

The form appointed in 1685 was a new one,
and was considerably modified in 1704. The
Pr. for Unity was added at the A.
m%u'rgzm of the House of Hanover, and
Josh. 1 1-¢ substituted for Prov.
8 13-36 as 1st Lesson. This form followed the
general outline of such occasional services, viz. :
Special opening Sentences; a Cento of verses
from the Pss. in place of Venite; Proper Pss.
and Lessons; special Suffrages after the Creed ;
an appropriate Coll.; and special prs. in the
end of the Lit. In the Communion Service a
special Coll. took the place of the Colls. for the
King and for the day; the Ep.was 1 Pet. 2 1117,
the Gospel Matt. 22 16-22; the Pr. for Unity
followed that for the Church Militant.

At the A, of Edward VII a number of litur-
gical scholars petitioned Convocation for a new
3. The form. The form now authorised
. is threefold—(1) a Service of
Present Form. Mattins, Lit. and Evensong, in-
cluding Proper Pss. and Lessons, Suffrages and
Colis. : (2) a special Coll., Epistle and Gospel :
(3) Te Deum (printed in three divisions);
Lesser Lit. ; Suffrages; three special Colls. ; Pr.
for Unity, etc. In these forms two of the earlier
prs. have no place, but a modified form of the
ancient Coronation Coll. Deus gqui populis is
introduced into all three.

The new A. services, avoiding the strained
phraseology of the closing 17th cent. and endea-
vouring to assimilate the ideas expressed to those
of modern times, have been criticised as emasculated
and weak. An example of modernisation is the
omission of the words, * Blessed Lord, Who hast
called Christian princes to the defence of Thy Faith
and hast made it their duty to promote the spiritual
welfare together with the temporal interest of their
people.” Again, the ‘ spirit of wisdom . .. togovern
this kingdom wisely * is not asked for the King,
but only that * under him this nation may be wisely
governed.”—sSz2. DouGLAS MACLEANE.

ACOLYTE.—(Gr. axérovlos, Lat. acolythus,afol-
lower, attendant.) The highest of the minor orders
in the Latin Ch. (Conc. Carthag. iv, can. 6). His
work was to light the candles on the altar, to carry
them in procession, especially at the Gospel, to
prepare wine and water tor the chalice, and otherwise
assist the higher clergy in the servicesof the Church.
Card. Bona (c. A.D. 1660), R.L. i. 25 18, notes that, while
this order was still conferred on candidates for the
priesthood, its duties had been for 500 years performed
by boys or untonsured men. (See SERVER and
COLLET.)—R2. J. E. SwaLrow.

ACTS OF UNIFORMITY.—The Acts of
Uniformity beginning with that of 1549 were
L directed to two ends: first, to
secure uniformity of doctrine and

Introductory. orship within the Ch. of Eng.,
and, secondly, to secure conformity to that doc-
trine and worship by all persons inhabiting the
realm of England and Wales. The first of these
objects has been more or less attained, the second
has not; for, although every person inhabiting
the realm is still obliged under penalty of eccles.
censure to attend the Ch. of Eng. services on
Sundays and Holy days, that obligation is
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inapplicable to Roman Catholics and to Dissenters
usually attending their own chapels, and may
not in any case be enforced by pecuniary fine.

The following is an epitome of the principal
Acts of Parliament bearing on the subject.
Provisions which have been repealed are printed
in italics; all references are to the official
edition of these statutes.

Act oF UNIFORMITY, 1549 (2 & 3 Ed. 6, c. 1),
recites—Ancient dwer51ty in forms of common
prayer, viz., the uses of Sarum, York,

2. First Aot Bangor and’ Lincoln ; Recent increase

ol Ed. in diversity in the forms of Mattins,

Evensong, Holy Communion and other

Sacraments ; That some are pleased and some

offended ; That the King and Council having failed

to secure uniformity had appointed a Commission

who having regard both to Scripture and to primitive
usage had prepared the Book of Common Prayer.

And enacts—(s. 1) Indemnity for past offences,
but from and after Pentecost, 1549, the PB forms
are to be used regularly and exclusively in every
cathedral, parish ch. and other place.—(s. 2) Imposes
penalties on any parson, vicar, or minister failing to
use the PB services, or using any other, or preaching
against or depraving the PB.—(s. 3) Imposes penalties
on any person who by plays, songs or words depraves
the PB or procures any person to say prayer openly
or minister a sacrament otherwise than in PB form
or to interrupt a parson complying therewith.—
(s. 4) Offences triable at Assizes.—(s. 5) Bishops
may associate themselves with the justices of Assize.
—(s. 6) Prayers may be said privately and at the
Universities in Greek, Latin or Hebrew.—(s.
Public use of psalms and prayers from the Bible
allowed.—(s. 8) Prayer books to be provided in
churches.—(s. g) Offences to be prosecuted at the
Assizes immediately following the offence.——(s. 10)
Peers to be tried by peers.—(s. 11) Mayors of London
and of places where there are no Assizes may act
instead of Justices of Assize.—(s. 12) Eccles.
jurisdiction preserved.—(s. 13) But no offence to be
punished twice.

Acr or UniForMITY, 1552 (5 & 6 Ed. 6, c. 1),
recites that people do not come to ch. ; and enacts:—

(s. 1) All persons inhabiting the realm,

8. Seoond Aot in default of lawful or reasonable

f Ed. VI. excuse, must endeavour to resort to

their parish ch. or chapel accustomed

on Sundays and Holy Days to attend the Ch. services
upon pain of punishment by Ch. censure.!

(ss. 2 and 3) Require Bishops, etc., to put in force
the Act.—(s. 4) Substitutes the PB of 1552 for that
of 1549.—The remaining sections tmposing penalties
on any inhabitant of the realm attending any other form
of public prayer or sacrament and requiring the Act
to be vead publicly every year were repealed by 9 & 10
Vict., c. 59. -

ActoF UNIFORMITY, 1559 (1 Eliz., ¢, 2).—(s. 1)
Repeals 1 Mary, st. 2, c¢. 2, which had repealed

5 & 6 Ed. 6, c. 1, and reimposes

4 Act ot ihe PB of 1552 with four specified
alterations.—(s. 2) Imposes pen-
alties on any minister in any cathedral or
parish ch. or other place who fails to use the
PB services or who uses any other form of public
prayer or who privately or publicly uses any
other form of celebrating the Lord’s Supper.—

1 Note that 7 & 8 Vict., c. 102, exempts Roman Catholics,
and g & 10 Vict., c. 59, exempts Dissenters attending their
own chapels and provxdes that in no case is any fine to be
nflicted for not attending church,

[Acts of Uniformity, 6

(s. 3) Imposes penalties on any person depraving
or despising the PB by plays, songs or rhymes,
and on persons causing any minister to use any
service made illegal by s. 2, and on persons
interrupting service conducted according to the
PB. The remainder of this section (which requires
every inhabitant of the realm and of any other of
the Queen’s dominions to attend his parvish ch.
or chapel accustomed every Sunday and Holy day
under pain of eccles. censure and of a fine of 12
pence) was repealed by 9 & 10 Vict., ¢. 59.—
(s- 4) Bishops, etc., to enforce the Act by cen-
sures.—Ss. 5, 6, 8, 9, 10 and 11 practically
repeat ss. 4, 5, 9, 10, 11, 12 and 13 respectively
of 5and 6 Ed. 6, c. 1 (supra).—(s. 13) Provides for
retention of ornaments of First PB until other
order is taken by the Queen with the advice of
her commissioners for eccles. causes or of the
metropolitan of the realm; and if there is con-
tempt or irreverence by misuse of the orders
appointed in the PB the Queen may with the like
advice publish further ceremonies or rites (see fur-
ther ORNAMENTS RUBRIC).—(s. 14) Repeals laws
establishing or authorising any other service or
administration of sacraments or common prayer.
ACT TO REFORM CERTAIN DISORDERS TOUCHING
MINISTERS OF THE CHURCH, 1571 (13 Eliz., c. 12).
(s. 1) All priests and Ministers
wnstituted, consecrated or ovdatned
otherwise than in form authorised
temp. Ed. 6 or Eliz. are to subscribe the 39 Arts.
before Christmas, 1571. Repealed 26 & 27 Vict.,
¢. 125.—(s. 2) Any person ecclesiastical or having
ecclesiastical living, who advisedly maintains
orgaffirms any doctrine directly contrary or
repugnant to any of the 39 Arts., may be de-
prived by the Bp. or Ordinary or commissioners
for  eccles. causes if he refuses to revoke his
error, or after revocation reaffirms the same.
(s. 3) No person is to be admitted to any benefice
with cure unless 23 years old and a deacon.—The
rest of the section and the corresponding part of s. 4
requiring  subscription o the 39 Articles, efc.,
before admission are repealed by 28 & 29 Vict., ¢, 122,
s. 15.—(s. 4) None to be made minister or admitted
to preach or minister the sacraments under 24 years
of age, nor unless he bring to the Bp. from men known
to the Bp. to be of sound religion a testimonial of
honest life and of profession of the 39 Arts., nor unless
he can answer and render to the Ordinary an account
of his faith in Latin according to the said Arts., or
have special gift and ability to be a preacher.—
(s. 5) None shall have benefice with cure of £30 value
unless he is Bachelor of Divinity, or licensed by a
Bp. within the realm or by Oxford or Cambridge
University.—(s. 6) Avoids appointments and dis-
pensations contrary to the Act. —(s. 7) Requires
six months’ notice to be given by the Ordinary to
the patron before presentation to a vacancy occurring

by deprivation.
ACT TO RETAIN SUBJECTS IN DUE OBEDIENCE,
1581 (23 Eliz., c. 1). This Act made 1t treason to be
reconciled with Rome, and also

5. Subscription
Act of 1571,

8. Aot to  imposed penaities on anyone over
Enfore  ivtpen failing to attend Ch. of Eng.

Atiendance, 4 |
1581. services, and on anyone keeping a

schoolmaster not so attending or not
licensed by the Bp. There was exemption for
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persons having the established form of service
in their own houses and occasionally coming to
Ch. (The Act was repealed by 7 & 8 Vict., c. 102.)

Act oF UNIFORMITY, 1662 (14 Car. 2, c. 4),

recites—Excellence of the PB of 1559; wilful
and schismatical abstention from

7. At pyublic worship of a great many

4 : .
Present PB, Pe€ople in all parts of the realm;

great and scandalous neglect of

ministers to use the PB services; Royal
Commission of 25 Oct., 1660, to revise the

PB; revision of the PB by Convocations and
publication thereof; King’s approval of the
same.

And enacts—(s. 1) All ministers in cathedrals
and chapels and places of public worship
throughout the realm are to say and use the
prayers and sacraments as prescribed by the
PB of 1662.—(ss. 2 & 3) All parsons, vicars,
and ministers to assent to the PB before St.
Bartholomew’s Day, 1662.

(s. 4) Al persons put into ecclesiastical livings to
declare thety assent to the PB. (Repealed by 28 & 29
Vict., ¢. 122.)—(s. 5) The resident incumbent of any
living who keeps a curate must himself (unless
prevented by some impediment allowed by the Ordi-
nary) at least once a month read MP and EP and,
if there be occasion, administer each of the Sacraments
and other rites in the ch. or chapel of the living.
Penalty, £5 fine, recoverable before justices of the
peace.—(ss. 6, 7 and 8) Required all Clergymen,
Undversity Fellows, elc., schoolmasters and private
tutors to subscribe the declaration (a) against taking
arms against the King, (b) of conformity to the estab-
lished liturgy, and (c) until 25 Mar., 1682, against the
Solemn League and Covenant. (The form of the declara-
tion was altered by 1 W. & M., sess. 1, ¢. 8, 5. 11, and
the whole provision repealed by 28 & 29 Vict., c. 122,
and 34 & 35 Vict., c. 26.)—(s. 9) Deprived all beneficed
clergy not then episcopally ordained priest or deacon.
(Repealed by 26 & 27 Vict., ¢. 125.)—(s. 10) No person
may be admitted to any parsonage, vicarage, bene-
fice or other eccles. promotion or dignity nor shall
administer the Sacrament of the Lord’s Supper unless
ordained priest in manner prescribed by the PB or un-
less formerly episcopally ordained. Penalty {100 and
disability for priest’s orders for one year.—(s. 11)
Penalties of the Act do not apply to aliens of foreign
reformed Churches allowed by the King.~(s. 12)
Offices avoided ipso facto under the Act not to be
filled until six months’ notice given by the Ordinary
to the patron or sentence of Deprivation publicly
read in the church.—(s. 13) PB forms to be alone used
in the Colleges of Universities and at Westminster,
Winchester and Eton. The heads of the said Colleges
to publicly subscribe the 39 Arts. and assent to the
PB and if in Orders to read the services in chapel at
least once a quarter. (This section except as to West-
minster, Winchester and Eton was repealed by 34 & 35
Vict., ¢. 26.)—(s. 14) Services in the said Universities
and Colleges and in Convocation may be read in
Latin.—(s. 15) No person to lecture or preach in any
church, chapel or other place of public worship unless
licensed by the archbishop or bishop. (The rest of the
section as lo lecturers signing the 39 Arls., elc., was
vepealed by 28 & 29 Vict., 122.)—(s. 16) Contains a
proviso as to lectures preached in cathedrals, etc.—
(s. 17) Provides penalties against persons preaching if
disabled or prohibited from doing so (see 15 Car. 2,
c. 6, s. 6).—(s. 18) Lecturer to be present while
service is conducted. — (s. 19) Exemption of
University sermons and lectures. —(s. 20) Former

[Acts of Uniformity, 10

Acts of Uniformity confirmed and applied to the PB
of 1662.—(s. 21) Names of King, Queen and royal
personages may be altered in the PB as occasion
requires.—(s. 22) True printed copies of the PB to be
provided in all parishes and churches.—(s. 23) PB to
be translated into Welsh for use in parishes where
Welsh is commonly used.—(s. 24) Copies of this Act
and of the PB exemplified under the great seal to be
got by deans and chapters of Cathedrals and Col-
legiate Churches and copies to be deposited at the
Law Courts and at the Tower.—(s. 25) Personal—
(s. 26) Art. 36 of the Arts. of Religion to be read
with reference to the revised form of ordination.

Norte.—The time for subscribing to this Act of
Uniformity was extended from St. Bartholomew's
Day, 1662, to Christmas Day, 1663, by 15 Car. 2, ¢. 6.
The same Act makes further provision as to the person
before whom the oaths might be taken and modifies
S. 17 Supra.

Act  for exempting Protestant dissenters
from certain penalties, 1688 (1 W. & M., c. 18).

. The effect of this Act was to velieve
S.A:‘El&ra&on Protestant dissenters from the obli-
gation of conformity fto the Ch. of

Eng.

The Act having achieved its object, and other legisla-
tion having been passed, it was finally repealed by the
Promissory Oaths Act of 1871, with the exception of
s. 5, which allows dissenters objecting to the oaths
of certain parochial and ward offices to act by deputy,
s. 8, which relieves dissenting ministers from jury
service and parochial and ward offices, and s. 135,
which imposes penalties for disturbing services of
the Ch. of Eng. or services legalised by the Act.

Act for securing the Church of England as by
law established, 1706 “(5 Anne, c¢. 5). Provides

that ‘“ All Acts now in force for the

9. m"“ establishment and preservation of the

Ch. of Eng. and the doctrine, worship,
discipline and government thereof shall remain and
be in full force for ever.” This Act is incorporated
with the Act of Union, 5 Anne, c. 8.

Roman Catholic Penal Acts Repeal Act, 1844 (7 & 8
Vict., c. 102), formally repeals those sections of the
above Acts in so far as they impose the obligation
of conformity on Roman Catholics.

Act to relieve subjects from certain penaliies and
disabilities in regard to veligious opinions, 1846
(9 & 10 Vict., c. 59). This Act, besides repealing the
provisions of the above Acts as noted above, also
repeals a number of other penalties and disabilities on
the ground of religious opinion. It also places Jews
in respect of schools, worship, education and charities
in the same position as Protestant dissenters and
provides penalties for the disturbance of any lawful
assembly for religious worship.

Statute Law Revision Act, 1863 (26 & 27 Vict,,
c. 125), repeals certain obsolete provisions, including
those noted above.

Clevical Subscription Act, 1865 (28 & 29
Vict., c. 122), repeals provisions as to oaths and

.. declarations by clergy as noted
l‘kost"m above, and enacts—(s. 1) A
statutory form of ‘‘ Declaration of

Assent ” to the 39 Arts. and the PB.—(s. 2)
A form of ‘ Declaration against Simony.”’—
(s. 3) A form of *“ Stipendiary Curates Declara-
tion.”’—(s. 4) Every person about to be ordained
priest or deacon must before ordination make
in the manner prescribed the ‘‘ Declaration of
Assent ”’ and take the “ Oath of Allegiance ”
(the form of which is now prescribed by the
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Promissory Oaths Act, 1868, 31 & 32 Vict,, c. 72,
ss. 2 and ‘8).

(s. 5) Every person about to be instituted or colla-
ted to any benefice or licensed to any perpetual
curacy, lectureship or preachership must make the
“ Declaration of Assent’” and the ‘‘ Declaration
against Simony " and take the * Oath of Allegiance.”
—(s. 6) Every person about to be licensed to a
stipendiary curacy must make the * Stipendiary
Curates Declaration.”

(s. 7) Every person instituted or collated to
any benefice or licensed to a perpetual curacy
must on his first Sunday of officiating, or such
other Sunday as the Ordinary allows, publicly
read the 39 Arts., followed by the ‘ Declaration
of Assent,” the words ‘° which I have now read
before you’ being inserted after the words
“ Articles of religion.” The penalty is forfeiture,
but the vacancy is not to be filled without six
months’ notice.—(s. 8) Every person licensed toa
stipendiary curacy must subscribe the *“ Declara-
tion of Assent,” and read the same in church on
first officiating, under pain of his licence being
avoided.

(s. 9) No other oath or declaration than those

provided by the Act is necessary for ordination or

licence to a stipendiary curacy or on or as a conse-
quence of presentation to any benefice, perpetual
curacy, lectureship or preachership.—(s. 10) On any
other occasion on which any person in Holy Orders
appointed to any eccles. dignity, benefice or office is
required to make any declaration or subscription to
the 39 Arts. or to the PB or-Liturgy, the ‘“ Declara-
tion of Assent ” is to be used instead of any other
form, and if an oath against simony is to be taken
the * Declaration against Simony ” is to be sub-
stituted.—(s. 11) No oath is to be taken during the
services for the ordering of priests and deacons and
the consecration of bps. and abps.—(s. 12)
Nothing in the Act is to affect the oath of canonical
obedience to the bp. or of due obedience to the
abp. :

Promissory Oaths Acts of 1868 and 1871 (31 & 32
Vict., ¢. 72, and 34 & 35 Vict,, c. 48) provide a form
of oath of allegiance and repeal oaths and declarations
not in force.

Unsversity Test Act,

26), effects among other repeals those
noted.

Act of Uniformity Amendment Act, 1872 (35 & 36
Vict., ¢. 35). For this see SHORTENED SERVICES ACT.
[Cp. DECH on Uwniformily.]—A4.

H. C. DowpaLL.

ADDITIONAL SERVICES.—See SERVICES,
ADDITIONAL.

ADMINISTRATION, WORDS
WORDS OF ADMINISTRATION.

ADMONITION.—(1) In general sense applied

1871 (34 & 35 Vict.,, c.
above

OF. — See

(Ord. Py. and Deac., last Q.) to any direction
given by an Ordinary or other ecclesiastical
superior.

(2) Spec.—MoniTION, now the more usual technical
term.—AS. R. J. WaITWELL.

ADOPTION.—The word A. occurs in the PB in
the Christmas Coll., in Bapt. 4,3, and in the Epistles
for the Sunday after Christmas Day (Gal. 4 5) and
for the 8th Sun. after Trinity (Rom. 815; cp. 823,
9 4, and Eph. 1 5). It is only found in the NT in
the above passages in St. Paul’s Epistles.

[Adoration of the Host

The word viofesia is not used in classical
Greek, but “ no word is more common in Greek
inscriptions of the Hellenistic

L%l time” (E. L. Hicks, Studia Biblica
* 4 8). The practice of A. is rare

amongst us and has no place in our laws. Among
the Jews it was still more rare; the Law makes
no provision for it; family records were
caretully kept. But among Greeks and Romans
A. was common and was carefully regulated by
their laws. It is significant that the word is
used by a Greek-speaking Jew, who was a Roman
citizen, and who was addressing Churches in
Rome, Ephesus and Galatia. According to
Roman law the ceremony took the form of a
public sale with scales, ingot of brass, and seven
witnesses. The adoptor publicly paid a price
and claimed the lad as his son. The lad publicly
called his adoptor ° father.” Result—the
former family connection absolutely ceased ;
his own previous personality lost, he became
a new man with a new name; debts previously
contracted became legally extinct; he was
member now of the new family as if born into it,
and entitled to inheritance.
In Bapt. God called us sons; by our proxies
we called Him Father. Confirmation teaches
. us, when we are old enmough to
2 Ogglﬁtn understand, to look in faith to our
Heavenly Father, who sent His
Son to redeem us. And therefore, because we
are sons, God sends forth the Spirit of His Son
into our hearts, crying, Abba, Father (Gal.
4 4-6). Do men doubt our adoption ? We have
a Divine Witness (Rom. 8 14-17) to the fact:
‘“ we are children of God . . . heirs of God and
joint-heirs with Christ.”—1Id.
J. BATTERSBY HARFORD.

ADORATION.—See PRAYER, § 5.

ADORATION OF THE HOST, CROSS, etc.—
The practice of worshipping or adoring the Host,
. or the consecrated elements of
lélﬁm bread and wine, was unknown until
the 12th cent., and was the direct
result of the general acceptance of the doctrine
of TRANSUBSTANTIATION, which had been first
propounded by Paschasius Radbert in 831, and
had become the authorised teaching of the
medizeval Ch. in 1216. The belief that, when the
priest pronounced the words, *“ This is my body,”
“ This is my blood,” the elements were tran-
substantiated into the Body and Blood of
Christ soon led to the custom of elevating the
Host for worship as soon as these words pro-
claimed that Christ was truly and substantially
present on the altar. Thus the Synod of Exeter
(1287) forbade the priest to elevate the Host
until he had said the words ** This is my body,”
‘ lest the creature be worshipped by the people
for the Creator.” In 1264 Pope Urban IV
instituted the Feast of Corpus Christi, to be
celebrated on the Thursday aft. Trin. Sunday,
when the Host, after being worshipped in
church, was to be carried in procession and
adored by the faithful as Christ Himself.
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A. of the Host is distinctly forbidden by the
Ch. of Eng., which declares that Transubstantia-
tion ' overthroweth the nature of a Sacrament,”
and that the Lord’s Supper ‘“ was not by
Christ’s ordinance carried about, lifted up, or
worshipped ”’ (Art. 28). The Bracxk RuBric at
the end of the Communion service also states
that, by the reverent custom of kneeling at the
reception of theSacr., “no adoration is intended
or ought to be done unto the Sacramental
Bread and Wine’’ . . . which * remain still in
their very natural substances and therefore may
not be adored.”

The ““ A. of the Cross” is a service performed in
the Roman Ch. on Good Friday, during which a

cross, unveiled by the priest, receives

(2)“ &m the adoration of priests and people by

prostration, kissing, and the offering
of prayers and hymns. The sanction given by the
Second Council of Nicaea to a subordinate form of
veneration and worship of images and pictures was
gradually extended until Thomas Aquinas (1224-74)
declared “ that the Cross and image of the Cross and
of Christ must be worshipped with the self-same
supreme worship, lafria, with which Christ Himself
is worshipped *’ (Summa Theolog. 325). Abp. Arundel
also ordered in 1408 that * all henceforth preach up
the veneration of the Cross and of the image of the
Crucifix and other images of saints.” The Council
of Trent directs images to remain in churches, because
‘“ by means of the images which we kiss and bow
down to we adore Christ and reverence the saints
whose likeness they bear ” (Sess. 25).

The A. of the Cross or of any image is dlrectly
contrary to the teaching of the Ch. of Eng., as
expressed in the Homily against Peril of Idolatry, and
in Art. 22, which declares ‘ the worshipping and
adoration of Images ... a fond thing vainly
invented ” and ‘ repugnant to the Word of God.” —
R2. C. SYpNEY CARTER.

ADULT BAPTISM.—See § 6;
Barprismar OFFICES, § 32, 33-

ADVENT.—A season of preparation did
not at once follow the establishment of the
festival of the Nativity (whether

1. History. Dec. 25 or Jan. 6: see FESTIVAL,
§ 4-7); it seems not to have been

commonly observed before the sth or 6th cent.
But the Council of Cesar Augusta (Saragossa)
in Spain, A.D. 380, appointed the period from
xvi kal. Jan. (Dec. 17) to viii id. Jan. (Jan. 6,
the Epiphany) as a solemn season of prayer
and church-going, though not as a fast. At this
Council there seems to have been no festival
of Dec. 25 (see FESTIVAL, § 5, 6). By the end
of the 5th cent. we find a fast before Christmas,
as in the Calendar of Perpetuus, Bishop of Tours,
A.D. 491, and at the Councils of Micon, A.D. 581
(can. 9), and of Tours, A.D. 567 (can. 17). The
latter orders monks to fast daily from Dec. 1
to 25. The Council of Micon orders the laity
to fast three days a week (Mon., Wed., Fr.) from
Nov. 11 to Dec. 25 (“ St. Martin’s Quadrage-
sima ’’). But at Rome A. seems never to have
lasted more than five Sundays and to have
been reduced to four; and this is our present
usage, though the services of the last Sunday
after Trinity give it a certain A. colour. In the

BAPTISM,

[Advent (Rationale)

Gelasian Sacramentary (7th cent.) there are
five Sundays. Fasting in A. did not last long
in the West, but it has survived in the East.
The Greek Church has a forty-days’ fast, from
Nov. 15 (Shann, Euchology, p. 498); but this
was not a well-established custom till the 11th
cent. The E. Syrians fast from Dec. 1 to 25;
the season is called Sidbara, .., ‘ Annuncia-

tion ” or ‘‘ Proclamation,” often vernacularly
‘“ the little fast.”” There are four Sundays of
Subara.

Advent Sunday is always the Sunday nearest to
St. Andrew’s Day (PB). In the West and among
e E. Syrians it is the beginning of

%u%g:‘;m the liturgical, though not of the civil,
or even always of the ecclesiastical,

year (see NEwW YEAR’s DAY). As the beginning of
the liturgical year it has superseded other dates,
notably the Vigil of Christmas. The Greeks hegin
their cycle of Eucharistic lessons at Easter (Shanm,
p- 480). In the Sarum Breviary the Te Deum is
forbidden during A. (ed. Procter and Wordsworth,

129).—aG1. J. MACLEAN.
ADVENT (RATIONALE OF SERVICES
FOR).—As A. is not a season of primitive

origin, there is no special Preface

Slnn%f in the Communion Service. The

in Advene,  Special Lessons for the first Sunday
are from Isaiah 1 and 2 (or 4 z);

these passages deal with judgment to come,
its cause, its certainty, and the way of escape.
The key-note of the Sunday, as seen in the ser-
vices as a whole and especially in the Collect,
Epistle and Gospel, is Humility, the necessary
forerunner of Repentance. This we must have

because of : (1) the coming of Christ to judge
the world; (2) the end of the world which is
approaching ; (3) our need of Conf., leading

to forgiveness. So in the Coll. we pray that we
may cast away the works of darkness, and put
on the armour of light. The Epistle (Rom. 13 8)
tells us how this which we pray for may be
effected. The Gospel (Matt. 21 1) provides us
with the picture of our great Example coming
in meekness and humility and casting out the
works of darkness.
That Repentance which is the outcome of the
A. message prepares the soul to use rightly
the Word of God. Consequently, the
m 2nd Sunday in A. is Bible Sunday.
*  The Collect reminds us that it is by
patient reading of that Word, and by the com-
forting assurance which that reading brings,
that ‘“ we embrace and hold fast the hope of
Everlasting Life '’ therein set forth, and so reap
the fruitsof repentance. The Epistle (Rom. 154)
shows how the Scriptures give hope to
Jew and Gentile alike, while the Gospel (Luke
21 25) emphasises the assurance of that hope in
the midst of the great final cataclysm.
The teaching of Holy Scripture is entrusted
to human instruments—the ministers of the
Word. We need to pray for the
sm Ministers of . the Word, and to
*  test them also to see that they
are true and faithful. The 3rd Sunday in A.,
therefore, gives us in the Collect the beautiful
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pr. for the ‘ Ministers and Stewards of Thy
mysteries.” - The Epistle (1 Cor. 4 1) deals with
the same subject, and the Gospel (Matt. 11 2)
relates the incident when Our Lord’s own
Ministry was questioned, and the proofs of its
truth were furnished by Him. On this Sunday
notice has to be given of the Ember Days, the
following Wednesday, Friday and Saturday,
when we pray for those about to be admitted to
the ordained Ministry of the Word.
The 4th Sunday in A. is the last before the
coming of the King, Hence the Collect looks
torward to His immediate arrival
Sﬁngg and the removal of anything in us
*  which may hinder our participation
in its full benefit. The Epistle (Phil. 4 4) takes
us into the hour that precedes His A., and the
Gospel (John 1 19) recognises it in the confession
and declaration of the Baptist. The glories
of that A. and the removal of all that hinders
it form the subjects of the First Lessons.—GI.
F. L. H. MILLARD.

ADVOWSON.—The right of nominating, or
as it is technically called presenting, a clergyman to
the Bp. to be instituted or inducted into a Parochial
Benefice, and so to become the Priest of the Parish,
is called an A. It is a perpetual right, and can,
according to English law, under certain reservations,
be sold ; and can be bequeathed by will. Sometimes
this right is attached to a manor, so that whoever is
the Lord of the Manor is also owner of the A.; in
such case the A. is called an ‘“ A. appendant.”
It may be, however, severed from it; in such case it
is called an ‘‘ A. in gross.” The word is, says Godol-
phin (Rep. Can., c. 19), “a kind of bastard French
word, sometimes called °‘advocatio Ecclesiae,’”
because the owner of the A., that is the Patron,
is, as it were, the protector of the ch. and parish,
inasmuch as on him lies the obligation of finding and
presenting to the Bishop a fit and proper person to
be the parish priest. In the Canon Law this right
iscalled Jus Patronatus. The Canon Law regards the
A, as a temporal thing annexed to a spiritual, viz.,
the cure of Souls, and therefore condemns the sale
of an A. as simony. The English law regarding it
as a temporal right, triable in the King’s Court and
not in the Eccles. Courts, permits the sale provided
that the benefice is not vacant, and that more
than a year has elapsed since the last institution to
the benefice (The Benefices Act, 1898). (See PATRON,
InsTITUTION, INDUCTION.)—Ta. E. Woob.

AFFINITY is relationship through marriage.
Such relationship in the nearer degrees has
. commonly barred marriage in
Lm widely different human commu-
nities. In the code of Lev. 18, out
of 14 (15) marriages forbidden to the man, 8 (g)
are relationships of affinity. (See the table in
PROHIBITED DEGREES.)

The ancient Roman law barred the marriage of
a man with his mother-in-law or his stepmother,
and with his daughter-in-law or his stepdaughter.
It did not bar marriage with a deceased wife’s sister
till this was done by a law of Constantius IT and
Constans in A.D. 355, almost certainly as the result
of Christian influences. The law of the Suni Musal-
.mans again bars the marriage of a man—(1) with his
wives’ female ascendants and descendants, (2) with
his sons’ wives or the wives of his male issue how low

[Affirmation

soever, (3) with his father’s wives, or with the wives
of his male ascendants how high soever. Also by
the same law in polygamous marriage a man may not
have as his wives at the same time either two sisters,
or two women so nearly related that they might not
marty one another if one of them were a man. While,
however, prohibitions of marriage in cases of near
A. may thus be found in the legal systems of widely
different peoples, the grounds assigned for the
prohibitions vary. Thus, the familiar principle of
the Roman law was the principle of household
modesty. The interesting theory of sapinda
relationship is accepted among the Hindus.

The principle of Holy Scripture is that a
man and his wife are one basar, flesh or

. kin. This principle is unreservedly

2‘33;&‘;"‘1 stated in the account of the
creation in Genesis (Gen 2 z4), in the
provisions of Leviticus (Lev. 18 8, 16), in the
teaching of our Lord (Mt. 19 5, Mk. 10 8), and
in that of St. Paul (1 Cor. 6 16). Marriage with
a stepmother js forbidden in these terms: ‘‘ the
nakedness of thy father's wife shalt thou not
uncover : it is thy father’s nakedness.” The
father and the father’'s wife are one basar.

The degrees within which marriage is prohibi-
ted in the Church of England are enumerated

. in the table usually printed at the

3 %’l‘ﬂ‘:m‘“ end of the PB. This table was first

’ put forth by Abp. Parker in 1563,
and was adopted by the ggth canon of 1603.
Of sixty relationships enumerated forty are
relationships of affinity. The o9gth canon
declares them “ prohibited by the laws of God.”
The English table does not include many more
distant relationships of affinity which came under
ecclesiastical prohibition before the Reformation,
nor does it, like the Eastern Church, recognise
any bar in ‘ affinities of two marriages,”
such as the relationship of a man to his
brother-in-law’s wife.

The case of the deceased wife’s sister has
recently been the subject of much attention.
If the principle of one basir is maintained,
marriage is in this case clearly barred ; though
it cannot be affirmed that it is certainly prohi-
bited by Lev. 18 18, or that the Israelites in
practice abstained from such unions. The
Christian Church has pronounced against such
marriages for Christians from the earliest
formulation of the question. Nor is there any
case of dispensation for such an union prior to
the case of the Count de Foix dispensed by
Martin V in 1427. No such dispensations have
been admitted in England since the Reformation,
and till 1907 the law of England was in the
matter of prohibited degrees identical with the
law of the Church. In that year the Deceased
Wife’s Sister Act, which gave civil recognition
to such marriages, created a situation of con-
trast. Nothing has been done ecclesiastically
to alter the position of Churchmen, who must
be understood to have the same obligations qud
Churchmen as they had before.—wma.

O. D. WATKINS.

AFFIRMATION.—The solemn declaration,
with prescribed formalities, of the truth of facts.
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alleged by the declarant, substituted for the
declaration of those facts on OATH (as formerly
requisite in all courts of law and legal proceedings
generally), for the relief of those who
conscientiously object to the use of oaths.

Article 39 of 571, “ Of a Christian mans othe,”
superseded Art. 38 of 1553 (titled ** Christien menne
maie take.an Othe”), almed in practically the same
words at the Anabaptists’ literal construction of
such passages as Matt. § 34, etc. The protest
against oaths was continued by some of the Puritans,
strongly revived by the Quakers during the Inter-
regnum, and continued under the Restoration.
Primarily in their interest, statutory forms of assev-
eration were provided and modified from time to
time: ‘I A.B. doe sincerely promise and solemnly
declare before God and the World ” (Toleration Act,
1689) ; *‘ I A.B. declare in the Presence of Almighty
God the Witnesse of the Truth of what I say ” (7-8
Wwill. III, c. 34); “I A.B. do solemnly, sincerely,
and truly declare and affirm” (8 Geo. I, ¢. 6). This
formula was, however, not available for witnesses
in criminal cases, for jurors, or for place in the govern-
ment. In 1833 this restriction was removed (3-4
Will. IV, cc. 49, 82), and Quakers, Moravians and
Separatists (and later, 1—2 Vict., ¢. 77, former members
of those bodies) allowed to make such a declaration
in all cases whatever. In 1854, a witness, satisfying
the court of * sincere conscientious motives * against
swearing, had thesame relaxation; and by the Oaths
Act, 1888 (51-2 Vict., c. 46), “every person objecting
to be sworn and stating as the ground of such objec-
tion that he has no religious belief, or that the taking
of an oath is contrary to his religious belief,” is
entitled to affirm in lieu of taking an oath.—a4.

R. J. WHITWELL.

AFFUSION.—The method of administering
the Sacr. of Bapt. by pouring water on the head. (See
BarTisMAL OFFICES, §§ 19, 20, 21.)—IC.

J. W. TYRER.

AGE, CANONICAL.—1. As vregards Holy
Orders. We find no trace of any regulation as to the
minimum age required in the recipient of Holy
Order during the first three centuries. The earliest
legislation on the subject was by the Council of
Neocamsarea (314-325); canon I1I enacts that no
one shall be ordained presbyter under 30 years of
age, and gives as areason that it was at that age that
our Lord began His three years’ ministry. Pope
Siricius (385-398) in his decretal epistle to Himer-
ius (Migne, PL 13 1142), lays down that the minimum
age for the diaconate was 30, for the priesthood 35,
and for the episcopate 45. Canon 4 of the third
Council of Carthage (397) enacted that the age for
the diaconate was to be not less than 25; this
canon is reproduced in the Euxcerpts of Egbert,
Abp. of York (740). The Council of Agde (506)
fixed 25 as the age for deacons. The second Council
of Toledo enacts that a subdeacon must be 20 years
of age. The Quini-Sext, or Council in Trullo (691),
ordained that the age for ordination to the diaconate
should be 25, and to the priesthood 30; that is
still the law of the Eastern Church.

The rule prevailing in medizval England is
given in the Pupilla Oculi, a treatise written by
John de Burgo, who was Chancellor of the
University of Cambridge in 1384. He says, 7 4a,
** according to the jus novum (1.c., the law sub-
sequent to the era of the False Decretals, cent.
9 ; the law previous to that being called by the
Canonists jus antiguum) a man can be ordained
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subdeacon who is over 17, deacon if over 19,
and priest if over 24, but according to the jus
antiquum the age for a priest was 28, and for a
Bishop 30.” Gratian, dist. 77, recognises 235
for a deacon and 3o for Priest or Bp. The latter
rule was laid down by Clement V in the Council
of Vienne (1311) and is incorporated in the
Corpus Juris Canonici, 1 Clem. vi. 3. The age
for a deacon was raised to 21 by the Preface of
the Ordinal of 1550, and the age for a Priest was
altered to 24. By canon 34 of 1604 the age
for the diaconate was again raised to 23, while
that for the priesthood remamed at 24 In
1662 the Pref. of the Ordinal was brought
into conformity with the canon, and a proviso
was added, with regard to a deacon, ‘‘ unless
he have a faculty " ; that is to say, unless he
has obtained a DISPENSATION ; and it would
seem that this should be from the Abp. of
Canterbury.

The Council of Trent fixed 22 for the subdiaconate,
23 for the diaconate, 25 for the priesthood, and 30
for the episcopate. This is interpreted to mean that
a man must have completed his 21st, 22nd, and 24th
years respectively.

2. As regards Marriage. The Canon Law regards
want of age as an impediment to marriage. It
adopted from the Roman Civil Law, that is, the law
of the Roman Empire, the age of 12 for a girl and of
14 for a boy as necessary to enable them to contract
marriage. But if a marriage contract was entered
into by parties who had not reached the legal age,
that did not necessarily invalidate the marriage.
The question of fact as to their physical and intel-
lectual capacity could be tried in the Courts. Under
the age of seven it was generally held that the con-
tract would be invalid. Cp. Panormitanus, de de-
spons impub., and Esmein, Le Mariage au Droit
Canonique 1 a1,

3. As regards Discretion. The presumption in
Canon Law is that under the age of seven a child is
not doli capax, is not of years of discretion ; between
7 and 14 the child may be so, but over fourteen it is
presumed to have arrived at that age.—Tta (A4).

E. G. Woob.

AGNUS DEI.—After the Pr. of Consecration,
it has been customary since the 7th cent., in
many places in the West, to sing or say a three-
fold repetition of the words ‘“ O Lamb of God,
that takest away the sins of the world, have
mercy upon us.” In later times—not before
the 1oth cent.—the phrase ‘ grant us thy peace ”’
was substituted at the third repetition; and
about the same time the Agnus was inserted in
the Lit. The Agnus was appointed in the First
PB to be sung by the clerks in the Communion
time. This order was omitted in 1552, and has
not been re-inserted. But Abp. Benson (Linc.
Judg., § 6) found that the singing of the Agnus
in English, “ being a well-known Hymn or
Anthem used in the Lit., and forming part of the
Gloria in excelsis, in words taken out of the Bible
(John 1 29 and Ps. 51 1, e passim) >’ . . . ** could
only be condemned on the ground that any
and every hymn at this place would be illegal,
which cannot be maintained in the face of con-
current, continuous and sanctioned usage. To
condemn the singing of that text here as

[Agnus Dei
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unsound in doctrine would be contrary to the real
force of Ridley’s injunction, and to other
unexceptional Protestant teaching.”
N.B.—Ridley’s injunction was the forbidding
of the *“ Minister . . . saying” (privately) *“ the
Agnus before the Communion” ; “lest the
people should be edified,” is Foxe’s sarcastic
note, quoted by the Archbishop. (See further,
RityAL, v.)—H2. MAavuRICE F. BELL.

AISLE.—In 333 Constantine’s basilica was
erected at Jerusalem. Eusebius gives some
interesting particulars. It had double porticoes
or, as we should say, As. (durrév cro@r—Vita
Constant. 3 37), and two rows of pillars with
colonnades which stretched through the whole
extent of the temple. The normal formation
of a church seems to be nave with two As. and
CHANCEL or Choir with two As., the As, at first
being colonnades on either side, affording
passage room north and south. Subsequently
they were enlarged until the time came when
accommodation was required, and these As. were
widened and a passage down the centre of the
nave was formed. A very common mistake in
nomenclature is to call that central passage
‘“the middle A.” ; A. being derived from ala
(contraction from axilla), a wing, can never be
in the centre of the body. The Greeks called
a temple possessing colonnades B3iwrepos or
weplnwrepos, With the common notion of a wing.
The nave As. were used by lay persons to view
processions, and at Norwich the rings remain
in the pillars through which the ropes were
drawn on such occasions. (See Walsh’s Sacred
Architecture, Parker, Bloxam, etc.)—R6.

G. J. Howson.

ALB or ALBE.—A robe made of white linen,
the length of a cassock but much fuller in construc-
tion, with close-fitting sleeves, worn by the celebrant
and occasionally by the servers and other ministers
at the service of HC. The A. is undoubtedly derived
from the Roman tunic, and, like other vestments,
originally formed part of the ordinary dress of the
Roman citizen. Its use as an ecclesiastical vestment
dates back to primitive times, and, although the
exact date at which it came into use in the Christian
Church cannot be fixed, it is referred to, together
with other vestments, at the 4th Council of Toledo
(A.p. 633) as being generally worn. Those who still
wear it in the Church of England! declare that they
derive their authority from the ORNAMENTS RUBRIC.
—R3. J. O. Coopr.

ALLEGIANCE.—See OATH.

ALLELUIA,—This Hebrew word A. (=
‘ Praise the Lord ), which begins and sometimes
ends a number of the Pss. (e.g., Pss. 146-150), was, like
Amen and Hosanna, adopted without translation in
the Christian Church. Its occurrence in the NT
(Rev. 19 1, 3, 4, 6) was no doubt the cause of this.
It was used as a shout of praise or victory (so in
Rev.—cp. Sozomen, HE 7 15; Bede, HE 1 20).
Hence it was early employed in the services of the
Ch. In the West and among the Copts its use was

1 The A. was still in use in 1783 at Bledlow Church, Bucks,
and is mentioned in the churchwardens’ accounts. (:ee Dr.
Wickham Legg in S.P.E.S. Trans., v, pp. 229-50.)
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considered specially appropriate for Easter—so
Augustine, Ep. 55 Ben., ad Januarmum. In the
1st PB an A. was appointed to be said after the first
Gloria Patri at MEP * from Easter to Trinity Sunday,”
and it also occurred in the Easter Anthems; in
each place it was unfortunately omitted in 1552.
As early as the 4th cent. A. was sung after the
GrAaDUAL on certain Festivals, and afterwards it
supplanted the Gradual altogether on these occasions.
From the prolongation of the last syllable of the A.
was derived the SEQUENCE. In the Irish PB an A. i;
permitted to be sung after the (;ospel as an alternative
to “ Thanks be to thee, O Lord.”” (See arts. Alleluia
in DCA and Cabrol’'s DAC ; also art. Hallelujah in
Hastings’ DB.)—ba2. Mavurice F, BeLL.

ALL SAINTS.—See FESTIVAL, § 40; SAINTS’
Davs (RATIONALE), § 21.

ALL SOULS’ DAY.—The day (Nov. 2nd)
next after All Saints’, observed in the West from the
1oth cent. downwards as a day of special pr. for all
departed Christians, but abrogated in Eng. at the
Reformation.—cz. J. W. TYRER.

ALMS.—That which is given out of pity;
from the Gk. éenquogéyy (pity). From six
syllables the word has dwindled
into one through the older form
almesse. The word is singular,
‘“ asked an alms,” Acts 3 3. Alms-
giving has always been considered a part of
worship. In Dan. 4 27 (Gk. 4 24) the word
righteousness is translated in the LXX alms :
“ Break off thy sins by righteousness (alms)
and thine iniquities by showing mercy to the
poor.” Trumpet-shaped alms-boxes were in
the temple, and the man laid at the beautiful
gate of the temple is lying there still. In the
Sermon on the Mount our Lord mentions alms-
giving as a recognised duty, “ When thou doest
alms.” St. Paul was always collecting A. and
enjoining it on others (1 Cor. 16 2). The subject
is often mentioned in early Christian writings
from Justin Martyr (155) downwards; cp.
Cyprian’s treatise Of Work and Ailms-deeds
(Benson, Cyprian 246 fi.). It is to be noticed,
as was acknowledged even by Julian the Apos-
tate, that the mercy of the Church was not
confined to its own members (for instances.
cp. DCA, p. 58). The alms-box of the Christian
Church succeeded the alms-box of the temple.
Institutions, like that of St. Basil at Caesarea,
were supported by the Church for the old and
for orphans as well as hospitals for the sick and
strangers. The offerings of the Church were in
the West generally divided into four: (1) for
the bishop, (2) for the clergy, (3) for the poor,
(4) for church repairs; or (1) church, (2) clergy,
(3) poor, (4) strangers. Offerings were often
made in kind as they are still in some countries ;
see the details of an interesting collection at
Rorke’s Drift in Rivington's Handbook to PB
279. In the Roman Mass the bread to be
consecrated was selected from that offered by
the people. Special offerings were often made,
and were connected with fasting days and
penance. We are reminded of them by the
word ‘‘ briefs ’ in the Communion Service.

1. Brief
Historical
Notice.
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Briefs are royal Letters Patent for collections for
special purposes. They were frequent in the
17th cent. and are often noticed in parish
registers, e.g. at Porlock, ‘ for the Protestant
churches in Lithuania, 8s. 8d.,” * for Mrs.
Darmond, the wife of Dr. Darmond in Ireland,
5s.” Briefs were sent out ‘‘ for the sad fire in
London,” for “‘the redemption of slaves in
Algeria” ; but none have been issued since 1854
(cp. Hook’s Churck Dict., s. v.).

The method of collecting A. was in the earlier

times for the poor to wait outside the church.
Also there was an alms-chest, with
s'c?nﬂggd a slot in the lid, at times in the
*  church porch. See an interesting
description of such a chest in Heckfield Church
in Cox and Harvey’'s English Church Fuyniture
294 fl., a book which is very helpful on this subject
for the illustrations as well as the text. The chest
in question is possibly of the date of King John,
when Innocent III ordered such chests to be put
in English churches for the collection of money
for the Crusade. In the time of Edward VI
many of these chests were taken away. Still
there remained “the poor men’s box,” and it
is interesting to notice the changes with regard
to the offering of A. in our PB. In 1549 the
rubric was: ‘. . . Whiles the Clevks do sing the
Offertory, so many as are disposed shall offer to
the poor men’s box, every ome accovding to his
ability and charitable mind.”” This system of
collection was evidently found inconvenient,
so in 1552 the rubric wasaltered to: ** Then shall
the Church wavdens ov some other by them appointed
gather the devotion of the people, and put the
same into the poor men’s box.” It was not till
1662 that our present rubric appeared, following
the Scottish Liturgy of 1637 which directed that
” . the deacon or (if no such be present) one
of the chuychwardens shall veceive the devotions
of the people there presemt, in a bason provided
for that purpose. And when all have offeved, he
shall revevently bring the said bason, with the
oblations thevein, and deliveyr it to the presbyter,
who shall humbly present it before the Lord, and
set it wpon the holy table.”” This was a return to
the usual custom of the Latin Service-books,
which directed that the A. should be taken up
by the people to the Altar steps after the
oblation of the elements, * first the men, then
the women.”

Alms boxes originally stood not longwise but
upright, sometimes merely hollowed out of a rough

log. There are a few left from pre-
3"?:":‘]’::1“ Reformation times, and these are

illustrated in Cox and Harvey, op. cit.
240 ff., and a list and description given of such as
remain.

Offertory boxes were for special devotions; they
continued the custom of the slot in shrines. All
wooden examples of these have disappeared, but
some stone ones remain (cp. Cox and Harvey,
243 $94.). )

Collecting boxes were made of wood with a handle
of about ¢ to 12 in. long. Some interesting examples
remain, and one belonging to Holy Trinity, Guildford,
is illustrated in Cox and Harvey, op. cit. 247.

Alms dishes are of Post-Reformation date. Some
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very interesting specimens are illustrated in Mr. E. H.
Freshfield’s book on the Communion Plate of the
Churches of the City of London.

Alms bags are quite a modern but convenient
device for obeying the injunction of Matt. 6 3, 4.
Canon 84 should be studied on this subject; its
references to the Injunction of Edward VI are
marked, though the Injunction is not quoted.—muI.

BERNARD REYNOLDS.

ALMS BOX.—See ALMS, § 3.

ALMSGIVING.—A. (éAenuoaiyy, Pity) may be
defined as ‘‘ something freely given, in money
or in kind, to the needy from mo-
A ll)'uty tives of pity towards the reci-

* pient and of love towards God ' ;
or more shortly as ‘‘ a material service rendered
to the poor for Christ’s sake.” The duty of
sharing with others the material things which
God has given to man is prominent in the
Mosaic Dispensation (cp. Lev. 19 9, 10, 23 22,
Deut. 15 11, 24 19, etc.). The obligation thus
early impressed on the Jewish Ch. sank deep
into the national conscience, and passages from
the Deutero-canonical books show how important
a place A. grew to occupy in the religious lite
of the Jews, being regarded as not only a sacred
duty, but as having far-reching effects, e.g.,
‘“ delivering from death ”’ (Tob. 4 7, 1), * purging
from sin’’ (Tob. 12 8, 9, Ecclus. 3 30), ‘“ deli-
vering from affliction” (Ecclus. 29 12, 13).

Our blessed Lord in impressing upon the Ch.
of the New Dispensation the duty of A. accepts
the earlier teaching of the OT, and assumes,
without argument, its continued obligation.
The maxim of Tobit (12 8), “ good is prayer
with fasting and alms,” He takes up and en-
larges in His Sermon on the Mount where He
treats A. (Matt. 6 1-4) in close association with
Pr. (Matt. 6 s-1s) and Fasting (Matt. 6 16-18).
The Master’s teaching was fully recognised by
the first members of the Ch., and its sacred
obligation constantly insisted upon and con-
sistently carried out (Acts 11 27-30, 20 335, 1 Cor.
16 1, 2, 2 Cor. 9). Indeed in the earliest days
of the Ch. of Jerusalem an attempt was even
made to establish a community of wealth (Acts
4 34, 35). And, though this effort gained no
further footing, the Ch. has never ceased to
teach that A. stands side by side with Pr.
and Fasting among the three Notable Duties.

There are two questions which are matters
of grave concern to every Christian. (1) What

amount of money should the

2 Hothodt?! Christian dedicate to Almsgiving ?

(2) On what principle should the
Alms so dedicated be expended ! The answer
to (1) can only be finally determined for each man
by the judgment of a well-instructed con-
science ; that to (2) must vary as the conditions
of social life vary from age to age. It may,
however, be pointed out that the rule of devoting
one-tenth of our substance to God finds a con-
spicuous sanction in the Holy Scriptures.
Abraham in offering a tenth of the spoils to
Melchisedech (Gen. 14 20) seems to be following
a custom already long established, and this
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custom received sanction and enforcement in the
Mosaic Dispensation. Those who adopt it
have found that it secures consistency and
generosity in giving, and leaves one point only
to be solved—how the money dedicated to
God may be best distributed. This raises the
second question above referred to. The social
circumstances of the present day make it im-
possible to follow in the letter the Divine pre-
cept, ‘ Give to every one that asketh thee”
(Luke 6 30), without doing a serious injury to the
community at large. We must read it in
connection with other Divine precepts as in-
sistent, e.g., ‘* Blessed is he that considereth the
poor and needy ”’ (Ps. 41 1), Z.e., inquires into
their individual circumstances; and again,
“If any will not work neither let him eat”
(2 Thess. 3 10). Probably the most effective
way of A. in the present day, apart from re-
lieving cases of poverty and suffering known to
be deserving, is to support Institutions which
have for their object either the organised relief,
or the prevention, of poverty, distress and
suffering.—x38. J. R. BULLOCK-WEBSTER.

ALMUCE (Amess, or Amyss).—Not to be
confused with the AMICE ; the almuce is a cape with
tippet, or a hooded-scarf of fur, worn by dignitaries
and other clergy during the Choir Offices. The tippet-
ends of the A. hang down in front, after the manner
of a stole. This vesture appears originally to have
been worn for warmth, when churches were not
artificially heated. We find illustrations of clergy
carrying the A. over the arm. The academical hood
and the modern black silk scarf appear to have been
derived or evolved from the ancient A. The A.
is identical with the ‘‘tippet of sables.” There is
good evidence that the fur A. was worn in Q. Eliza-
beth’s reign. (See Atchley in Some Principles of
the PB, pp. 2, 3; Hterurgia Anglicana, new ed.,
1, Index. For illustrations of the almuce see St
Paul's Eccles. Soc. Trans. 4 214, 216 ; De Moleon,
Voyages Liturgiques, p. 48.)—R3. V. STALEY.

ALTAR.—The structure on (or at) which the
Euch. is celebrated cannot be said, with cer-
. tainty, to be directly named in the

1. Origin of NT." The “ Lord’s Table” in

1 Cor. 10 21 seems to mean the

Holy Food on the Table rather than the Table
itself ; and neither Catholic nor Protestant
commentators agree among themselves as to
exactly what the ““ altar”” in Heb. 13 10 is to
be taken to mean. But as early as the 3rd cent.
we find the Euch. Table called by terms which
signify a place for sacrifice or oblation. The
Latin Fathers in this connection favoured the
word altare. In the East, terminological devel-
opment took a similar, though not absolutely
identical, course; Eastern usage has had
however so little influence on the language
and structure of our PB that it will not be worth
while to consider it further here, or subsequently
in this art.! It is easy to understand how the
term A. came to be applied to the Euch. Table.
1 {In the East “ Table,” with some adj. such as *‘ Holy”
annexed, is the usual name for the A. And it is quite possible

this fact influenced the compilers of the PB. Cp. Lk. 22 21,
In. 13 28.)
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The influence of the principle contained in the
maxim that “ Sacred Signs are called by the
names of the things which they represent "
may be discerned in the language of the OT;
certainly it worked powerfully in the formation
of Christian ecclesiastical terminology from the
earliest times. Hence, it is easy to understand
fwithout it being necessary to inquire for deeper
theological reasons) how it came to pass that
the Sacr. in which is made “ the continual
remembrance of the Sacrifice of the Death of
Christ ”’ was itself termed a Sacrifice, and so
the Table at which it is celebrated would
naturally be termed an A, The transference
of sacrificial terms to the Euch. and its acces-
sories came into the Church *“ without obser-
vation,” and excited at its origin neither

comment nor controversy.
All authors agree that the earliest As. were
movable slabs or tables of wood, but by the
4th cent. stone As. were in use;

wstﬁ'lﬂ we read also about that period of
of Altar’  As. of the precious metals. Stone

As. became before long the rule
in the Latin Church, though the use of wooden
As. lingered on.  There is no evidence that the
change of material was motived by any develop-
ment of Euch. doctrine; it was caused simply
by a change in ecclesiastical fashion.

Fixed stone As. usually assumed one of two
forms. They consisted either (a) of a slab supported
on other slabs, or on one or more columns ; or (b) of
a slab laid on a hollow or solid tomb-like erection
of brick, marble, or stone, ornamented with carving,
or plain. Both these forms can claim a high anti-
quity. The origin of the table-like stone As. is
obvious ; the origin of the tomb-like As. raises
questions to which the learned have not yet found
conclusive answers. It is known that from very
early times, in the Roman catacombs and elsewhere,
a slab placed over the burial-place of a martyr served
as an A. for the celebration of the Euch. Did the
tomb-like As. take their origin from this custom ?
The learned are not agreed as to this.

It is said that there is no evidence for the con-
secration of an A., distinct from the consecration of
a Church, before the 6th cent.; such consecrations,
however, became customary in course of time, and
by the Middle Ages they had become a ceremony of
extraordinary complexity. It is certain that some-
times As. were consecrated without enshrining in
them what were assumed to be relics of saints;
eventually, however, the enshrining of relics became
very generally an integral part of the ceremony of
consecration. The origin of this rite will be clear
from what has been said above about the practice in
the Catacombs and elsewhere.

At the beginning of the 16th cent. every A.
in our English churches was ofstone and fixed ;

_all had been consecrated with tbe
3'&%‘“ elaborate medizval rite; all, or
nearly all, were supposed to contain

relics, of one kind or another; most of the
principal As. were of the tomb-like form built
of plain stone, dressed or plastered over;
carved and sculptured As. were not unknown.
These As. were arrayed in frontals of more or
less costly stuffs, and were commonly enshrined
within curtains suspended at their sides. On
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the A. slab during time of Divine Service stood
at least two candlesticks with tapers, and
between them there usually was a Cross or
CrucrFix.! Such were the As. which the
Edwardian Reformers found in our churches.

From the first it was evident that men of
two very different tendencies existed among

these Reformers. Conservative in-

m fluence is very evident in the PB

of 1549. To pass by other par-
ticulars, the Communion Service therein is
described as ‘“ commonly called the Mass,”
and the rubrics explicitly recognise ‘‘ the A.”
eo nomine. But, in 1550, even while As. were
recognised as lawful by the rubrics of the author-
itative PB, the Privy Council issued an In-
junction ordering their general destruction.
The order was obeyed.? During Mary’s brief
reign As. were restored. But their removal
was again provided for by Royal Injunction,
under Elizabeth.

‘When the Conservatives gained some influence
during the succeeding reigns nothing was more

i marked than their line of action
g.d‘s)mn::ﬁt:: with regard to As. The Puritans
" accused them of setting up As.
again; the accusation was true. Whenever
they had the opportunity they erected fixed
As. of marble or stone; few, if any, of these
structures survived the devastations of the
Great Rebellion. After the Restoration, though
movable Tables became, or continued to be, the
rule, yet fixed As. of marble or stone were not
infrequently erected without prohibition or
censure,

This state of things came to an end in 18453
through the imprudence of an architectural
society which superintended the restoration of
St. Sepulchre’s, Cambridge, and sought to
compel the Vicar to allow, against his own
judgment, the erection of a fixed stone A. as
part of the restoration. Sir H. Jenner Fust,
in the Court of Arches, ordered the A. to be
removed, mainly relying for the legal determina-
tion of the case on the fact that As. had been
taken away, under Royal Injunctions, issued in
Queen Elizabeth’s reign. Subsequently, in the
St. Barnabas’, Pimlico, case in 1857, the Privy
Council practically adopted Sir H. Jenner
Fust’s judgment and its reasons, and ordered
the removal of a fixed stone A.; and there, as
far as legal pronouncements go, the matter
remains.

Though the Church of England has abundantly
recognised the lawfulness of the primitive
custom of using a movable wooden Table for
the celebration of the Euch., yet by no canonical
or official pronouncement has the Church ever
repudiated the term A. as suitable to the Lord’s
Table ; this use of the term has never died out
in the usual written or spoken parlance of
Church of England men, and it has found a
place in official or quasi-official documents of
one kind or another. Neither has the Church

1 [But see Cross, § 3, 4.]
2 See Dixon’s History of the Church of England 3 200, etc.
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ever synodically condemned the use of fixed
stone As., which were removed without lawful
canonical authority. It is to be regretted that
the character of the chief ornament of our
churches should be held to be ruled by action
taken more than 300 years ago at a peculiarly
disturbed period, when everything in Church
and State differed from everything as it exists
now. Common sense and history alike assure
us that no doctrine concerning the Euch., false
or true, is in fact involved in the material of the
structure at which it is celebrated, or in its fixity
or the reverse. [See further, LorD’S TABLE.]—-
R3. T. I. BAarr.

ALTAR CLOTH.—See CARPET.

ALTAR LINEN.—See CorPoOrAS, FAIR LINEN
CrotH, PaLL (iii), PURIFICATOR.

ALTAR PIECE.—See REREDOS, § 2.

AMBO, the ancient form of the modern
pulpit. One or more ambones were provided in the
early basilicas as adapted for Christian worship, from
which the Scripture lessons were read and sermons
preached. That on the North side of the church was
reserved for the Gospel, and that on the South side
ior the Epistle, at the Eucharist.—r3. V. STALEY.

AMBROSIAN MUSIC.—AM. is the earliest
system of M. used in Ch. worship of which we have
any account, so called because introduced by St.
Ambrose (Bp. of Milan, 374-397) into the ch.’s of
his diocese during a persecution by the Arian Empress
Justina, ‘““lest the people should wax faint through
the tediousness of sorrow ™ (Augustine, Conf. 9 7).
Bef. the time of St. Ambrose such slight inflexions
were used in singing or chanting that, as St. Augustine
tells us of the Ps.-singer at Alexandria, **the effect
was more like distinct reading than singing ™ (Conf.
10 33). But St. Ambrose, borrowing from the Greeks
in this as in the matter of ANTIPHONAL SINGING,
adopted their more melodious musical system for
the services of his Ch. From the Greeks St. Ambrose
borrowed four ‘““modes > corresponding to the four
(perhaps seven) white notes on our modern piano-
fortes that follow D, E, F and G respectively. These
four modes differ from one another, like our major
and minor scales, in the places of their semitones,
and therefore the melodies formed from them vary
considerably in *‘ atmosphere,” and were classified
by old writers as being characteristically joyous,
grave, exulting, or sweet. Many of these A. melodies
were undoubtedly rhythmical; the hymns written
by St. Ambrose for them were composed in a variety
of metres. The study of AM. is of interest because
it largely contributed to the formation in after years
of the Roman Ch. Song finally codified by St. Gregory
(c. 600) and brought into England by St. Augustine
and his monks in 597.—¢2 Mavurice F. BELL.

AMEN.—A Hebrew word signifying * firmly,”
which was employed as a form of solemn agreement
to religious formula (Deut. 27 15 ff., Neh. 8 6). From
the Jews it passed unchanged into the Christian Ch.,
and has been used ever since NT times by the people
at the end of prs. to express their assent (x Cor. 14 16;
Justin Martyr, 1 Apol. 65, etc., etc.—see Cat. Ans. aft.
Lord’s Pr.). It occurs also at the end of Doxologies
(Rom. 9 s, etc.), Hymns and Creeds, where it is a
strong asseveration of belief in what has just been

-said. ~ (See art. Amen in DCA, Cabrol's DAC, and
Hastings’ DB.)—B2. J. W. TYRER.
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AMERICA.—See UNITED STATES,
TANT EPiscOPAL CHURCH OF.

AMERICAN PB.—In the American Colonies
along the Atlantic coast, from the foundation
of Jamestown in 1607 until the

1L u';.,g“"“ Declaration of Independence in
) 1776, the English BCP was used

by the members and adherents of the Eng.
Church. No edition of the book was printed in
the Colonies, though parts of it were published
in a translation for the use of converted Mohawk
Indians, and a modified edition of certain parts
was printed for the followers of the Wesleys.
As the Mother Ch.sent no bps. to America, all
candidates for Ordination were obliged to run
the risks of a voyage across the sea and endure
its dangers with those of pestilence and the

PROTES-

violence of enemies, and no colonial churchman |

could receive Confirmation unless he was called
for some reason to cross the ocean. It is said
that the omission of the short Exh. at the
end of the office for the Bapt. of Infants was the
only variation which the clergy of those days
allowed in the PB services, so strict was their
definition of conformity.
‘When the War of Independence broke out,
and as it was protracted for seven years, the
practice of the clergy varied. A
2. %esultsf of few read the services in public
ordence. @ before, with no omission or
change even in the State Prs.;
a few, with like convictions as to the obligation
of their oaths of allegiance, when they found
that they could not use all that was in the
PB, made no use of it at all, but gathered their
people together for a service taken entirely from
Holy Scripture; while noinconsiderable number,
convinced that a lawful change had been made
in their allegiance, read the old services with
modifications in the words which spoke of the
civil authority. As there were several Colonies,
federated rather than united, which declared
their independence, and as Great Britain at the
end of the war acknowledged them severally
to be independent, so there was for a while the
possibility of separate action on the part of
churchmen in different districts of the country ;
there was a critical period in Ch. as well as in
State. The line of separate action was, owing
to reasons which cannot be stated here, that
which separated New England from New York
and the states farther south. The churchmen
of Connecticut, with whom their neighbours
to the north and east were in harmony, were not
willing to act without a bp.; and, in March,
1783, when the war was practically over, yet
eight months before the British evacuated
New York, they chose a bp. and sent him across
the ocean to seek consecration in England, or,
failing there, in Scotland. He came back in
1785—Bishop Samuel Seabury, with the ‘ free,
valid, and purely ecclesiastical episcopacy”
which Scottish bps. had imparted to him;
and after conference with his clergy he set forth
in a broadside certain necessary changes in the
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PB which he charged them to make. The clergy
and laity of New York, New Jersey, Penn-
sylvania, and other States in 1785 drafted an
‘" ecclesiastical constitution,” framed a petition
to the English authorities for the gift of the
episcopate, and proposed an amended form of
the PB. This latter was intended to be on the
lines of the proposed revision of 1689 in England,
but it was so radical that it found no favour
on either side of the ocean. Other and wiser
action followed, the proposed book being
practically withdrawn ; and early in 1787 two
bps. were consecrated in Lambeth Palace Chapel
for American sees—William White for Pennsyl-
vania and Samuel Provoost for New York.
Meanwhile Bp. Seabury had set forth and
recommended to his clergy the form of the
Communion Office which he had

Rovime . found in Scotland, resembling that
%’f %0 in the First PB of Edward VI,

but conformed in its order to the
primitive and Oriental uses.? By God’s blessing
on the patience and wisdom of Bps. Seabury and
White, Drs. Smith and Parker, and others, the
Ch. in the United States came together into one
in the year 1789; and a revision of the Eng.
PB was soon set forth for use in that Church.
The work was done rapidly, but not without pre-
paration. In fact, it is evident that thoughtful
men had had in mind desirable verbal altera-
tions and needed adaptations in the use of the
several services, and that thus their earnest
purposes were found to be in accord. Some
omissions were made of varying importance,
the most noticeable being probably that of
Magnificat and Nunc Dimaittis, with the abbre-
viation of Benedictus to four verses; some free-
dom of choice was given, of which the most
serious instance was that of allowing the
Apostles’ Cr. to displace the Nicene on any day
in the year. TheLit. was shortened by condens-
ing into one all the petitions for civil rulers and
magistrates ; many repetitions were removed ;
permission was given for shortening the Bapt.
Office under certain conditions ; the Ornaments
Rubric disappeared, as did the medieval
Absol. in the VS; the “ Athanasian” hymn
was omitted, though some wished it retained
without any order for its recitation; Tables of
Lessons were inserted more serviceable than
those which had been in use. Some additions
were made, as of three non-penitential Sentences
at the beginning of MEP, several much needed
special Prs. and Thanksgivings, our Lord’s
summary of the Law (for discretionary use)
after the Ten Commandments, and a service
for a day of Thanksgiving for the fruits of the
earth. But the great change, made with general
approval and in its value far outbalancing any
losses that were incurred, was the adoption in
the Communion Office of the Pr. of Consecra-
tion from Bp. Seabury’s service, with one
modification in the Invodation ; this brought the

1 A collation (made by the writer of the present art.) of the
Scottish Communion Office with Bp. Seabury’s will be found
in Dowden’s dAmnnotated SCO., App. F.
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Amer, Office into historicaland spiritual harmony
with the Ch. of primitive days, while it lifted
the great act of Eucharistic worship above the
storms of controversy, and became a bond of
union in this Ch. for all time. Apart from the
points specially noted, the revision in America
in 1789 was notably paralle], in its methods and
value, to that in England in 1661-2. The
Ordinal was set forth in 1792, the form of
Consecration of a Ch. in 1799, and . Office of
Institution of Ministers (rarely used) in 1804 ;
the Arts. of Religion were appended in 18or.

The PB, thus adapted for the use ot the
Amer. Ch. and established by constitutional
and canonical provision, served without modi-
fication for more than a century. Proposals
for the authorisation of shorter services and for
the relaxation of certain rubrics were made
at several times, but failed to meet with
approval; and a strong spirit of loyalty to
established order constantly prevailed.

In 1880, as the first cent. of the work of the
fully organised Ch. in the United States was
drawing to an end, the General
Convention, on the motion of the
Rev. Dr. William R. Huntington,
appointed a committee of bishops,
presbyters, and laymen to consider the matter
of proposing ‘‘ alterations in the BCP in the
direction of liturgical enrichment and flexi-
bility of use.” This committee as its first act
declared that it would make no proposal which
might affect the Ch.’s principles or statements
of doctrine, and then proceeded, practically
on the lines of 1661-2 and 1789, to consider a
large number of changes and additions, many of
which had been for some time in the minds of
men, and printed with its report a Book An-
nexed showing the PB with all the alterations
which it recommended for adoption or serious
consideration. The work of revision and of
proposals for revision continued for twelve
years, and was closed by the setting forth of a
new Standard Book, carefully edited, in 1892.
No change was made, or indeed could have been
made, which did not have the approval of two
consecutive General Conventions in the vote
of the three Orders; and very few changes were
made for which the final vote was not practically
unanimous. The Ch. was willing to trust
herself to the guidance of the Holy Spirit, and:
the work was accomplished to the great satis-
faction of all. Many of the changes were for
the correction or amplifying of rubrics or the
readjustment of certain occasional Offices,
and call for no notice here. Magnificat and
Nunc Dimittis were brought back to their old
place, and Benedictus was restored to its full
form ; the Nicene Cr. was ordered to be used at
least on the five great festivals of the year;
more Invitatory Sentences, chiefly adapted
to the Ch.’s seasons, were prefixed to MEP,
and provision was made for shortening these
services, practically to their original English
form ; a Penitential Office was inserted, in place
of the three prayers from the Commination

4, The
Revision of
1892,
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Service which had thus far been retained ;
occasional Prs. for Missions, for Unity, and for
use at Rogation-tide, were added; the festi-
val of the Transfiguration was placed in the Cal-
endar on Aug. 6 and provided with proper
Pss., Coll., Ep. and Gospel ; provision was made
for a first Communion on Christmas and Easter ;
permission was given to omit the Decalogue
(the Summary being read in its place) except
once on each Sunday, and the long Exh. when
it has been read on one Sunday in the month ;
a form of presentation of candidates and a
Lesson from Acts 8 were provided for use at
Confirm. ; provision was made for abbreviating
the Communion of the Sick and the Bapt.
of Adults in cases of necessity ; in the Marriage
Service, which was and is much shorter than that
in the English Book, some phrases were restored
in the Exh. ; three additional Prs. were placed
at the end of the Burial Office ; Proper Pss. were
assigned for ten days in addition to the former
six ; and twenty selections of Pss.—there had
been ten before—were provided for use at any
service which has not proper Pss. of its own.
Thus the PB, received from the Eng. Ch.,
adapted to the needs of the independent Ch. in
the United States at the time of its organisation,
again carefully revised with very general consent
to meet possibilities of service for a new cent.,
is offered to the people of the great republic
by the body whose special use it is. It holds a
strong position as its use is sanctioned by canoni-
cal provision ; but its place in the affections of
those who use it is increasingly more strong.
—BI. SaAMUEL HART.

AMESS, AMYSS.—See ALMUCE.

AMICE.—This vesture is not to be confused
with the Amess, Amyss, or Almuce (see ALMUCE).
The A. is a square or oblong linen vesture, with an
apparel or collar attached to one edge, at first used
to cover the neck and shoulders of the priest at the
Communion. It was originally a covering for the
head, as well as for the neck and shoulders. The
custom still survives of letting the A. rest moment-
arily upon the head, and adjusting it to fall back
upon the neck when the rest of the Eucharistic vest-
ments—the alb, girdle, stole, maniple and chasuble—
have been assumed. The A. is thus the first of the
vestments to be put on. See Hierurgia Anglic. 1,
Index.—Rr3. - STALEY.

AMPULLA.—(1) The vessel in which is kept
the consecrated oil or holy cream for chrism, unction,
or coronation. The ampulla is always used for anoint-
ing the English sovereign at coronation. This
English vessel is of gold, shaped like an eagle with
outspread wings, and is about 9in. high. (z) The
pair of cruets (ampullac)—one for wine, one for water
——used in preparing the chalice, and in rinsing the
paten and chalice at HC. Both of these ceremonies
were ruled to be legal in the English Church by
Archbp. Benson in the Lincoln Case, A.D. 1890.—R3.

V. STALEY.

ANABAPTISTS.—The earlier sects on which
this name was bestowed held varying views of
a revolutionary, fanatical, and heretical nature,
and sprang up in Germany, Switzerland and
Holland about 1521. They all agreed in their



Anabaptists]

condemnation of the practice of infant baptism,
and the majority of them expected the immediate
establishment of Christ’s millenial reign, which
they endeavoured to inaugurate by attempting
to overthrow existing civil institutions. The
leaders of the Peasant Revolt in Germany in
1525 were inspired with these theories. Their
tenets, besides tending to subvert the general
order of society, often degenerated into unbridled
licentiousness and immorality. A number of
fanatical A. obtained control of the city of
Munster, in Westphalia, in 1533, and committed
fearful excesses until the city was besieged and
taken in 1536 and many of their leaders tortured
and executed.

They usually advocated a community of goods
and universal equality, the unlawfulness of
oaths, vows and holding of civil offices by
Christians, while they maintained the superiority
of the inspired utterances of their visionary
preachers over the written Word of God. Some
even advocated polygamy and affirmed that
those who were truly regenerate were incapable
of sinning. Many denied the doctrines of
original sin, the atonement and the divinity of
Christ, and declared that salvation was the
reward of virtuous conduct and in no way
connected with faith. They were vigorously
persecuted by both Romanists and Protestants,
and often suffered death for their opinions.
Some of these early A. came to England and
made some converts, and in 1541 a very severe
Act was passed against them.

A second and more moderate party started
about 1536 largely owing to the teaching and
labours of Menno Simonis of Friesland, an
ex-Romish priest, and many congregations were
formed in Germany and the Low Countries.
These ‘‘ Mennonites,” at first usually composed
of the earlier A. who had been disgusted with
the excesses of their leaders, slavishly adhered
to the letter of the Scriptures, and were at first
very strict and austere in their manner of living.
They were strongly opposed to precise dogmatic
definitions, considering piety the surest index
of a true Ch. Besides their denunciation of
infant baptism, they strongly objected to the
use of oaths and the holding of civil offices.
A more moderate section, however, called the
‘ Waterlanders,” soon arose and drew up a Con-
fession of Faith in 1580, and, as they gradually
modified their views, their tenets soon differed
but little from the Confessions of other Reformed
Churches, while their discipline was similar to
that of the Independents.

The first congregation of English “ General ”

r ‘ Arminian "’ Baptists appeared soon after
1610, and probably derived many of their
opinions from the Continental Mennonites. The
‘ Particular ” or Calvinistic Baptists trace their
origin from an Independent congregation in
London in 1616, from which they formally
separated in 1633, and their teaching has
nothing in common with the peculiar views of
the original A. except on the question of infant
baptism. (See further, BAPTISTS.)
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See Mosheim’s Eccl. Hist., cent. 16, sect. 3, pt. 3,
c. 3 ; Hardwicke's Hist. of Reformation, c. 5 ; Ridley’s
Works, p. 367; Parker Soc., Original Lelters, pp.
65 and 87 ; Neal, Hist. of Puntans 5, C. I4 (1822 ed.).
—AI C. SYDNEY CARTER,

ANAPHORA.—In the Eastern Liturgies the
Euch. service is divided into Pro-anaphora, i.e., the
earlier part up to the Swursum Corda,; and A.
(*“ offering-up "), or most solemn part of the service.
The latter includes (1) Thanksgiving, (2) Recital of
Institution, (3) Great Oblation, (4) Invocation
(Epiclesis), (5) Intercession for the Church, (6)
Communion. See Liturgies of St. Clement, St. James,
etc. (Brightman, Eastern Liturgies).—Hz2.

J. F. KEeATING.

ANCIENT PARISH.—See PARISH, ANCIENT.

ANDREW, ST.— See FEstIvaLr, §
Saints' Days (RATIONALE), § 1.

ANGELS.—(i) The credibility of the existence
of A. depends greatly on our presuppositions. 1.
The belief requires the conviction

lérmh that the ultimate reality is spirit.

* It is based on a spiritual conception

of the Universe. 2. The suggestions of evolu-
tion confirm it. Fiske assures us that ‘‘ in the
long series of organic beings man is the last;
the cosmic process, having once evolved this
masterpiece, could thenceforth do nothing better
than perfect him” (Through Nature to God,

p- 85). But, as Prof. Laurie says, ‘* Only within

his own orb is man the crown of things. To say

more is arrogance’ (Synthetica 2 s6). Can
reason justify the assumption that the whole

Universe contains no nobler creature than a

man ? Is there no more perfect form of created

self-expression in existence than this ma.dequate
mortal animal human frame ?

“ They who have flesh, a veil of youth and strength
About each spirit, that needs must bide its time
Living and learning still as years assist,

Which wear the thickness thin, and let men see.”
But there may well be created beings who
have no flesh, who need not bide their time
before they see. Scientific writers are prepared
to recognise this; witness Sir Oliver Lodge, The

Substance of Faith allied with Science, ed. 3,

p- 60: ‘“ Are there any beings higher in the

scale of existence than man? Man is the

highest of the dwellers on the planet earth, but
the earth is only one of many planets warmed by
the sun, and the sun is only one of a myriad of
similar suns . . . We may reasonably con-
jecture that in some of the innumerable worlds,
circling round those distant suns, there must be
beings far higher in the scale of existence than
ourselves ; indeed we have no knowledge which
enables us to assert the absence of intelligence
anywhere . . . . The existence of higher
beings and of a Highest Being is a fundamental
element in every religious creed. There is no
scientific reason for imagining it possible that
man is the highest intelligent existence—there
is no reason to suppose that we dwellers on this
planet know more about the universe than any
other existing creature. Such an idea, strictly

26;
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speaking, is absurd.”” The same author scouts
the denial of higher intelligences than man as
only an instance of the self-glorifying instinct
of the human mind: a provincialism which
science should dispel. ‘‘ It is possible to find
people who, knowing nothing or next to nothing
of the Universe, are prepared to limit existence
to that of which they have had experience,
and to measure the cosmos in terms of their own
understanding. Their confidence in themselves,
their shut minds and self-satisfied hearts, are
things to marvel at. The fact is that no glim-
mer of a conception of the real magnitude and
complexity of existence can ever have illuminated
their cosmic view” (p. 63).

3. This leads one to add that intrinsically an

Angel is a more credible being than a man. An
ethereal race might find excellent
iﬁﬁ:f reasons for disbelieving in the
*  possibility of a being half spirit and
half clay. It might, apart from experience,
be plausibly affirmed that the existence of
unconscious material by itself was credible,
or the existence of rational spirit by itself;
but a weird combination of both, a compound
of flesh and spirit, was unthinkable. Such an
existence, it might be said, could only be ex-
pressed in paradox. It could think, for it was
spirit : it could not think, for it was matter.
How could these incompatible elements be fused
into unity and yet retain their characteristics ?
An Angel would have much better reasons for
denying the existence of a man than man can
find for denying that of angels.

(ii) The distinctively modern objection to the
doctrine of A. comes from the student of the

history of Religions. Angelology

s'inA"Nﬁ."’ is prevalent in many ancient

*  beliefs. It is suggested that the

doctrine was taken over into Israel from foreign

sources, and adopted by our Lord just as He
adopted other contemporary assumptions.

1. On the other hand, there is an intrinsic
fitness in the part assigned to A. in the life of
Christ corresponding with His uniqueness,
and in perfect keeping with their rank in the
scale of being. ‘The Angels who sung ‘Glory
to God in the highest, on earth peace, goodwill
toward men,” were the fitting choir for such a
song,’”” wrote Macleod Campbell (Memoirs,
2 101). He adds: ““ But we rather believe that
they were angels who so sung than that the song
is divine because they sung it.” The point is
that there is an unearthly grace and dignity
about their movements and their messages.
The Gospel account of them has been the in-
spiration of the most graceful and ethereal
work of painters and poets.

2. Ultimately for us Christians the belief
in the existence of A. rests on the Authority of

. Jesus Christ. It is difficult to

&:é gl::mgjs say that our Lord took over a
" contemporary religious conception
without correcting it: for surely in every
great religions truth which He adopted He
divested it of misleading elements and enriched
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its contents. Moreover He seems to go out
of His way to mention Angels: e.g., the A. of the
children, the reapers are the A.; and again
in the Lord’s Prayer: ‘Thy will be done in
earth as it is in Heaven.” Wendt particularly
notes that Christ actually disengaged the
doctrine of A. from prevailing misconceptions,
so that the Angelology of Jesus is vastly superior
to that of His contemporaries (see Teaching of
Jesus). And Bousset says of Christ’s teaching :
“What He attacked He branded for all eternity;
what He respected He made eternally precious ”’
(Bousset, Jesus, p. 200). Now He respected the
doctrine of A. Has He thereby made eternally
precious what is after all untrue ? Surely His
reassuring words apply here: ““ If it were not
so I would have told you.”’—xkz2°®.

berd W. ]J. SPARROW SIMPSON,

ANGLICAN COMMUNION. —This phrase
AC. is a modern one. Ecclesta Anglicana, in
Magna Charta, is the Church of
England only; but as the Church
spread to other countries, both
within and without the British Empire, and
became organised, more or less independently, in
those countries, a term was required to indicate
the aggregate of Churches, or branches of the
Church, thus formed; and ‘““ AC.” has proved
to be a convenient designation.

That such a phrase is needed in the modern
circumstances of the Church was scarcely rea-
lised half a century ago. The existence of the
Scottish Episcopal Church and of the American
Church was of course recognised, but not that
they, with the Mother Church of England itself,
were parts of a great whole; the Irish Church
was integrally united with the English Church ;
and the Colonial Dioceses were regarded as
simply extensions or branches of the Home
Church. Three events led to a clearer under-
standing of the actual condition of things:
(1) the decisions of the Judicial Committee of the
Privy Council (not sitting as an Ecclesiastical
Court of Appeal, but as the Court of Appeal in all
colonial cases, secular as well as religious),
which pronounced the Letters Patent granted
by the Crown to bishops in self-governing
colonies to be null and void (1863-65), and thus
virtually freed them from the control of the
Home Church; (2) the first Lambeth Confer-
ence, which brought together Anglican bishops
from all parts of the world (1867); (3) the
Disestablishment of the Irish Church (1869).
The term “ Pan-Anglican ”’ was actually used
of the first Lambeth Conference, not officially,
but colloquially. From about that period, the
phrase ““ AC.”” came into general use; and the
Pan-Anglican Congress of 1908 presented once
for all a picture of the great Federation or
Union of Churches so described.

“The AC.,” said Bishop E. J. Palmer, of
Bombay, in his very able preliminary paper
circulated before the Pan-Anglican Congress,
‘* is not the Church. Neither is it 4 Church. It
is a federation of National Churches.” Yet the

1. Meaning
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word Federation is not strictly correct, as it
implies the federating of bodies originally
independent, which was not the case with all the
branches of the AC.

The AC. may be said to comprise six different
groups of Churches or Branches of the Church.

i (@) The CHURCH OF ENGLAND,
% %tumt the only Church which is
(in a certain sense) *‘ established by

law.”” (But see ¢ below.)

(b) Three entirely independent Churches, viz. :
the Church of IRELAND, the ScotrisH EPISCOPAL
CHURCH, and the Protestant Episcopal Church
of the UNITED StaTES. These three are in no
way under, or responsible to, the authorities of
the Established Church of England, but are
self-governing in all respects, e.g., all three have
PBs differing, however slightly, from the English
PB and from those of each other.

(¢) Five Churches in self-governing Colonies
or Dominions, viz. : in Canada, Newfoundland,
South Africa, Australia, and New Zealand.
These also are self-governing, but by their
constitutions they have linked themselves in
varying degrees to the Mother Church. (See
§§ 4-8 below.)

(@) Branches or outlying extensions of the
Church of England in the Crown Colonies and
Protectorates. Whatever they had for a time
of establishment and endowment, this has now
ceased, although they still, in varying degrees of
connection, belong to the Home Church. In
the West Indies, the Church is partly self-
governing. In Ceylon, the only real connection
with the Home Church is through the Metropoli-
tan of India, the Diocese of Colombo being in his
Ecclesiastical Province. In West Africa and
Uganda, the Church has local Diocesan Con-
stitutions, but the bishops are under the Arch-
bishop of Canterbury; as also are those of the
other. outlying dioceses within the Empire.

(¢) The Church in India, which stands alone
in a different category from all the rest, being
in a sense ‘‘ established,” most of the bishops
being still appointed by the Crown (the only
case remaining outside England), and some of
them paid from State funds; and having no
formalindependent constitution. (See§ 10, below.)

(/) The Church in countries outside the British
Empire, consisting mainly of converts from
heathenism. These are found in lands under
European rule, as Turkish in Palestine, French
in Madagascar, German in East Africa; also
in independent Asiatic States, Persia, China,
Japan. Japan has an organised Church, par-
tially autonomous; and the Dioceses in China
are making beginnings in the same direction.
The bishoprics are as yet dependent on
Canterbury.

Some brief particulars will now be given of
the polity and constitutions of the sister and
daughter Churches of the Church of
England. In varied circumstances
and degrees of development, we
see the Church in at least three stages of polity,
well described by the Rev. J. J. Willis, of

2—(2422)

3. Polity.
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Uganda (Pan-Anglican Preliminary Paper S.F. iii
b in vol. vii of Report), as Associated Enter-
prise, the earlier missionary stage; Limited
Autonomy, as in West Africa and other fields;
Self-government, in the great Colonies. And
one other stage might be added, Complete
Independence, as in Ireland, Scotland, and the
United States. In this art. are included what
are commonly called the Colonial and Missionary
Churches.

Church organisation in the Dominion of
Canada dates from 1851, when the bishops

of the four then existing dioceses

4. Canada. met at Quebec, and affirmed the

importance of diocesan and pro-
vincial organisation. In the same year the
Bishop of Toronto held an informal Diocesan
Synod, the first in all the Colonies. In 1854
the Canadian Legislature disendowed the
Church, secularising the revenues of the Clergy
Reserves; and in 1856 it passed another Act
authorising the bishops, clergy, and laity to
frame a Church constitution. In 1861, a
General Synod of the Province of Canada
drew up a constitution and canons.

The Province of Rupert’s Land, comprising the
Dioceses of the North-West beyond the boundary
of Eastern Canada, was organised in 1875 ; and
in 1893 a General Synod for all Canada was
formed, and its constitution settled. The
dioceses in British Columbia have so far
remained extra-provincial, but they have
individually joined the General Synod.

The whole number of Canadian dioceses is
now twenty-three, viz. : ten in the Province of
Eastern Canada, nine in the Province of Rupert's
Land, and four that will presently form the
Province of Columbia.

The General Synod at its first meeting in 1893
declared that the ‘ Church of England in
Canada’ is “in full communion with the
Church of England throughout the world, as
an integral portion of the Body of Christ com-
posed of Churches which, united under the One
Divine Head and in the fellowship of the One
Holy Catholic and Apostolic Church, hold the
One Faith revealed in Holy Writ, and defined
in the Creeds, as maintained by the undivided
Primitive Church in the undisputed Ecumenical
Councils ; receive the same Canonical Scriptures
of the Old and NT, as containing all things
necessary to salvation; teach the same Word
of God ; partake of the same Divinely ordained
Sacraments, through the ministry of the same
Apostolic Orders; and worship One God and
Father, through the same Lord Jesus Christ, by
the same Holy and Divine Spirit Who is given
to them that believe to guide them into all
truth.” It also accepted the PB and Articles.
It further disclaimed any intention or right to
interfere with the powers of the Diocesan Synods,
or with the system of Provincial Synods. All
the Synods, Diocesan, Provincial, and General,
comprise bishops, clergy, and laity; and the
voting is by orders.

The Constitution of the Province of Canada,
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adopted in 1861, and that of the Province of
Rupert’s Land, first adopted in 1875 and sub-
sequently modified, make similar declarations
of fundamental principles, and go into further
details. The former ‘‘ maintains the ancient
doctrine ”’ *‘ that the Queen (or King) is right-
fully possessed of the chief government and
supremacy over all persons within (her) domin-
ions, whether ecclesiastical or civil’”” The
latter reserves the right to accept “ any altera-
tion of the Bible or the Formularies of the
Church which may be adopted by the General
Synod,” and to permit special services, etc.,
authorised by the bishop of any diocese.

No canon passed by the General Synod is
operative in any province or diocese until it
has been accepted by such province or diocese.
On the other hand, in the Province of Rupert’s
Land, no regulation of any Diocesan Synod has
force in any diocese if it conflict with any
enactment of the Provincial Synod.

Each Province is free to elect its own bishops
and metropolitan in its own way; but the
Bishops of the Upper House of the General
Synod decide which of the two metropolitans
shall be Primate of All Canada. The
metropolitans have the title of Archbishops.

The Church in the independent colony of New-
foundland remains also independent, and has not

. joined the Church of Canada. It
5. Newlound~ ,imprises only one diocese, which
includes also part of Labrador and
the Island of Bermuda. Its Constitution
declares its fundamental principles in language
similar to that of Canada. The diocese elects
its own bishop. In Bermuda the Church is still
‘* established,” and receives certain grants from
the Colonial Treasury.

Although the Church in Canada and Australia
and New Zealand had taken steps towards self-

organisation before the Church in

6 South  gSouth Africa, it was the litigation

that ensued upon certain acts of
Bishop Gray, of Capetown, that eventually
settled the question of the Status of Colonial
Churches generally. The Judicial Committee
of the Privy Council decided, in two cases in
1863-65, that Letters Patent for the erection
of bishoprics granted by the Crown in self-
governing Colonies were null and void; and
that the Church of England, in places where
there is no Church established by law, could
adopt rules for its own administration like any
other religious body, which rules would only
be binding on those who expressly or by
implication had assented to them.

In 1870 a Provincial Synod representing four
dioceses assembled. The Diocese of St. Helena,
which island is a Crown Colony, declined to
join, and the Constitution then adopted (and
amended in 1876) makes special prowision for
this case. That Constitution affirms the same
fundamental principles of identity with the
Church of England as have been noticed above
in the case of Canada; but the title of the
Church is not ** the Church of England in South
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Africa,” but “ the Church of the Province of
South Africa ""—'* this title not being intended
to exclude other titles (such as English or
Anglican Church} under which this Church or
any portion of it may be known.”

The Constitution has three provisos not
exactly parallel in the case of other Churches:
(1) that the Church may accept any alterations
in the Formularies (other than the Creeds)
which may be not merely adopted by the
Church of England, but ‘‘ allowed by any
General Synod, Council, Congress, or other
Assembly of the Churches of the AC.” ; (2) that
any adaptations of Services made by the
Province shall be liable to ‘‘ revision by any
General Synod of the AC. to which this Province
shall be invited to send Representatives’ ;
(3) that the Church is not *“ bound by decisions
in questions of Faith and Doctrine other than
those of its own Ecclesiastical Tribunals or of
such other Tribunals ” as it may accept. This
third proviso is important, as it has been held,
both by the civil courts in the Colony and by
the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council,
that it practically separated the Church from
the Church of England in a sense sufficient to
prevent it from claiming property given for
" the Church of England as by law established.”
But this difficulty, which was serious in Natal,
has been settled by a legislative Act recently
passed there.

The Preliminary Resolutions of 1870 also
contain a clause specially laying stress on the
expediency of the Laity being represented in
the Synods.

The Constitution, unlike those of Canada and
Australia, subordinates the Diocesan Synods to
the Provincial Synod, which is the supreme
authority. As there is only one province, and
no extra-provincial dioceses, there is no place
for a General Synod, such as exists in the two
other Colonial States just mentioned.

The Province now comprises ten Dioceses,
including that of St. Helena; and an eleventh,
Walfisch Bay, is projected.

The Bishop of each Diocese is elected by the
Clergy of the Diocese, ‘‘ with the assent thereto
of the representatives of the Laity.” But
St. Helena is an exception, its bishop being
appointed by the other bishops, who at the last
vacancy ‘‘ empowered’ the Archbishop of
Capetown to select the man.

The case of Australia is markedly different.
In 1850 the Bishop of Sydney, Dr. Broughton,

invited the bishops of the four other
. dioceses then recently formed, viz. :

Australia. Adelaide, Melbourne, Newcastle,
and Tasmania, and also Bishop Selwyn of
New Zealand, to meet and consider the steps.
to be taken towards Church organisation.
Bishop Perry, of Melbourne, was the first to act
upon the resolutions come to, convening a
Diocesan Conference in 1851; and in 1854 he
obtained from the Legislature of the Colony of
Victoria an Act authorising the bishops, clergy,
and laity to meet in Synod. In 1855 Bishop:
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Short, of Adelaide, organised a Diocesan Synod
without applying to the Legislature of his
colony, South Australia. In 1866 the three
Dioceses in New South Wales framed a pro-
vincial constitution under an Act of the Legis-
lature of that Colony. This constitution was
modified in after years, and the present form of
it only dates from 19o7. Meanwhile the other
Australian Dioceses had independently organised
themselves.

In 1872 the first General Synod was held,
there being ten Dioceses, five of which were in
the Province of New South Wales under the
Bishop of Sydney as Metropolitan, while the
other five were separate and independent. The
General Synod, however, was so framed as to
have little supreme authority. No enactment
or resolution was to have force in any diocese
without the consent of the diocese. The Bishop
of Sydney was ex-officio Primate.

The subsequent multiplication of dioceses has
since enabled two other Provinces to be formed
for the Colonies respectively of Victoria and
Queensland, with the Bishops of Melbourne and
Brisbane as Metropolitans. This was done in
1905. The three Metropolitans now bear the
title of Archbishop. Of the twenty-one dioceses,
sixteen are in the three Provinces, and five still
extra-provincial, viz.: Adelaide, Tasmania,
Perth, Bunbury, and North-Western Australia.
Each diocese elects its own bishop.

The Primacy of the whole Australian Church
remained with the see of Sydney until lately ;
buc there has always been an objection on the
part of the other dioceses to an arrangement
which gave the power of electing the Primate
to the electors of one diocese only. It is now
arranged that, while the Diocese of Sydney still,
in electing its own bishop, elects the Metropolitan
of New South Wales, the bishops of all the
dioceses choose which of the three Metropolitans
shall be Primate.

The Solemn Declaration at the beginning of
the Constitution of the General Synod contains
substantially the same statements as that of
Canada already quoted. The Church is
described as ‘‘ the Church of England in Austra-
lia and Tasmania,” and as ‘‘a branch of the AC,,
an integral portion of the Mystical Body of
Christ united under One Head, and in fellowship
with the One Holy Catholic and Apostolic
Church.” It holds “ the one Faith revealed in
Holy Writ, defined in the Creeds, as maintained
by the Church Catholic in the undisputed
Ecumenical Councils.” It “ receives the Canon-
ical Scriptures of the Old and NT as containing
all things necessary to salvation,” and “ partakes
of the Divinely Ordained Sacraments through
the Ministry of the Apostolic Orders.” It
accepts the PB, and reserves the right to accept
“such alteration of the books and formularies
as may from time to time be adopted by full
lawful and canonical authority of the Church of
England,”

Although preliminary steps towards Church
organisation had been taken in Canada and
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Australia earlier than in New Zealand, the
New Zealand Church, under Bishop Selwyn's
leadership, was the first to agree
upon a regular Constitution, in 1857.
By this step the Church virtually
announced its separation from Australia, with
which it had previously been regarded as con-
nected. The Constitution was revised in 1865.
Its opening clause affirms the expediency of the
members of the Church of England in the Colony
being *‘ associated together by voluntary compact
as a branch of the said Church.” There being only
one Province, and no extra-provincial dioceses,
there is, as in South Africa, only one Synod
over the Diocesan Synods; but, unlike South
Africa, this is not called the Provincial but the
General Synod. It consists, as elsewhere, of
bishops, clergy, and laity. The statement of
fundamental belief is substantially the same as
elsewhere, though shorter, The liberty to
accept changes in Formularies or in the Version
of the Bible adopted by the Mother Church is
expressed as applying to such changes as are
made ‘* with the consent of the Crown and of
Convocation.”” Power is also reserved for the
General Synod to make alterations in the event
either of Church and State in England being
separated, or of New Zealand being separated
from the Mother Country.

The General Synod, like the Provincial Synod
in South Africa, is the chief authority in a fuller
sense than in Canada and Australia. The
General Synod elects the Primate (as the
metropolitan is called) from among the bishops,
but if after three ballots no bishop obtains a
‘majority of all three Orders, the senior bishop
becomes Primate.

There are seven dioceses, including the
missionary diocese of Melanesia. Each diocese
in New Zealand elects its own bishop. Mission-
ary bishops may be nominated by the members
of the Mission, subject to the approval of the
General Synod.

The New Zealand Church was the first to
adopt the principle of a joint board of diocesan
and parochial nominators for the appointment
of clergy to cures, which has since been widely
adopted, notably in Ireland.

The General Synod of 1874 changed the title of
the Church to ‘“ The Church of the Province of
New Zealand, commonly called the Church of
England.”

The new bishopric of Polynesia is under the
Archbishop of Canterbury.

The West Indian dioceses, viz.:

8. New
Zealand.

six in the

islands, with Honduras and Guiana on the
mainland, form a Province. The

9&5’;‘ bishops are appointed by the
dioceses, with certain conditions

owing to the position of the Dioceses of Barbados
and Guidna in connection with the civil power.
All make a declaration rendering ‘‘ all due
honour and deference” to the Archbishop of
Canterbury. The Metropolitan, who is called
Primate, is elected by the bishops from among
themselves, and bears the title of Archbishop
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of the West Indies, in addition to his local
diocesan title. Thus, the present Primate,
whose diocese is Jamaica, is not Archbishop of
Jamaica, but Bishop of Jamaica and Archbishop
of the West Indies.

The Constitution of the Province was adopted
in 1883, and amended in 1897. It is peculiar
in this respect, that, in view of the difficulty of
the clergy and laity a.ssembling from such great
distances, the Provincial Synod consists only of
the bishops; but its decisions affecting the
dioceses must be referred to the several Diocesan
Synods for approval. On the other hand, any
decision of a Diocesan Synod ‘ altering or
modifying the operation of any Article or
Rubric of the Church of England” must be
confirmed by the bishops of the Province and the
Archbishop of Canterbury; while any such
decision of the Provincial Synod must also be
referred, not only to the Diocesan Synods, but
to the Archbishop of Canterbury.

The British dominions in India and Ceylon
form a Province of which the Bishop of Calcutta

is Metropolitan, and an appeal in
1. m‘“‘i case of need lies from him to the

Archbishop of Canterbury. The
Bishops of Calcutta, Madras, Bombay, Lahore,
Rangoon, Lucknow, and Nagpur, are appointed
by the Crown, that is in effect by the Secretary
of State for India; and the first three of
these are paid by the State.  The Church
in Tndia is to that extent ‘‘ established,” and
its position is therefore unlike that of any
other branch of the Church abroad. The seven
dioceses named are territorial. The Bishops of
Chota Nagpur and “‘ Tinnevelly and Madura ”’
have no territorial dioceses, their spheres lying
within Calcutta and Madras Dioceses respec-
tively, and their appointment resting with the
bishops of those dioceses; and their jurisdiction
is consensual—as also is that of the Bishop of
Lucknow in respect of part of his sphere which
is within the diocese of Calcutta. Travancore
and Cochin is a missionary diocese wholly in
" native states, and the bishop is appointed by
the Archbishop of Canterbury. Ceylon has one
diocese, Colombo, and, the Church in the
island having been disestablished in 1885, this
diocese has a constitution of its own, and elects
its own bishop.
for one or more Indian assistant bishops in the
Diocese of Madras.

India, apart from Ceylon, has no Church
Constitution, nor Diocesan Synods with con-
stitutional powers. Several of the Dioceses
have Diocesan Conferences, but they are
voluntary bodies without authority, like those
in England. The Provincial Synod of Bishops,
however, meets regularly, and has attained
great and just influence. Local Church Councils
have been formed for various groups of native
Christian congregations, for the administration
of their own Church funds, and of the grants to
such funds from the missionary societies. But
there is no difficulty, other than linguistic, in
Indians and Europeans working together; and

It is hoped soon to arrange.
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most educated Indians know and speak English.
See an interesting report from the present
Bishop of Calcutta in the second Annual Review
issued by the Central Board of Missions.
Japan is the only foreign mission-field in which
the Anglican Church has been regularly organ-
ised. In 1887 the English and
1L Japan. American missionary bishops, with
the missionaries of the English
and American Churches, the Japanese clergy,
and Japanese lay delegates, formed the ** Nippon
Sei-kokwai,” literally ‘‘ Japanese Church,” but
usually rendered ‘‘ Holy Catholic Church of
Japan.” A Constitution and canons were
agreed upon; and the General Synod meets
decenially. The English PB, slightly modified
in translation to agree partially with the
American PB, has been adopted ‘‘for the
present.” Six dioceses or episcopal jurisdic-
tions have been formed, four for the English
Missions and two for the American. The
bishops for the four are appointed by the Arch-
bishop of Canterbury, and those for the two
by the American House of Bishops; but in each
case the name is submitted to the Synod of the
Nippon Sei-kokwai for approval. It is hoped
ere long to see some Japanese bishops appointed,
but the plans for this desirable consummation
are not yet settled. The Missionary Bishop of
Korea will no doubt be eventually associated
with the Church in Japan.
In 1909, the Missionary Bishops of the English
and American Churches working in China, with
delegates representing the mission-
12. China. aries and the Chinese clergy and
laity, adopted a Constitution for the
Anghcan Church in China provisionally, which
was to be referred for consideration to the
various Diocesan Synods or Conferences, and
to the authorities of the English, American,
and Canadian Churches. ILocal schemes for
Diocesan Synods and administration have been
provisionally adopted in the dioceses of Che-
kiang and Fuh-kien, and are being prepared
in others. The Chinese congregation at Hong
Kong (which is a Crown Colony of Great Britain)
also has a local constitution under the Bishop of
Victoria (Hong Kong). The Bishop of Victoria
(Colonial) and the English missionary bishops
of North China, Shantung, Che-kiang (late
Mid-China), Western China, Fuh-kien, and
“ Kwang-si and Hu-nan,” are appointed by the
Archbishop of Canterbury. The American
bishops of Shanghai and Hankow are appointed
by the American House of Bishops; and the
Bishop of Ho-nan by the Canadian Church.
In the dioceses of Sierra Leone and Western
Equatorial Africa there are local Constitutions
and Diocesan Synods, the African
%’?m clergy and laity being numerous
and the congregations to a large
extent self-supporting. The bishops are ap-
pointed by the Archbishop of Canterbury, and
are. English; but there are negro assistant
bishops in Western Equatorial Africa. The
missionary bishop for the Gold Coast (Accra) is
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also appointed from Canterbury. So also are
the missionary bishops on the Eastern side of
Africa, for the Dioceses of Uganda, Mombasa,
Zanzibar, Likoma, and Northern Rhodesia.
In Uganda, a local Church Constitution has been
adopted.

The Colonial and Missionary Dioceses or
Episcopal Jurisdictions of Gibraltar, Jerusalem

(with its Asst. Bp. at Khartum),

li!)'im Singapore, Labuan and Sarawak,

* Korea, Mauritius, Madagascar,
Polynesia, the Falkland Isles, Argentina, are
under the Archbishop of Canterbury, and have
no synodical government. Nor have the out-
lying Episcopal Jurisdictions of the Amecrican
Church : Haiti, Cuba, Porto Rico, Brazil, Cape
Palmas, Honolulu, the Philippines.

Mutual velations between the different con-
stituent parts of the AC. can scarcely be said

to exist at present, e.g., the Church

:!5'”‘1'-‘“" of South Africa and the Japanese
Church have no mutual relations
beyond the bare fact that both are members
of the one Communion. Nor can it be said that
even common rvelations exist, that is, of all the
parts to the whole, because the circumstances
of the several parts, the stages of development
at which they have severally arrived, differ
widely : e.g., the independent Churches, as of
Ireland or the United States, can take a position
in the Communion as a whole not yet belonging
to an embryo Church like that of West Africa,
which is only a part of the whole through being
a part, so far, of the Church of England. Never-
theless, the equality which would be the ideal
is foreshadowed by the equality of .status
enjoyed by all the bishops when assembled in
the Lambeth Conference.

The great problem of the AC. is the degree
of independence which may be claimed by the
several parts, and the degree of interdependence
between them. If we imagine the Churches of
the great colonjal States, and the Churches of
such mission fields as India and East and West
Africa within the British Empire, and China
and Japan outside it, as in the future all com-
pletely organised and autonomous, we can at
once see the reasonableness of the principle
expressed in the 34th Art.: ‘' It isnot necessary
that Traditions and Ceremonies be in all places
one, or utterly like; for at all times they have
been divers, and may be changed according to
the diversities of countries, times, and men’s
manners, so that nothing be ordained against
God’s Word. . . . Every particular or national
Church hath authority to ordain, change, and
abolish, ceremonies or rites of the Church
ordained only by man’s authority, so that all
things be done to edifying.”

The question of the degree of liberty to be
enjoyed by each autonomous Church, and of

the influence which a Central

m‘,‘ cﬂ‘:"l Representative Authority should
exercise, was largely debated at

the Pan-Anglican Congress of 1908 (see the
discussions of Section F, in Report, vol. 7). Itis
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acknowledged that a great independent Church
like that of the United States will brook no
interference. It is highly probable that cir-
cumstances will at some time arise that would
evoke the assertion of a similar independence
by colonial Churches like Canada and South
Africa. And, although at present the missionary
Churches in Africa and Asia are more dependent
upon the Home Church, it is certain that an
Indian or Chinese Church will in the future
claim, and justly claim, liberty to work out
its own destiny. The Bishop of Gibraltar asked
two questions, and then answered them.
(1) Can the whole Communion direct the single
Churches in any matter ? Of course it can
command, but it cannot enforce its commands,
and they will not be obeyed unless they commend
themselves to the individual Churches. (2) Can
an individual Church do as it thinks good ?
Of course it can, provided that it is prepared to
face the consequences—which might be schism.
Then he urged that the right principle to be
adopted is “ the very ancient one, first stated
in its present form in the Institutes of Justinian,
brought into England through the Roman law,
enunciated by Edward I in the writ by which
he summoned our first House of Commons, and
repeated again and again for hundreds of years,
that ‘ what touches all should be by all deter-
mined.”” E.g., the marriage law, or the terms
of communion : these ‘ touch all” and should
be ‘ determined by all.”

If a “ Central Authority ” is to exist at all,
it must be vepresentative and consuliative: should
it also be authoritative ? To this question differ-
ent answers are given. Anyway, such Central
Body should not be confounded with the Home
Church. All agree that the centralisation of
Rome is to be avoided. There is to be no
Anglican Papacy at Canterbury. No doubt
the Churches derived from the Home Church
hold it in affectionate respect as their Mother,
while maintaining their local autonomy. Such
a Church, like the colony speaking in Kipling’s
words, would say, ‘‘ Daughter am I in my
Mother’s house, but mistress in my own.” But
the future relation will be rather that of Sister
Churches, and the voice of the Central Body
would not be the voice of the Church of England,
but the voice of the whole AC. The weight of
its voice, however, would depend very much
upon the care with which all kinds of purely
local questions were avoided, including in them
such reasonable alterations and adaptations of
modes of Divine worship and the like as would
suit local and national circumstances. If the

. Central Body confines itself to great funda-

mental Catholic principles and the practical
application of them, and to questions touching
the relations of the Churches, or of Ecclesiastical
Provinces, to each other, its resolutions will have
great moral power. The decennial Lambeth
Conference already exercises important influence
in this way; and a small and definitely repre-
sentative Body, meeting more frequently, would
undoubtedly fulfil useful and unifying functions.
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The Lambeth Conference of 1908 arranged for
the appointment of such a body, but the Ameri-
can Church has not yet signified its approval of
the scheme. Bishop E. J. Palmer, of Bombay,
in the paper before mentioned, affirmed that
we need (1) a General Synod of the Anglican
Communion, (2) an Executive Council, (3) a
Supreme Ecclesiastical Court of Appeal. None
of these is proposed at present. No. 1 would
make decisions on questions of doctrine and
discipline which should bind the whole Com-
munion, and this Bishop Palmer does not
advocate. For No. 2 he suggests an interest-
ing scheme, which has not been yet considered.
No. 3 involves difficult controversial questions.

The AC. occupies a middle position, between
the Roman and Eastern Churches on the one

hand and the Protestant Churches

lm‘l and denominations on the other.
Apparently, therefore, any possi-
bilities of the future Re-union of Christendom
are dependent upon the growth of its influence.
De Maistre himself, ultramontane as he was,
and viewing the Anglican Church at almost its
least efficient period, the end of the 18th cent.,
wrote of her thus:

““Si jamais les Chrétiens se rapprochent, comme
tout les y invite, il semble que la motion doit partir
de IEglise d’Angleterre. Le presbytérianisme fut
une ceuvre francaise, et par conséquent une ceuvre
exagérée. Nous sommes trop éloignés des sectateurs
d’un cult trop peu substantial : il n’y a pas moyen de
nous entendre; mais I'Eglise Anglicane, qui nous
touche d’une main, touche de 'autre ceux que nous
ne pouvons toucher; et quoique sous un certain
point de vue, elle soit en butte aux coups des deux
partis, et qu’elle presente le spectacle un peu ridicule
d’un révolté qui préche I'obéissance, cependant elle
est trés-précieuse sous d’autres aspects, et peut-atre
considérée comme un de ces intermédes chimiques,
capable de rapprocher des éléments inassociables de
leur nature * (Considérations sur la France, chap. 2).

Mr. Gladstone, quoting this passage in his
long letter to Bishop Blomfield in 1850 on the
Royal Supremacy (Gleanings, vol. v), draws
encouragement from the fact of ** a stranger and
an alien,” ‘‘a stickler to the extremest point
for the prerogatives of his own Church,” and
““ nursed in every prepossession against ours,”
* turning his eye across the Channel,” and
although only seeing the Anglican Church “ in
the lethargy of her organisation and the dull
twilight of her learning,” discerning that there
is *“ a special work written of God for her in
heaven,” and that she is *“ very precious to the
Christian world.”

Two special advantages the AC. enjoys. The
first was emphasised at the Pan-Anglican
Congress by Chancellor P. V. Smith. We can
link, he said, the Past with the Present, and the
Present with the Future. The Eastern Church
represents the early Past; the Roman Church,
a more extended Past, recognising the principle
of growth and development of doctrine; but
Rome * continually forges fresh theological
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chains which impede the freedom of the Present
and have barred in advance the rightful liberty |
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of the Future.” On the other hand, the other
Churches of the Reformation and still younger
religious bodies have * failed to maintain suffi-
cient connection with the past to qualify them
for taking the lead in linking together the Past,
Present, and Future of Christendom.”” But the
AC. is “ united to the first ages of the Church
by a double strand which has never been
severed.” Through its *“ Continental element
it was allied to the West; through its ‘“ ancient
British and Celtic element ”’ with the East. And,
repudiating infallibility, it can look forward with
hope and confidence to the Future.

The other advantage was dwelt upon by
Bishop Palmer, in the paper before mentioned.
It is the nature of the Anglican polity. If
Christendom is ever to be united, will its con-
stitution be Congregationalism, Monarchy, or
Federation ? The first is impossible. It would
mean, not union, but chaos. The second has been
tried by Rome, and has failed; the reason of
failure being—so the bishop urges—the ignoring
of the principle of nationality. But the third,
Federation, combines union with freedom; and
so the constitution for which the AC. standsis the
ideal constitution for the Universal Church.

The fundamental conditions or basis of
Re-union are contained in what is called * the
Quadrilateral,” framed by the American Church
{(inspired by the late Dr. W. R. Huntington),
and adopted by the Lambeth Conference in
1888. They are: (a) The Holy Scriptures, OT
and NT; (b) the Apostles’ and Nicene Creeds ;
(¢) the two Sacraments, Baptism and the Lord’s
Supper; (d) the Historic Episcopate, * locally
adapted in the methods of its administration to
the varying needs of the nations and peoples
called of God into the unity of His Church.”’—
AI, 2. EUGENE STOCK.

ANGLICAN ORDERS.

INTRODUCTORY, § I.

CONSECRATION OF ABP. PARKER, § 2.
CONSECRATION OF BP. BARLOW, § 3.
OTHER LINES OF SUCCESSION, § 4.
THE MATTER OF ORDERS, § 5.

THE FORM OF ORDERS, § 6.

THE ENGLISH FORM, 1550-16G2, § 7.
THE PRESENT FORM, § 8.

THE INTENTION, § 0.

BIBLIOGRAPHY, § I0.

The position of the English Church with re-
gard to Holy Orders may be gathered from the
. authoritative statements on this

. subject contained in the Ordinal,
Introdustory. Art. 36 of Religion (Of Consecration
of Bishops and Ministers), Art. 26 (Of the Un-
worthiness of the Ministers), and Art. 23 (On
Ministering in the Congregation). This position
may be best summarised in the words of the
Pref. to the Ordinal of 1550, in which it is
stated : (1) that it is evident the three Orders of
Bishops, Priests and Deacons have existed
within the Ch. from the Apostles’ time; (2)
that no man might presume to execute any of
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them until, after examination of his fitness,
he had been admitted thereunto by public
prayer and imposition of hands; (3) that it is
requisite no man should exercise his ministry
in the Ch. of England until he has been admitted
thereto in the manner set forth in the Ordinal
(the only exception to this being the case of one
already ordained Bp., Priest, or Deacon).
The modifications introduced into the language
of this Pref. in 1662 merely serve to emphasise
this position and to distinguish yet more clearly
between the ministry of the Ch. and that of the
separated non-episcopal bodies. It is further
stated in Art. 36 that the Ordinal “‘ set forth
in the time of Edward the Sixth. ... doth
contain all things necessary to such consecration
and ordering: mneither hath it anything that
of itself is superstitious and ungodly.” It
is therefore decreed that all who have been
ordained according to this rite ‘‘ be rightly,
orderly and lawfully consecrated and ordered.”
The purpose of this art. is to investigate this
last statement and to show that the English
Ch. has faithfully carried out the intention
expressed in the Pref. to the Ordinal—that of
continuing in valid succession the Ministry which
has been in Christ’s Church “ from the Apostles’
time.” We must first make three inquiries.
(a) What is generally agreed to be requisite
to thisend ? (And in order to do this it will be
best to ascertain what is considered necessary
for this purpose by those who have disputed the
validity of Anglican Orders.) (b) How far these
demands can be said to have been legitimately
satisfied by the practice of the English Church ?
(¢) How far these demands are in themselves
right and reasonable when compared with the
practice of the universal Ch. from Apostolic
times, as far as this can be determined ?

The requisites for the validity of Holy Orders
may be divided into three heads. (I) An
uninterrupted chain of succession must be
maintained by episcopal ordination—every
ordaining bp. having himself been validly
consecrated. (II) The right form and matier
must be used in conferring Orders. (III) The
intention of those who minister the rite must
be in accord with the mind of the universal
Church.

(I) It has been objected that the English Ch.
has not maintained a valid succession. This
is a matter which is capable of
historical investigation, and the
controversy has centred round the
consecration of Abp. Parker. The
reason for this is that at the time of
his consecration, in 1559, a large number of
sees were vacant; and it may be admitted,
at least for the purpose of this argument, that
Parker is the main source through whom
our Bps. derive their succession.! In 1604,
29 years after Parker’s death, a Roman con-
troversialist, John de Sacrobosco (Holywood),
circulated a story, afterwards known as the
Nag’s Head Fable, stating that those who had

L See, owever, § 4.

2.
Consecration
of Abp.
Parker.
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been nominated to the vacant bishoprics assem-
bled at the Nag's Head (a tavern in London),
and that Scory laid his hands upon them, and
that they in turn did the same to him. For
this absurd story there is not a shred of evidence,
and it is no longer accepted by anyone. On the
other hand, there is abundant evidence that
Parker was consecrated on Dec. 17th, 15359,
in the Chapel of Lambeth Palace. Of this we
have not only the official record, but also con-
temporary witnessin the Zurich Letters, Machyn's
Diary, Parker’s own Diary, and a MS. still
extant presented by him to Corpus Christi
College, Cambridge. Further, we have the
evidence of the Earl of Nottingham in 1616,
in which he claims to have been present at the
ceremony. From this evidence we learn that
Parker was consecrated by four Bps., viz,
Barlow (formerly of Bath and Wells, then
elect of Chichester), Scory (late of Chichester,
then elect of Hereford), Coverdale (late of Exe-
ter), and Hodgkin (Suffragan of Bedford).
It is beyond dispute that the Latin PONTIFICAL
had been used at the consecration of three of
these Bps., viz.,, Scory, Coverdale, and
Hodgkin, and it is therefore impossible to call
into question the wvalidity of their Orders.
Difficulty has, however, been raised in the case
of Barlow, as the official record of his consecra-
tion is not forthcoming. But even if it were
proved (for which there is not a shred of evidence;
that Barlow had not himself received episcopal
consecration, this would not affect the validity
of Parker’s Orders. It is clearly stated that
all the Bps. present not only laid their hands
upon him, but also that each of them repeated
the accompanying formula ; and, consequently,
he received imposition of hands from at least
three Bps., and thus fulfilled in this respect
the requirements for episcopal ordination, as
laid down in the earliest canons dealing with
this subject (see Apostolic Constitutions 3 zo0;
Van Espen, Jus. Eccl. Univ,, pt. 1, bk. 15).
But, when we come to investigate the case
of Barlow, we find the following facts. (1) We
s have tht;;£~ record of tlie King’s
- . Congé d'Elire for his election to
owg:v. the Bishopric of St. Asaph, dated
Jan. 7, 1535. (2) We have the
certificate of his confirmation at the church of
St. Mary-le-Bow. (3) We have the record of
his confirmation to the see of St. David’s in
1536. (4) We have the royal writ, dated Apr.
26 of the same year, by which the temporalities
of that see were restored to him. (5) He took
his seat in the House of Lords on Friday, June
30, in the 20th year of Henry VIII, and his
name appears in the Parliaments of 1541,
1542, 1543, 1546. (In this connection it should
be observed that no Bp. since the days of
Edward IIT has ever taken his seat in the House
of Lords bef. consecration, and that for this
purpose he must be introduced by two Bps.
as witnesses of his consecration.) (6) He was
present at the Provincial Synods of 1536,
1537, 1540, 1552. (7) He assisted as Bp.
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at the consecration of the Bp. of Bangor in
1541. (8) He is referred to by Gardner as
‘““my brother of St. David’s.”” (9) There was
no suggestion in 1554, when he was deposed
by Queen Mary, nor at any other time, that there
was any flaw in his consecration. On the other
hand, the official record of his consecration is
missing from Cranmer’s Register. It should,
however, be noted that his is not a solitary case.
For example, neither Gardner’s confirmation nor
consecration is recorded in the Canterbury
Register. A careful consideration of this evi-
dence will probably lead to the conclusion that
there can be no doubt whatever as to Barlow’s
valid consecration. If, however, for purposes
of argument, we choose to allow this to remain
an open question, it remains certain that Abp.
Parker at his consecration received imposition
of hands from at least three Bps. who had them-
selves been validly consecrated, and that each
of these recited over him the formula of con-
secration. As we have said, the present Bps.
of the English Ch. trace their succession through
Abp. Parker, and consequently in this respect
it may be safely asserted that the English Ch.
has maintained a valid succession in accordance
with the demands of the Universal Church.

It must, however, be added that, since the con-
secration of Abp. Parker, two other lines of suc-
4 Oth cession have been introduced into the
Li :’1 English Episcopate. In 1617, George
Monteigne, Bp. of London, was con-
secrated by Abbot, Abp. of Canterbury,
assisted, among other Bps., by Mark Antonio de
Dominis, Abp. of Spalato. Monteigne assisted at
the consecration of both Abp. Laud, and Williams,
Abp. of York. Of the eight Bps. surviving at the
Restoration in 1660, six had received consecration
from Laud, one from Juxon who had himself been
consecrated by Laud, and one from Williams. Thus
all the Bps. of the English Ch. can trace an Italian
line of succession through Mark Antonio de Dominis.
Theophilus Field, Bp. of Llandaff, also assisted at
the consecration of Laud and Williams. Field
had been consecrated by Abp. Abbot, assisted among
others by George, Bp. of Derry, and thus introduced
the Irish line of succession. Thus three lines, the
English, Italian and Irish, meet in the succession of
the English Episcopate, a threefold cord which
cannot easily be broken.
(II) We have now to consider the second
question, viz.,, how far the Ordinal of the
English Ch. will be found to comply

litteT:u ¢ With the requirements of a valid
Orders,  Ofdination to the Orders of Bp.,

Priest, and Deacon. For this pur-
pose we shall confine our attention chiefly to
the Ordinal of 1552, which, with one modifi-
cation, was restored under Elizabeth in 1550.
It would, indeed, appear impossible to doubt
the sufficiency of the formjemployed since 1662.
If, therefore, the argument holds good for the
form used in 1552, it will @ fortiori apply to
the later form. If, however, that of 1§52 is
insufficient, it must be admitted that the alter-
ations made in the later Ordinal could not be
used as an argument in favour of the validity
of Anglican Orders. It is usual, in considering
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any sacrament or sacramental rite, to distinguish
between the matter and the form employed in
its administration. It is now very generally
agreed by theologians that the matter of Holy
Orders is the imposition of hands. This view
is, however, contrary to that which was held in
the West in the later Middle Ages, when it was
considered that the matter consisted of the
ceremony of the Porrection of the Instruments.
‘Thus Pope Eugenius IV, in his decree addressed
to the Armenians at the Council of Florence in
1439, writes as follows :(—** Sextum sacvamentum
est ordinis, cutus materia est illud pey cuius tra-
ditionem confertur ordo : sicut presbyteratus tra-
ditur per calicis cum vino et patenae cum pane
porvectionem ; diaconatus vevo pev libri evan-
geliorum dationem.”” But it was impossible to
maintain this view for any length of time, and
it was sufficiently refuted by Morinus and Pope
Benedict XIV. As a matter of fact, the cere-
mony of Porrection of the Instruments was not
introduced into the Roman rite itself until
the 1oth cent.; it was of Gallican origin,
and appears to have been used from the 6th
cent. onwards at ordinations to the Minor
Orders in Gallican countries (for particulars,
see ORDINAL and INSTRUMENTS). On the other
hand, imposition of hands is the only ordination
ceremony mentioned in the NT and the early
Fathers, and it has been universally employed
in the Christian Church.? It will therefore be
seen that the English Ch. uses the necessary
maiter in conferring Orders.

The form of ordination consists of suitable
prayer, and should accompany the matter, or
be separated from it at most by a
very brief interval. It has been
contended that the form employed
in the Ch. of Eng. is insufficient.
One objection is that the form ought to contain
explicit mention of the office conferred, and that,
since the English Ordinals of 1550 and 1552 did
not contain in the formula which is used with
imposition of hands at the ordination of Bps.
and Priests an explicit mention of the office
conferred, the rites were invalid. It must,
however, be remembered that the Prs. used at
an earlier point did contain explicit reference to
the office which was to be conferred, and there-
fore of themselves defined the intention of the
above formula. Thus, at the close of the Lit.,
a Pr. was used in which the words occur, ‘* Mer-
cifully behold these thy servants now called to
the office of Priesthood,” ‘ Mercifully behold
this thy servant now called to the work and
ministry of a Bishop.” It is significant to
observe in this connection that, when in 1662
the words, *‘ for the office and work of a priest,
etc.,”’” were inserted in the formula used at the
imposition of handsin the Ordering of Priests, the
position of the Pr. just referred to was changed ;
it was no longer placed at the end of the
Lit., but was appointed as a special Coll. for
the Communion Office. It is not, however, neces-
sary to press this point, for two reasons. (1)

1 See ORDINAL, § 13. ’

8. The
Form of
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were afterwards embodied in the Brev., as these
services were monastic in origin. Justin Martyr,
1 Apol. 67, speaks of the Sunday Liturgy, at the
beginning of which ‘‘the memoirs of the Apostles
or the writings of the Prophets are read as long as
time allows.” Tertullian, de Anima g, speaks of
the reading of Scripture and singing of Pss., and, in
Apol. 39, of the reading of Scripture in the ordinary
worship ; in de Prescript. Heret. 36, he mentions the
reading of the Epistles; and in other passages
appears to allude to lessons from the Prophets and
Gospels.  Origen has many allusions to the reading
of both OT and NT books in the services. Cyprian,
Eps. 38 (33) 2 and 39 (34) 4, 5, alludes to the Gospel
as read by a lector from the pulpit. Augustine and
Chrysostom frequently allude to lessons from the
Prophets, Epistles and Gospels.

The adaptation of these lessons to the days and
seasons of the ecclesiastical year could not be earlier

than the rise of the ecclesiastical year

Lcyh:l:? itself, which dates in the main from

the 4th cent., bef. which period little
more was recognised than the festival of Easter, with
the Paschal fast preceding it and the fifty days of
Eastertide following it, and perhaps some period of
preparation for Bapt.; also the festival of the
Epiphany. It seems pretty clear from the writings
of Chrysostom, Ambrose, Augustine and the Pere-
grinatio Etheriae ( = Silviae) that by the end of the
4th cent. the special lessons assigned to the principal
holy-days and seasons had already acquired the
sanction of tradition and use; but it is equally clear
that (in the West and probably also in the East)
there was still a great deal of liberty as to the choice
of lessons for the rest of the year when no great
holy-day required a special selection. Even bef.
the 4th cent. it had apparently become customary
to read certain books during the fast bef. Easter,
and it is possible that the still-remaining series of
lessons bef. Easter intended for the instruction of
catechumens may be substantially earlier than the
cycle of the (strictly) ecclesiastical year, viz., Genesis
(or the Law), Proverbs (or Sapiential Books)—and
(in the West) St. John’s Gospel. Besides these
books, in Eastertide Acts was almost universally read,
and in the West (except at Rome) Revelation—it
being hardly read at all in the East.

The Passion from Matt. appears to have been
universally read on Good Friday—except at Rome ;
and the Resurrection from Matt. to have been every-
where the original Easter Gospel. The selection of
lessons for ordinary Sundays was the latest portion
of the lesson-cycle.

Aft. the lessons came the Sermon, and aft. that
the dismissal of the catechumens and penitents, this

5 dismissal being made the occasion of
of Amo Sarvice, 40 intercession for them. (At Rome
. alone the catechumens were dismissed
before the Gospel.) These dismissals ended in
strictness the Missa Catechumenorum or AC. Service ;
but in the Middle Ages, aft. there had ceased to be
any catechumens to dismiss, when the Missa
Fidelium did not follow entire, portions of it were
nevertheless included—omitting of course all that
related to the consecration; and this service was
called Missa Sicca (or by the Carthusians, who still
practise it, Nudum Offictum), of which service our
AC. Service is the exact equivalent.
As this service consisted originally of little more
than lessons and a sermon, it was not said at the
altar. Even the Coll. bef. the lessons
8. Ceremonial. in the Roman Mass (which was really
the completion of the Lit.) was not
originally said by the pontiff at the altar, but at his
throne. The lessons (and the Ps., which was sung
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by a soloist and counted among the lessons) were
read by the readers in the place provided for them,
t.e. the pulpit or ambon;! and the sermon was
greached by the bishop not from the pulpit but

om his throne. The deacon’s announcements and
dismissal of catechumens and penitents were also
pronounced from the pulpit, the rest of the clergy
occupying their wusual seats or positions. (See
INcENSE, LIGHTS.)

At the Reformation a return was made to this
primitive custom. In the Injunctions of Edward VI
(1547) it was ordered that “ In the time of High-Mass
. . - he that saith or singeth the same shall read
or cause to be read the Epistle and Gospel of that
Mass in English and not in Latin, in the Pulpit or
in such convenient place as the people may hear the
same,” and there is abundant evidence to show that
this custom was put in practice and continued under
the PB’s both of Edward VI and Elizabeth. (The
alternative * convenient place” was evidently
intended only to cover cases like college chapels and
cathedral choirs, where there was no pulpit.) This
direction applied also to the chapter of OT and NT
at MP and EP; that it was a conscious and
deliberate reversion to primitive custom is shown
by the draft of Cranmer’s original suggestions for the
reform of Divine Service; where we find “Et
legendas sive lectiones non intra cancellos ut hodie,
sed foris a suggestu ut apud veteres fieri consuerit
censemus recitandas ”’ (see Gasquet and Bishop’s
Edward VI and the Bk. of CP, p. 375). This direction
has never been superseded by any subsequent
direction, nor is any other place for reading the
Epistle and Gospel or the lessons at MP and EP
recognised in the rubrics or official documents of the
Church of England. (See PurpriT, LECTERN, AMBO.)

That the Epistle may be read by the parish clerk;
and has been so read by continuous custom in the
Church of England, is shown in C. Atchley’s The
Right of the Parish Clerk to Read the Epistie (Alcuin
Club Publicns.) and in Dr. J. Wickham Legg’s
Clerk’s Book of 1549 (HBS).

On subject of AC. Service generally, see Dr. J.
Wickham Legg's Three Chapters wn  Liturgical
" Irgesmrchf (Ch. Hist. Soc., S.P.C.K.).

e 40 or information with regard to
Bibliograph¥. . ;cient Lectionaries, see DCA, art.
Lectionary, which gives a good account of the
Byzantine Epistles and Gospels, the Lenten lessons
from Gen. and Prov. not included; paper by De
Lagarde in Abhandlungen d. historisch-philologischen
Classe, Gottingen, for Coptic Lectionaries ; Wright’s
Catalogue to Syriac MSS. in B. Museum and Forshall's
do., for Syriac do.; Maclean’s East Syrian Offices
(Appx.), for Nestorian do.; Mozarabic Missal and
Brev., also G. Morin’s Liber Comscus, for Mozarabic
do. ; Mabillon’s De Liturgia Gallic., for Gallican do. ;
Auctarium Solesmense, vol. i, and Magistretti’s
Manuale Ambrossanum, for Ambrosian do.; Ranke’s
Ksrchliche Pericopen-system, and Thomasii, Opera,
for Roman do.—HI. W. C. BisHoPr.

ANTEPENDIUM.—The vesture which hangs in
front of the holy table—the altar cloth: the word
is sometimes inaccurately used of the Frontlet, or
narrow strip of fringed material, which hangs from
the front edge of the altar, and hides the top of the
altar frontal.—R3. STALEY.

ANTHEM.—Etym. merely an Englishing of
the Lat. antiphona (ANTIPHON) ; but in current
English it designates a piece of sacred vocal

1 The people stood originally for all the lessons ; afterwards
for the Gospel only, See Cyprian, Ep. 39 (34) 5, and Eusebius,
Martyr. Palest. 13 8.
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music performed in the course of Divine service,
but not forming part of the liturgical office itself.
This use of the word is, however, quite modern.
Bef. the Reformation free use was made of
such pieces of vocal music, but they were called
Motets. In the PB the word occurs in the
following places. (1) In the Pref., ** Concerning
the Service,” etc., where anthems are grouped
with responds, etc., as among the things cut off
in order to simplify the service. Here the word
is clearly the equivalent of antiphon. (2) In the
rubric bef. Venite (introduced in 1662)—
‘“ Except on Easter Day, upon which another
A.is appointed.” Here the word = ‘‘ Canticle.”
N.B.—In the rubric on Easter Day the word is
used in the plural, and in 1549 these texts of
Scripture were actually antiphons, to be sung
‘“ afore Matins.”” It wasin 1552 that they were
put in the place of Venife, and in 1662 the Gloria
Patyi was added. This use of a series of texts to
form a Canticle no doubt suggested the similar
compositions in the old Accession Service, and in
the other State services now suppressed. (3) In
the rubric aft. the 3rd Coll. at MP and EP:
‘“In quires and places where they sing, here
followeth the A.” This rubric was first inserted
in 1662, at which date it may be assumed that
the word *‘ A.”” had acquired its present meaning.
—Q2. A. M. Y. BAvyLAY.

ANTHEMS.—The present article is intended
to cover both Anthems and Services(i.e., musical
settings to the Canticles and Com-
. munion Office). The Anthem was a
Introdustory. normal element of the old Latin
services in the greater churches, and at the
Reformation directions were early given (see
below)} for substituting English words. More-
over, the absence of Hymns in the English
PB at this time, together with the disappearance
of the Antiphons to the Psalms and Canticles,
roused a strong feeling of need for music, which
was met by the provision contained in the
49th Injn. of 1559 to the effect that in certain
churches, music, in the form of a Hymn or
Anthem, be permitted at the beginning or end
of MEP. England during this period certainly
claimed to be a musical country, for Henry VIII
was a composer, and Queen Elizabeth used her
practical influence to maintain music in the Ch.
Service. Excepting during the Great Rebel-
lion when Organs and Ch. Music Books were the
objects of wilful destruction, the Anthem has ever
since held a place in the Choral Service, and from
the time of the Reformation all the eminent
musicians of this country have contributed to
the wonderful and varied store of Ch. Music now

in our possession. [Cp. DECH on Musicians.]
The growth of the Anthem may be divided into 4

periods.

9 . xsi:i ffri%&l _(1.520-1615). Here zge

4 OUI e usiclans who ma us’
Periods. 1,0 'termed the founders of yEfllglisK
Church Music :—Redford, Tye, Tallis, Byrd and
Gibbons. The Anthems of these famous men were
in all probability accompanied by a small portable
Organ, together with some stringed instruments
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which played in unison with the voices, and were
in each case ‘“ Full.” We look to Cathedrals to set
the example of preserving these compositions, and
thus preventing them falling into oblivion, for they
are far more suitable to the Cathedral Service than
to the average parish church.

2nd Period  (1650-1720). Pelham Humphrey,
Wise, Blow, Henry Purcell, Croft, Weldon, Jeremiah
Clarke. The A. in this Period undergo a great
change, chiefly owing to the introduction of Solos
and Verses, due to the influence of Henry Purcell,
whose writings will ever remain amongst the most
treasured of all Ch. Music. The free accompani-
ments and daring harmonies used by these masters
paved the way for what was to follow.

srd Period (1720-1845). Greene, Boyce, Hayes,
Battishill, Attwood, Walmisley, Goss, Smart, Wesley,
Elvey. Little difference at the commencement of
this period is to be noticed in the way of absolute
novelty, but Solo and Verse Anthems grow in favour,
The influence of Handel is conspicuous in the later
Anthems of this Period.

4th  Period (the Modern Anthem). Ouseley,
Garrett, Barnby, Stainer, Sullivan, Martin, Stanford,
etc., etc. The A. of this period are so well known
and so extensively used that little need be said.
Perhaps the elaborate, and, in many cases, the entirely
independent accompaniments constitute the most
noticeable feature of these compositions. These
A. are a delight to the qualified organist of the pre-
sent day, for, if he be the fortunate possessor of one
of the many excellent organs now to be found almost
everywhere, it is quite natural that he should select
these Anthems in preference to those in which he has
nothing more to do than to accompany the voices,
note for note, though this fact does not afford him
any excuse for shunning the A. of the old Masters
which will always hold their own.

A few remarks, dealing with the selection
of suitable A. for Church Service, together
with a classification of the same,

Practical, DAY, it is hoped, be found helpful.

* (1) The capabilities of the Choir
should first be studied. Nothing is more dis-
tressing for a congregation than having to listen
to a Choir manfully struggling through long
and difficult A., which in reality are far too
advanced. Such A. as these should be left
entirely to the most efficient and highly trained
Choirs, for in these days members of congre-
gations are only too prone to find an excuse for
looking upon A. as merely a ‘“ Performance by
the Choir,”” and bad or indifferent singing will
tend to furnish this excuse more than anything
else. On the other hand, carefully selected
A., well within the capabilities of the Choir,
devoutly and adequately rendered, are a great
addition to the Ch. Service; and there should
be no difficulty in fulfilling the purpose of Queen
Elizabeth’s Injunction, namely, ‘' that the
sentence of the Hymn may be understanded
and perceived.”

(2) The words should be suitable to the
particular Sunday or Ch. Festival, and should in
every case be provided for the congregation.
If Church funds cannot run to the purchase of
Anthem Books or separate printing, then A.
should be chosen with words taken from the Pss.
or Hymns, to which the congregation can readily
turn.
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‘" crystallisation of floating formulae” in use
in the Church (Harnack).

(1) I believe in God (the) Father Almighty.
It is possible that ‘‘ Father ” (Pafrem) was not

. found in the earliest form of R.
& m‘&"” I Marcellus and Tert. appear to omit
it, but it stood in the Creed known
to Novatian and Cyprian. Probably therefore
it was in symbolical use before the end of the
2nd cent. It seems likely (as Harnack thinks)
that in the 2nd cent. the Fatherhood was
understood chiefly of the paternal re¢lation of
God to the creation (¢.e., Father of the universe).
The personal Fatherhood (i.e., in relation to the
Son and to members of the Church) was, how-
ever, also recognised, though it was natural that
the cosmic Fatherhood should have been
specially emphasised in opposition to the
Gnostic doctrine of creation by the Demiurge
or inferior deity. Almighty (omunipotens) 1is
rayrokpdrwp, NOt wavrodivapos, the All-Ruler rather
than the Almighty (Swete, Ap. Cr., p. 21;
the distinction is very fully dealt with by
Westcott, Historic Faith, note V).

(2) And tn Christ Jesus (note the order) His
only Som ouy Lovd. ‘* Only”’ (unicum, for which
unigenitum is sometimes substituted) represents
7oy povoyeri— ‘ only-begotten ”’ (as in English
Bapt. Creed). This term refers clearly to a
pre-existent sonship and not, as Harnack
thinks, to a sonship by adoption predicated
merely of His Incarnate life (Swete, p.
26).

(3) Who was born of the Holy Spirit and the
Virgin Mary. This clause belongs in substance
to the earliest form of R. The belief itself is
found (outside NT) in Ignatius (Epk. 19), Justin
(Apol. 1 21, Dial. 43).

(4) And in the Holy Ghost. It is noteworthy
that, while in the arts. on the Fatherand the Son
the name is followed by a further definition, the
art. on the Holy Spirit does not go beyond the
bare mention of the name. (On this point cp. the
art. in the Constantinopolitan Creed.) The
doctrine of the Holy Ghost was not elaborated
in the Church till after the heresy of Macedonius
(c. 380). Against Harnack’s view that the Holy
Ghost is to be interpreted in the Creed not as a
Person, but as an impersonal gift, see Gibson,
op. cit., pp. 87 fi.

(s) The Resurrvection of the Flesh. In its
allusions to the general resurrection, NT clearly
favours the phrase, ‘* resurrection of the dead ™
(&vdaracis vexpav), cp. 1 Cor. 15. Inthe contest
with Docetism the idea of a physical resurrection
was emphasised (cp. Ign., Smyrn. 3), and the
more definite phrase forced on the Church.
The creed of Aquileia went farther and prefixed
huius to carnis—probably a relic of some
sharper struggle with Gnosticism. ‘‘ The resurr.
of the dead ” is the wording of the E. creeds
(““ gaprds is absent from all known revised E.
Creeds,” Hort, Two Dissertations, p. 91). The
difference represents a characteristic divergence
of E. and W. thought. The Eng. PB trans-
lation of the Cieed in the Daily Officessubstitutes
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the more Biblical term ‘‘ body' (for the
significance of this vide Swete, op. cit., p. 97).

Our present AC. (T.) is a recension of R.

It contains a number of new clauses: Maker

. . of heaven and earth, conceived,
. %‘?n%e‘)“d suffered, dead, He descended into
" hell, God ({the Father) almighty,
catholic, the communion of saints, the life ever-
lasting. 1In its present complete form T. meets
us first in Priminius (¢. 750). But we shall
find that the added clauses taken singly are of
very much earlier date.

(@) Where was this Recension made ? Opinion
is still divided on this point. Dr. Sanday
(JTS 89) thinks we may most reasonably
“* connect the origin of T. with some such literary
centre as the great school of Lerinum in Gaul,
throughout all the first half of the s5th cent.
the most active focus of learning in the W.”
T. would therefore be not Roman but Gallican
in its origin. Kattenbusch inclines to the
Church of Burgundy (Vienne or Lyons) as the
place of origin. Burn (Introd. to the Creeds,
p. 230) thinks Rome the more likely place.
This fuller Creed (which was regarded not as
a new Creed but as an expansion of R.) gradually
superseded R., mainly through the influence
of Charlemagne in the 8th cent. (for the work
of the Celtic missionaries in disseminating T.
see Barns, JTS 7 so1 ft.). T. reached England
¢. 850,

(b) The Added Clauses. Several of the new
arts. in T. were added simply in a catechetical
interest : conceived, suffeved, dead, God . . .
Almighty, the life evevlasting. The others will
be dealt with singly.

(1) Maker of heaven and earth. This clause is.
found in the recently discovered Apol. of
Aristides (c. 120). It was probably at first
directed against the Gnostic doctrine of creation.
It is difficult however to see why it should have
been added in later days to the Creed of the W.
Church when Gnosticism was no longer a danger.
Possibly it was added to make the Baptismal
Creed conform more closely to the Nicene
(Gibson, op. cit., p. 62).

(2) He descended into hell. The first Baptismal
Creed known to contain this clause is that of
Aquileia (commented on by Rufinus¢. 400), but we
find it earlier in the conciliar Creeds of Sirmium
(359), Nice (359), and Constantinople (360), and in
the Fides Hievonymsi (? ¢. 377), and the idea had
been presented in Christian tradition from the
earliest times (e.g., Ignatius, Magn. g9). Swete
(op. cit., p.61) thinks that in the Creed of Aquileia
the clause must be much older than the time of
Rufinus, and was probably adopted about the
end of the 2nd cent. to guard against a Docetic
view of Christ’s humanity. Sanday thinks it
arose simply out of a natural desire to complete
the thought of burial (JTS 3 o). This is.
also Harnack’s view (4p. Creed, ET., p. 87).

This clause, while emphasising the obvious fact
that Christ fulfilled all the conditions of death, may
have had reference to 1 Pet. 3 19 concerning the
preaching to the spirits in prison. Swete (p. 58),
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however, doubts this allusion. The clause was
probably of E. origin. (For influence of E. Creeds
on those of the W. by way of the Danube see Barns,
JT'S 7 sox fi.) The American Liturgy prefaces the
AC, with this rubric: ‘“And any churches may,
instead of the words, ‘ He descended into hell,’ use
the words, ‘He went into the place of departed
spirits.” ”* This liberty however is said to be seldom
taken. [Cp. Art. 3, 'text, note, under ARTS OF
REeLIGION, § 7.]

(3) Catholic. This term (which is not found
in NT) dates back to sub-apostolic days (Ign.,
Smyrn. 8). When adopted in Gaul as part
of the revised Creed it was probably an importa-
tion from the E., where its use was very general.
Its meaning (as Harnack points out) probably
underwent a gradual change. By an inevitable
development (in the face of heresy and schism)
the word acquired the secondary meaning of
““ orthodox " in addition to its original sense of
‘“universal.”” The term became exclusive as
well as inclusive (Swete, p. 80).

(4) The communion of saints. Recent
research has modified the old view that this
article was not found anywhere until the sth
cent., and that it was to be met with only in the
W. Creed. Now it seems certain that it is much
earlier. It is also probable that it came origin-
ally from the E. It is found in the Creed of
Niceta of Remesiana which belongs to the 4th
cent. and may perhaps be dated ¢. 375 (vide
Burn, Niceta of Remesiana, 190s5). It is also
contained in the recently discovered Fides
Hievonymi, c. 377 (vide Dom Morin, Sanctorum
Communionem, Macon, 1904).

There is some difference of opinion as to the
meaning of the clanse. (a) The genitive in
sanctorum communionem (bylwy kowwviay) may
be neuter, “ participation in the holy things,”
i.e., the Sacrament; this view has recently been
revived by Zahn, and partly favoured by
Kattenbusch. (8) The traditional interpretation
is ““ holy persons,” and the clause is taken as
explanatory of sanctam ecclesiam.

Again, the exact meaning of “ saints’’ is not
easy to determine. (a) Harnack, connecting
the introduction of the words into the Creed with
the growing cultus of the saints (especially in
Gaul, as witnessed, e.g., in Faustus of Riez
who died ¢. 492), takes the clause to mean
‘“ communion with the martyrs and the chosen
saints.”” (8) The traditional interpretation
applies the word in the wider sense to the union
of the faithful, living and departed. It is so
explained in Niceta (De symb. 10). This view
is the accepted one in England, and is found
in the Sarum ordo ad visitandum tnfirmum, in
which the priest is directed to say: * Dearest
brother, dost thou believe . . . in the com-
munion of saints, that is, that all men who live
in charity are partakers of all the gifts of grace
which are dispensed in the Church, and that all
who are in fellowship with the just here in the
life of grace are in fellowship with them in
glory? 7 (Maskell, Mon. vit. 1, p. 76).

There is also doubt as to the reason for the insertion
of the clause. (a)Some (Swete) think it was directed
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against the Donatists ; (B) others (Dom Morin and
Bishop Gibson) believe it was first aimed at the
Novatianists and Montanists ; (y) Harnack holds
that it is due to the rising cultus of the Saints and
is anti-Vigilantian.

The primary use of the AC. was, of course, in
connection with Baptism. As Infant Baptism

spread, it became necessary how-
ﬂ?ngienr‘:’h. ever to teach the Creed after
Baptism, and in course of time the
AC. came to be regarded as one of the essential
things which every Christian, as he grew up,
ought to be taught.” Thus Bede's letter to
Egbert, Abp. of York (a.n. 734), enjoins this
duty and states that the Creed has for this
purpose been translated into English. (The
Council of Clovesho, A.D. 747, and the canons
of Aelfric, ¢. 957, bear similar witness.)

It is in the gth cent. that we first meet the
Creed in the Hour Services. It was first intro-
duced into Prime, subsequently into Compline,
and into the introduction to Mattins. In this
last case it was said privately, while in Prime
and Compline it was said privately up to the
two last clauses which were said aloud. Being
essentially ‘“ the people’s Creed,” it naturally
found a place in the Primer, and was also
known in a metrical form given in the Lay
Folk’s Mass Book (13th cent.).

From the Hour Services it passed into MP
and EP. In the First PB of Edw. VI (1549)
the AC. was introduced into VS, (The Sarum
use had already introduced questions to be
asked of the sick man somewhat on the lines of
the AC.)

The translation of the Creed which we find in the
Catechism and in MP and EP was probably the work
of Cranmer, since it bears a close resemblance to the
Creed set forth in the * King’s Book” of 1543, a
work with which Cranmer was connected.

The translation of the Creed (A) given in the
Baptismal Office and in VS differs in some few points
from that (B) found in MP and EP and Catechism.
A. has ‘‘only-begotten,” B. “only”; B. omits
‘“ {come) again at the end of the world”; A. has
‘“ the resurrection of the flesh,” B. ‘‘ the resurrection
of the body "’ ; A. has “everlasting life after death,”
B. “life everlasting.” There are other minor
differences.

The First PB directed in MP and EP that the
Creed should be said * by the minister ' ; the
Second PB “ by the minister and the people.”
The reciting of the AC. in the public worship of
the Anglican Church is thus a congregational act.

This Creed ““is the only formulary of faith
to which a formal assent is ever asked from the
laity of the Church of England. To the AC.
a definite act of assent is required as a condition
of Baptism. This, too, is the final test proposed,
when the hour of death draws near, that the
sick man remains sound in the faith” (Bp.
Gibson, op. cit., p. 84).

Burn, *An  Introduction to the Creeds (1899).
t The Apostles’ Creed (1906), a brief and convenient
" léan(?ibo&)k t’ 'I(‘i Swetgs The Apos?les;

- YEE ast ed., 1900%), vVes succinc
Bibliography. reply to recent degstruct%re criticism ;
Bp. Gibson, t The Three Creeds (1908), in the Oxford
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Library of Practical Theology, a very lucid account ;
t Westcott, The Historic Faith, short lectures;
t Maclear, An Introduction to the Creeds (many
editions), a concise text-book ; t Callow, A History
of the Creeds (1goo), popular ; McGifiert, The Apostles’
Creed (1902), advanced criticism of tradition ;
* Harnack, art. in the 3rd ed. of Hauck-Herzog,
Realencyclopadie (ET., The Apostles’ Creed, 1901);
t Zahn, The Articles of the Apostles’ Creed (ET., 1899);
Hahn, Bibliothek der Symbole (3rd ed., 1897), gives
valuable collection of material ; Swainson, Nicene
and Apostles’ Creeds ; Heurtley, Harmonia Sym-
bolica; * Caspari, Quellen, and Alte und Neue
Quellen ; * Kattenbusch, Das Apostolische Symbol,
a monumental work (Leipzig, 1900); * Clemen,
Niedergefahren zu den Toten (Giessen, 1900); C. H.
Turner, The History and Use of Creeds and Anathemas
(1906) ; * Wiegand, Das Apostolische Symbol im
Miitelalter (Giessen, 1904); * Maskell, Monumenta
Ritualia, for early Eng. forms of Creed.—uT.
J. SpENCE JOHNSTON.

APOSTOLIC SUCCESSION. — ““ The doc-
trine of Apostolical Succession means that,
according to the institution of
Christ, a ministry ordained in due
form by (Episcopal) succession from
the Apostles, and so from our Lord Himself,
is an integral part of that visible Ch. of Christ
upon earth to which Christian men are to be
joined. It implies, further, that the ministry
so ordained is not a merely external office of
convenience and of outward government, but
involves also the transmission of special gifts
of grace, in order to the carrying on in the Ch.
of the supernatural work of Christ by His
Spirit”” (Haddan. 4S. ¢n the Ch. of Eng., p. 1).
The above represents the older Tractarian view;
a more modern statement is found in Gore, Tke
Ministry of the Christian Ch., p. 70: “ It was
thus intended that there should bein every Ch.,
in each generation, an authoritative stewardship
of the grace and truth which came by Jesus
Christ, and a recognised power to transmit it,
derived from above by apostolic descent. The
men who from time to time were to hold the
various offices included in the Ministry and the
transmitting power necessary for its continuance
might, indeed, fitly be elected by them to whom
they were to minister. In this way the Min-
istry would express the representative principle.
But their authority to minister in whatever
capacity, their qualifying consecration, was
to come from above, in such sense that no
ministerial act could be regarded as valid—
that is, as having the security of the divine
warrant about it—unless it was performed under
the shelter of a commission, received by the
transmission of the original pastoral authority
which had been delegated by Christ Himself
to His Apostles.” And he goes on further to
define his meaning (p. 72): It is a matter of
very great importance. . . . to exalt the prin-
ciple of the Apostolic Sucession above the ques-
tion of the exact form of the ministry. .. .”
And again (p. 73): * No one, of whatever part
of the Church, can maintain that the existence
of what may be called, for lack of a distinctive
term, monepiscopacy is essential to the continuity

Deflnition.
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of the Church.” It will thus be seen that the
later statement lays stress on the idea of succes-
sion only, the older statement emphasises also the
form of the ministry. The doctrine as thus
stated implies certain historical facts and a
dogmatic position based upon these facts. It
will be convenient therefore to treat it under
two headings: (1) the historical basis of AS.,
(2) the doctrinal significance.

I. Tae HisToRICAL Basis
SUCCESSION.

OF APOSTOLIC
By the 4th canon of Nicaea
it is laid down that no fewer than
2. The R"’;‘*l“’fthree Bps. shall take part in the
ConE::csggom. consecration of a Bp., and since
then this has been the rule of the

Church.

So Pelliccia, Eccles. Polity 1. ii. 9 3 (Eng. Trans.,
1883, p. 80): *‘ According to the statutes of ancient
Councils, the consecration of a Bp. ought to be con-
ducted by the Metropolitan, or, if he is unable to take
the service himself, he must issue his mandate of
consecration to all the Bps. of the Province; of
these (all if possible, but if not) three at least must
be present at the consecrations, according to the
most ancient rule of Ch. discipline ; and it was also
the rule in some places to summon the Bps. of the
neighbouring Province. The reason of this was,
that, if there were not so many as three Bps. belong-
ing to the same Province, three of the neighbouring
Province were to be called in to consecrate.” (See
also Corpus Juris Canonict, Decret. 1 65.)

The original intention of this rule was pro-
bably to secure the presence of adequate wit-
nesses representing the whole Ch., but its effect
has been to give almost complete security to the
fact of succession. It has been the generally
received opinion (although some scholastic
divines and controversialists have doubted it)
that each of the Bps. joining in the service is a
consecrator, and therefore joins in giving the
succession ; the result is that the preservation
of the succession is guarded with almost mathe-
matical precision. There is a well-known
attack on the doctrine of AS. by Macaulay in
his Essay on Gladstone on Ch. and State (ex-
tending, apparently, an argument of Chilling-
worth’s) in which he maintains that the chances
against the succession having been maintained
are overwhelming. He points out the danger of
some consecrating bishop having received
no valid baptism, and therefore no Orders,
or the possibility of the chain being broken
by the presence of an impostor. Considering
the carelessness with which Sacraments have been
administered in many periods of Ch. History,
such a contingency is not improbable. But
that would not affect the continuity of suc-
cession, for the chances against any improperly
consecrated  bp. being associated with two
others would be very remote, and the chances
against the bp. thus consecrated who would
have no valid orders being associated with two
others without valid Orders would be so great
as to be almost inconceivable. (See Gore, op.
ctt., pp. 107-9; Gladstone, Ch. Principles, pp.
235, 236; and a paper by Father Puller, SSJE, in
The English Ch. Review 1 11.) The criticism
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implies a purely mechanical view of succes-
sion which is probably seldom held, but even
on that basis it is quite valueless. It may
be safely said that there is no reasonable doubt
as to the historical character of the succession
from the 4th cent. onwards.
It is necessary now to follow the succession
back into Ante-Nicene times. FEusebius, the
great depository of the tradition
3 %hige::te_ of the Ch. in his day, tells us that
Period. it Was part of his purpose to
give the eccles. successions. He
gives lists of Bps. as successors of the Apostles
in Jerusalem, Alexandria, Antioch and Rome,
and we may take it as certain that at the begin-
ning of the 4th cent. the Bps. were regularly
looked upon as the successors of the Apostles.
The evidence is equally clear for the 3rd cent.
Cyprian speaks of the Bps. who succeed the
Apostles by ¢ vicarious ordination ”” (Ep. 66 4:
" Christus dicit ad Apostolos ac per hoc ad
ommnes praepositos qui Apostolis vicavia ovdi-
natione succedunt ). And similar language
is used by Firmilian (Cypr., Ep. 75 16) and by
one of the Bps. at the Council of Carthage,
A.D. 256 (Sent. Episc. 79: ‘' Apostoli quibus
nos  successimus eadem  potestate ecclesiam
Domini gubernantes). Somewhat earlier, Hippo-
lytus tells us how the Apostles had received the
Holy Spirit and transmitted it to those who
rightly believe, and then goeson, ‘ but as being
their successors and as participating in the same
grace, high-priesthood and office of teaching”
(Hippolytus, Refutatio, Proemium). Thereis also
evidence that the custom already prevailed, al-
though it may not have been universal, of re-
quiring the presence of at least three Bps. at a
consecration. When Novatian was consecrated
schismatic Bp. of Rome, the ceremony was, we
are told, performed by three rural Bps., who, it
was alleged, had been made drunk, and did not
know what they were doing (Euseb., HE.
vi, 43 8, o). This proves that in Rome in the
middle of the 3rd cent. three Bps. from other
churches were required for a consecration.
Cyprian also several times states that the
presence of the Bps. of the province is requisite
for a proper consecration (Cypr., Epp. 55 8,
59 11, 67 s).
The evidence of the 2nd cent. requires
more careful examination. From the year
170 and onwards we have a con-

gec’g:g siderable amount of information,
Century. 2nd we may take it that at that

time the Churches were governed
by single Bps., that it was believed that this
form of government had prevailed from the
times of the Apostles, and that ambiguous
passages in the NT were interpreted as implying
it. For instance, Irenzus speaking of St. Paul’s
discourse at Miletus talks of the Bps. and Pres-
byters who came from Ephesus and the adjoining
cities (Conty. Haeres. iii. 14 2). These Bps,
were looked upon as the successors of the
Apostles, and on that depended their authority.
Irenzus speaks of the *‘ successions of the Bps.,
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to whom the Apostles delivered the Ch. in
each separate place” (iv. 33 8). “We can
recount,” he tells us, ‘‘ the number of those
who were appointed by the Apostles as Bps.
in the Churches and their successors to our
own time” (iii. 3 1). ‘“ We must obey them
who are the elders in the Ch., those who, as
we have shewn, have the succession from the
Apostles; who with the succession of the
episcopate have received also the sure gift
of truth (Charisma veritatis) according to
the will of the Father ” (iv. 26 2). The theory
of Irenzus is that in each Ch. there was a
visible series of Bps., going back in the case
of Apostolic Churches to the Apostles them-
selves, and that this open succession is a guar-
antee of the truth of their teaching. The
succession meant also the possession of spirit-
ual gifts. He himself enumerates the suc-
cession of the Bps. at Rome, and refers to
those of the churches of Asia, and we have
evidence then, or shortly afterwards, of simi-
lar lists at Antioch, Alexandria and . Jeru-
salem. This opinion of Irenzus is repeated
with great emphasis by Tertullian, and pre-
vailed generally at the end of the 2nd cent.
We have no direct evidence as to the rule of
consecrations, but Tertullian by his contrast
with the actions of heretics claims that the
consecrations of the Ch. were orderly and regular
(De Praescr. 41).

Earlier than this our evidence is more frag-

mentary. Ignatius gives us no
5 Mhe  information as to the appointment
Paiole  of the Ministry which he exalts

so high.

Great stress has been laid on the fact that
he compares the presbyters with the Apostles:
‘“ the bps. presiding after the likeness of God,
and the prestyters after the likeness of the
council of the Apostles, with the deacons also
who are most dear to me, having been entrusted with
the diaconate of Jesus Christ” (Ad Magn. 6).
Elsewhere the Bp. is given the authority of Christ
(Ad Trall. 2). The idea in the writer’s mind is
apparently the Bp. sitting surrounded by his pres-
byters, as our Lord was surrounded by his Apostles,
and the analogy does not exclude the idea of *‘ suc-
cession” any more than Cyprian’s statement that
the Bp. was the antistes of Christ (Ep. 66 5). At the
same time, although Ignatius exalts the ministry
almost more than any other Christian writer, and
although he probably looked upon their appoint-
ment as part of the ordinances ¢f the Apostles (4d
Trall. 7, cp. Lightfoot ¢ loc.), he is also conscious of
the gulf between his own position and that of an
Apostle (Ad Rom. 4).

The testimony of Clement ~of Rome is
more definite.

In cc. 42, 44 he writes: * The Apostles received
the Gospel for us from the Lord Jesus Christ ; Jesus
Christ was sent forth from God. So then Christ
is from God, and the Apostles are from Christ.
Both therefore came of the will of God in the ap-
pointed order. Having therefore received a charge,
and having been fully assured through the resur-
rection of our Lord Jesus Christ and confirmed in the
word of God with full assurance of the Holy Ghost,
they went forth with the glad tidings that the
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kingdom of God should come. So preaching every-
where in country and town, they appointed their
first fruits, when they had proved them by the
Spirit, to be bps. and deacons unto them that should
believe. . . . And our Apostles knew through our
Lord Jesus Christ that there would be strife over
the name of the bp.’s office. For this cause therefore,
having received complete - foreknowledge, they ap-
pointed the aforesaid persons, and afterwards they
provided a continuance, that if these should fall asleep,
other approved men should succeed to their min-
istration. Those, therefore, who were appointed
by them, or afterward by other men of repute with
the consent of the whole Ch., and have ministered
unblameably to the flock of Christ in lowliness of mind,
peacefully and with all modesty, and for a long time
have borne a good report with all—these men we
consider to be unjustly thrust out from their
ministration. For it will be no light sin for us,
if we thrust out those who have offered the gifts of
the bp.’s office unblameably and holily. Blessed
are those presbyters who have gone before, seeing
that their departure was fruitful and ripe: for they
have no fear lest anyone should remove them from
their appointed place.”

In this passage it is clear that the language
is early, and that, as far as we can judge, the
terms émioromos and mpecBirTepos were applied
to the same persons. But the passage seems
clearly to suggest that it was believed at the
close of the 1st cent. that the existing Ch.
order was established by the Apostles, and that
those who held office did so by commission
direct or indirect from Apostles or other men
of authority.

The statement of Clement is corroborated
by the NT. The Acts of the Apostles tell

us how St. Paul appointed pres-

B.N'l‘he byters in the Churches (Acts 14 23),
Testament, and there is sufficient evidence to

show that the usual government of
the local communities in Apostolic times was
by a body of presbyters, who were also called
émfoxomor or mouéves. We also see how other
men of repute such as Timothy and Titus
(belonging probably to that body of missionaries
called Evangelists) did the same. What we
know of in particular instances we may assume
was the general rule, and this alone will account
for the conditions prevailing in the 2nd cent.
The NT writings also show the importance
ascribed to the laying on of hands, or, as we
should call it, ordination. In three important
instances it is referred to directly, in the case of
the Seven, in the sending forth of Barnabas and
Saul, and in the case of Timothy. We find here
appointment to an office by solemn laying on
of the hands of those in authority with prayer and
fasting, and the belief that thus the gift of the
Holy Ghost for the office or work was con-
ferred. The LAvING oN oF HANDs was in-
herited from Judaism, where it had the author-
ity both of the OT and of Rabbinical usage.
Its establishment at so early a date (as proved by
the NT) accounts for it being the eccles. cus-
tom of a later period.  Without therefore at
present touching in any way on doctrine, the
above facts suggest that the custom of ordina-
tion and the original establishment of the
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Christian Ministry go back to the Apostles, and
that since then there has been a succession of
ministers in the Ch. always appointed by their
predecessors, who had authority so to appoint
them according to the Ch. rules of ordination.

It remains now to consider certain limi-
tations of this statement and certain facts
which are sometimes believed to
be inconsistent with it. (a) There
is no clear proof of the universal
prevalence of the rule of episcopal
ordination, as it was fixed apparently from
the beginning of the 3rd cent. onwards, dur-
ing the 1st or 2nd cent. Up to the time
of Clement the succession may have been
merely through the body of Presbyter-Bps.,
and this may have been continued to a later
date, as for example in the Ch. of Alexandria,
where the evidence possibly implies that the
Bp. was consecrated by the presbyters. (See,
on the Alexandrian ministry, Gore, op. cit.,
who does not, however, accept the statement
of Eutychius, and Wordsworth, Mzinistry of
Grace, 2nd ed., p. 135, who docs.) These facts,
which cannot, however, be considered firmly es-
tablished, are inconsistent with the view of
Apostolic Succession as defined above by Had-
dan, but not with the definition of Gore. (b)
Emphasis has been laid on the special position
of Confessors, 7., those who had remained
faithful under torture or danger of death. There
is no doubt that in many churches they were, as
is natural, treated with great respect, that they
had a seat in Ch. amongst the clergy, and were
looked upon almostas an Order. They claimed

%
Conflicting
Faots.

. also certain spiritual privileges such as that of

readmitting penitents to communion. In
certain Ck. Orders it is definitely stated that
the Confessor shall not be ordained, “ his con-
fession is his ordination,” but the meaning of
this statement varied. Normally, it meant
that he could hold all the privileges of a
Confessor without ordination, in certain cases he
might be a presbyter without further ordination,
in all cases it is stated that he must be ordained
if he is to be a Bishop. There seems to be no evi-
dence that this represents a primitive custom ;
it rather suggests the/rise of a special body of
men who are granted special privileges in-
consistent with the established order. It also
shows that the early Church did not apply its
regulations in a rigid or mechanical way. (¢}
A point is also made of the position of the Pro-
phets in the primitive Church. It is main-
tained that here we have a body of persons who
were clearly not ordained, who owed their posi-
tions to purely personal gifts or xapiouare, and
who exercised all the functions of an ordained
ministry. There is a good deal of assumption
in these statements, and the present writer has
very grave doubts as to their correctness, but
assuming that they are true it may be pointed
out that they have little or no bearing on the
present question. The Prophets, if this theory
be true, owed their position and gifts to the
special gifts of the Spirit which were given at
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the beginning of the Ch., just as the twelve
and St. Paul had received a special appoint-
ment by Christ. They were associated with the
Apostles and the ‘“other men of repute”
to whom the Ch. owes its Orders, and they
ceased to exist as an order when the special
gifts of the Spirit ceased.
So far as the historical facts go, it is reasonably
certain that the officials of the Christian Church
. have from the beginning been
8, Ooncgnon appointed by laying on of the hands
F.':cu. of those who have been them-
selves so appointed. The fact of
historical succession going back to the Apostles
or “ other men of repute’ of the Apostolic time
is probably true. On the other hand, a succession
through a monarchical episcopacy cannot be
held to be proved. The language of Clement
of Rome, while strongly supporting the fact of
succession, is most naturally interpreted of
succession through a body of Presbyter-Bishops.

II. THE DOCTRINAL SIGNIFICANCE OF
APOSTOLIC SUCCESSION.

Anyone reading the somewbat cursory his-
torical survey that we have just given will have
noticed that, although the fact that Bishops are
successors of the Apostles is almost uni-
versally held, the meaning of that fact varies
considerably.

1. It is pointed out by Dr. Hatch (Bampton
Lectures, p. 106) that the word succession

may be used in the ordinary sense

8. Succssion employed by civil historians to
“s,m;'g designate the succession of civil
officers, ‘‘one officer being ap-

pointed in another’s place, as governor succeeded
governor in a Roman province, or as chancellor
succeeds chancellor in our own University.”
He would apply this explanation to the language
of Eusebius, and of Firmilian who speaks of
the ¢ vicaria ordinatio.” There is no doubt
this idea was prominent especially in Irenzus
who contrasts the open succession of the Ch.

with the secret succession of the heretics. |

Officials duly appointed had succeeded one
another openly in the same Ch., and this was a
guarantee of the due succession of true doctrine
and apostolic custom. But it is not possible to
believe that this was all he meant. They are
not only the successors of the Apostles, but
with the succession they have received the
charisma veritatis, and the charismata Domini
are associated with those who have the Church’s
succession from the Apostles. The essential
point which to a certain extent distinguishes
Irenzus from later writers is that what he lays
stress on is the succession in a single Ch., while
at a later date what is emphasised is the
idea of transmission of gifts through a network
(so to speak) of succession.

2. A second idea may be that of commission |

derived ultimately from the Apostles. This
seems to be the idea of Clement of Rome who
considered that the Episcops of Corinth had

been appointed by the Apostles or after their | 9 719, Conc. Paris, 829, 1 37).
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death by *“ others of repute” in the Church.
The idea is often present in modern writings
where stress is laid on the con-
10. Suooession tinuity of an Apostolic ministry,
b8 Apostolic amely, one which owes its com-
mission ultimately to Apostolic
appointment. The same idea may be present
in Cyprian’s phrase “ vicaria ordinatio.”
3. Thirdly, the Bps. may be the successors
of the Apostles, because they have performed the
functions of the Apostles in the Ch.

n.nss Con- since the Apostolic age. This is
tinnity of the normal and accepted meaning
Function.

of the term.

It will be found laid down by Van Espen
i. 16 1. He distinguishes two functions or powers
of Apostles, the one abnormal and miraculous
including the powers given them for their special
work of founding the Ch., the other normal and
necessary for the continuance of the Church. It is to
these last that Bps. have succeeded, they have
idem officium et mandatum, cum eadem potestate
Ministros  eligendi simili  auctoritate  instructos :
idque continuata successione usque ad consummationem
saeculi. This is also the opinion of the Council of
Trent, Sessto xxiii, Cap. iv: Proinde sacrosanctus
synodus declarat, praeter caeleros ecclesiasticos gradus,
episcopos, qui in Apostolorum locum successerunt,
ad hunc hierarchicum ordinem praecipue pertinere,
et positos, sicut idem Apostolus ait, a Spiritu Sancto
super ecclesias Dei ; eosque presbyteris superiores
esse, ac sacramentum confirmationis conferre : min-
istros ecclesiae ordinare, atque alia pleraque peragere
ipsos posse, guarum funclionum potestatem reliqui
inferiorts ordinis nullam habent.

This claim certainly goes back to the time of
Hippolytus, and has been the normal teaching
since that time.

4. Fourthly, this idea is combined with a
further one, that of the transmission of the

Holy Spirit from the Apostles’

Succession time to our own day through the

as Trans- due consecration of Bishops. The

mitting  Apostles gave the Holy Spirit to
the Bps. they ordained, and they

have handed it on in the Church ever since.
It is through Bps. and Bps. only that the Holy
Spirit is given. This is the meaning which is
generally attached to Apostolical Succession
at the present time, and the form in which it
is always attacked by its opponents. But
it is not the meaning which ordinarily attaches
to the term in the authoritative documents of
the Church. There has been so much confusion
that it is somewhat difficult to say how far it has
been held at different periods. With the possible
exception of the passage of Hippolytus quoted
above, it does not seem to be held at all in the
Patristic period, and is inconsistent with the
theory of Orders then prevailing. Hatch quotes
a Council of Paris held in 829 as the earliest
date for the later theory of succession, but
even here we do not find transmission defi-
nitely mentioned, although it may be implied :
the words are ‘‘ Solis Apostolis eorumgue suc-

cessoribus  proprii  officii  tradeve Sanctum
Spiritum ” (Mansi, Concilia 14 3556; Labbe
How far the
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transmission theory prevailed in the Middle |

Ages the present writer is unable to say. At the
Reformation the Council of Trent is, as we have
seen, vague as to the subject of succession .
and nothing is said of fransmission. In Cran-
mer’'s Catechism of 1348, while Apostolic
succession is not explicitly mentioned, Orders
are made wholly to turn on the transmission
of the Holy Ghost from the Apostles onward.
But in the catena of Anglican writers given in
Tracts for the Times, No. 74, while all mention
succession, only once or twice is there any idea
of transmission. It is in Anglican theology of
the nineteenth cent., and even still more in the
opponents of Anglicanism, that the idea of
transmission occupies so prominent a place.

In order to arrive at a sound conclusion it
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will be convenient first to examine the Patristic |

... theory of Orders. A careful and
ls-ﬁr:ot;";tw probably typical example is given
of Orders, 1 the form of consecration in

Apostolical Constitutions 8 5. In
the consecration prayer we have:

*“ Thou who didst appoint the rules of the Church,
by the coming of Thy Christ in the flesh, of which
the Holy Ghost is the witness, by Thy Apostles, and
by us the Bps., who by Thy grace are here present ;
who hast fore-ordained priests from the beginning
for the government of Thy people. . . . Do Thou,
by us, pour down the influence of Thy guiding Spirit
through the medi:tion of Thy Christ, which is com-
mitted to Thy beloved Son; which he bestowed
according to Thy will on the Holy Apostles of Thee
the Eternal God. Grant by Thy name, O God, who
searchest the hearts, that this Thy servant, whom
Thou hast chosen to be a Bp., may feed Thy holy flock,
and discharge the office of an high priest to Thee, and
minister to Thee unblameably night and day ; that
he may appease Thee and gather together the num-
ber of those that shall be saved, and may offer to Thee
the gifts of Thy holy Church. Grant to him, O Lord
Almighty, through Thy Christ, the fellowship of the
Holy Spirit, that so he may have power to remit sins
according to Thy command, to ordain clergy
(8:3dvar  kAfpovs) “according to Thy ordinance,
to loose every bond according to the authority
which Thou hast given unto the Apostles. . . .”

There can be no doubt that the writer would
look upon the Bp. as successor of the Apostles,
and that his idea of the ministry would be
what we call ‘“ high,” but there is no idea
of transmission. The grace of Orders (if we
may use the term) is given by God in answer
to the prayers of the Ch. through the hand of the
Bishops. This is probably the almost universal
teaching of the Patristic period, it was only
in the Middle Ages that the power of the Bps.
was exaggerated.

According to Art. 23, the rule of the Ch. of
Eng. as to Orders is that ““ those we ought to

’ judge lawfully called and sent,

14. Anglican which be chosen and called to

of Orders, this work by men who have

publick authority given unto them
in the Congregation to call and send Ministers
into the Lord’s vineyard.” These words—
apparently ambiguous, really quite explicit—
state that all Ministers should receive their

[Apostolic Succession, 16

commission from those who have authority
to give such commission in the Church. These,
we have seen, are by universal Ch. law
Bishops.

If we combine the Patristic theory of Orders

with the rule of ordination, we shall be able to
put the idea of Apostolic Succession
15. Apostolic into its right place. It is really
Suecessiona 5 deduction from the right theory
a Doctrine. Of Orders, and the mistake has
been to make Orders depend upon

Apostolic Succession and transmission.

The authority to consecrate and ordain,
or to perform all spiritual offices, resides in and
comes from the Ch., to which God gives his
Holy Spirit. From the beginning this work of
the Ch. has been exercised by those who have
received a commission for it, and the rule
of the Ch. has been that that commission
should always be given by those who havereceived
authority from others with a similar com-
mission. The historical fact, therefore, of
Apostolic Succession has resulted from the
rule of the Church being always regularly
carried out. If this be correct, the following
further deductions may be made.

1. The idea of transmission is an addi-
tional and late conception which, instead of
expressing the idea of Succession, has by its
exaggeration of it led to a rigid and mechanical
theory of the Ministry.

2. As the grace of Orders depends upon the
authority of the Ch. and not upon a mechanical
transmission, all objections from supposed irre-
gularities of ordination are beside the point,
and the opinions of churchmen and others
who have maintained that in certain cir-
cumstances a presbyter may ordain are ex-
plained. Ordination depends upon the authority
of the Ch., and not the Ch. on Ordination.

3. The idea of Succession, which results from
the Church’s rule of ordination, is an historical
fact, and not a doctrine. It represents an ex-
ternal connection with the first beginnings of
Christianity of infinite value for the Ch.; and
nothing should be done to break such a con-
nection, as it acts like a link for binding together
the Churches as parts of a living whole.

4. One part of the work of Christian reunion
should be to restore and secure the links of
Succession throughout the whole Christian world ;
but no rigidity or mechanical theory of Orders
need compel us to deny divine grace to those
separated from us.

The principal works on Apostolic Succession in
English are, among older ones:—Apostolical Suc-
16 %ession n vtvheHC(;Lgrch of England,

Biad Arthur W, Haddan, 1869 : among
Bibliography. myore recent ones:—The Ministry of the
Christian Church, by Charles Gore, 1889, and
Orders and Unity, by the same, 1909; Ministerial
Priesthood, by R. C. Moberly, 1897 ; The Ministry
of Grace, by John Wordsworth, 1901. Among
works critical of the doctrine may be mentioned :—
The Organisation of the Early Christian Churches,
Bampton Lectures, by Edwin Hatch, 1880 (cp. the

German edition of the same by A. Harnack, Die

\

|
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Gesellschaftsverfassung der Chyistlichen Kirchen im
Alterthum, 1883) ; The Church and the Ministry in
the Early Centuries, by Thomas M. Lindsay, 1g902.
Amo gst older works the most valuable probably is
Morinus, De Ordinationibus. There is no really good
history of the Christian Ministry, and the different
theories that have been held about it. A catena
of passages from Anglican writers will be found in
Tracts for the Times, No. 74 ; and auseful selection of
early passages on the Ministry has been edited by
Dr. Darwell Stone in Pusey House Papers.—td.
A. C. HEaDLAM.

APPARELS.—Pieces of silk or other rich
material or embroidery attached to the amice and
alb, and to other vestures, for the purpose of orna-
mentation. On the amice the apparel forms the
collar, and on the alb the A. are fastened to the cuffs
of the sleeves and on the skirt front and back. The
‘ white albe plain ™ of the rubric of the PB of 1549
is held by some authorities (Ritr. Law, Table 1 49,
and Case for Incense, p. 124) not to exclude the A.

See H. Ang. 1, Index ; Dearmer, P.H., pp. 156, 157,

and Ornaments of the Ministers, Index.—R3.
V. STALEY.

APPARITOR.—(Lat. apparere, in the sense of
*“ attend upon”.) (1) In classics, an official attendant
on some superior officer, e.g., a “lictor.” (2) An official
(Chaucer, ‘‘sompnour ) of an eccles. court, whose
business was to cite the parties to a suit, to serve
any process of the court, and to execute its sentence.
He was sometimes called “ beadle” or *crier.”
(3) An official (in A.D. 1440 there were at Lincoln
two “app. iurati”) of the Dean of a cathedral,
commissioned to summon to a meeting the members
of the chapter. At the election of a Bp. (1885),
‘““the A. made proclamation in the accustomed
manner.” (4) Sometimes used as equivalent to
VERGER.—A3. J. E. SwaLLow.

APPEAL.—See COURTS ; ARCHBISHOP, § 7.

APSE.—A semicircular or polygonal SAcrA-

riUM. The disposition of this, the traditional
termination of the earliest Christian
1. Name. Churches, is probably derived from

that of the semicircular tribunes
which were attached to the secular basilicas of the
later Roman empire and were used as law courts.

The primitive A. was surrounded with one
or more rows of seats having an elevated bishop’s

THRONE behind the ALTAR, which
2. Position. stood free under a canopy. At
first the A. was commonly at the
West end of the Church, the celebrant facing
eastwards, i.e., towards the people, across the
altar, which was veiled with curtains during the
consecration of the Sacrament. Subsequently
the orientation of churches was reversed, the
EAstwaArD PositioN of the celebrant being
retained, and, later still, the simple A. became,
in Western Europe, a “ chevet ™ encircled with
its procession path and ring of chapels.

The earliest British churches were square-
ended, probably because an A. is not easily
built of rough logs or stones. And,
although many apses were built in
England after the mission of
Augustine and again after the Norman invasion,
the native tradition eventually asserted itself,

3. Usage.

[Archbishop

and thus the normal termination of an English
church is rectangular and not apsidal.—R6.
C. A. NICHOLSON.

ARCHBISHOP.—The Archbishopis mentioned
in the PB in two connections. (i) In the Ordinal,
‘“the Archbishop, or some other
Ill'saﬁ Bishop appointed,” is responsible
for the consecration of a bishop.
(i) In Pref.2, after provision made for the
resolution of ritual doubts by the bishop, it is
added: ““ And if the Bishop of the Diocese be
in doubt, then he may send for the resolution
thereof to the Archbishop.”
The title is one of prerogative, not of order,
an A. being distinguished from an ordinary
. bishop by the possession of certain
% Ar:l:‘bmhops privileges and dignities attaching
Metropolitans. to his see. (See HIERARCHY.)

The term A. is ancient, but was not originally used in
its present sense, nor isit soused inthe Eastern Church.
It first appears in the 4th cent. as a title of respect
indeterminately conferred on the Bishop of the
greatest Churches, as Rome and Alexandria. It is
so used in the Acts of the Council of Chalcedon, as
also in the disputed canons 28-30 of that Council
where it is given also to the Bishop of Constantinople.
It thus appears to correspond to the later title of
PATRIARCH. It afterwards descended, in the Eastern
Church, to the position of a mere honorific title
attaching to certain sees, without any implication
of superior authority, and this use still continues.
In the Western Church it became the customary
style of Metropolitans, and it is so used in the PB.
We have, therefore, to consider the institution of
Metropolitans. The organisation of the greater part
of the Christian Church followed the lines of civil
administration in the Roman Empire, which was
divided, towards the end of the 3rd cent., into Pro-
vinces, each province containing a city known as
the Metropolis, which was the chief seat of govern-
ment. The bishops of the cities within a province
naturally assembled for counsel, and the bishop of
the metropolis as naturally took the lead. In the
African provinces, the senior bishop (known as
episcopus primae sedis) seems to have acted as
Metropolitan, but he was forbidden by the Council
of Hippo in 393 to assume any honorific title (Hefele,
2 399). The 4th, 6th and #th canons of Nicaea
recognised the provincial organisation and the
prerogative of the Metropolitan bishop as actually
existing, and the system was more definitely ordered
by the gth canon of the Council of Antioch in 341.
The functions of an A. or Metropolitan may be traced
from this beginning.

(i) First, in relation to the election and
consecration of bishops. The 4th canon

3 of Nicaea declares that a bishop

3. Arohbishod should be promoted by all the
bishops of the Province; if they

cannot all conveniently assemble, three at
least should meet with the written consent of
the rest, and proceed to election. ‘‘ But,” it is
added, “the confirmation (kopes) of what is
done should be committed to the Metropolitan.”
This seems to imply a further reference to the
Metropolitan after the election, but it may mean
only that his consent was required for a legiti-
mate election, either at the time or afterwards.
The 6th canon provides that no bishop should
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be recognised as such if promoted without the
judgment (yvdun) of the Metropolitan. Nothing
was here said about the election of the Metro-
politan himsel{. The 7th canon of Sardica
(343-4) in the extant Greek text appears to
direct the assembly of bishops of a neighbouring
province for this purpose; but the text is
probably corrupt (Hefele 2 130). With the rise
of the Patriarchal system it became customary
for the Patriarch or ExarcH of one of the greater
Churches to appoint the Metropolitans of the
provinces subject to him. This practice was
recognised by the Council of Chalcedon, which
by its 28th canon assigned to the * Archbishop ”’
ot Constantinople the right in question through-
out certain specified provinces. In Africa, it
appears, from an obscure point in the Donatist
controversy, that the Church of Carthage, which,
in the absence of local Metropolitans, alone had
any special eminence, was provided with a
bishop by the neighbouring bishops, ““ as the
Church of Rome is provided for, not by a
Metropolitan Bishop, but by the neighbouring
Bishop of Ostia ” (Augustine, Brev. Coll. 3 16).
Hitherto we have spoken in general terms
of the process by which a bishop or Metropolitan
was chosen, approved and con-
%m secrated. For the further develop-
ment of Western practice it is
important to discriminate. The Bishop of Rome,
as Patriarch, presided over the promotion of
Metropolitans. It is difficult to discern the
original limits of his patriarchate, if they ever
were definitely settled, because the rapid
extension of his authority in the oth cent.
established a fairly uniform system throughout
Western Christendom. Distance made direct
action impossible; the claims of princes to
control elections could not be set aside, but the
Roman Pontiff was able to insist on the necessity
of his approval for the lawful appointment of a
Metropolitan. The Pairium came to be re-
garded as the instrument of this approval; to
take possession of a Metropolitical see without
the receipt of this badge was considered an act
of intrusion and schism. In England, the case
of Stigand in 1052 was conclusive. In this way
the Popes may be said to have secured the right
of confirming the election of a Metropolitan ; his
consecration, if he was not already bishop, was
usually received from neighbouring bishops at
his own choice. The Metropolitan, or A., thus
appointed, normally confirmed the election of
bishops within his province and provided for
their consecration, the Nicene requirement of
the concurrence of all the comprovincial bishops
having fallen into desuetude. The development
of the Pontifical Canon Law in the Middle Ages
drew this matter also to the immediate cogni-
sance of the Pope, and the process of archiepis-
copal confirmation was practically superseded by
the issue of Bulls of Provision.

The older practice, however, was not forgotten.
During the latter years of the Great Schism the
English Church, like other Churches, refused to
recognise any of the rival Popes, and in 1416

[Archbishop, 6

the Archbishop of Canterbury, fortified by a
Royal Writ issued with the concurrence of
X Parliament, confirmed the election
Si,tﬁthh;h of a Bishop of Norwich and some
others (Rymer 9 337, 450, 539). The
precedent then set was closely followed in 1533,
when the papal authority was renounced ; after
a brief interval, it was revived in 1559, and the
resultant practice still continues. The ELECTION
of a bishop by a chapter is confirmed by the A.
acting in his provincial court and usually by his
VICAR-GENERAL ; he afterwards, with at least
two assistant bishops, consecrates the elect,
either personally or by a bishop delegated. In
the case of bishops elected directly by the Crown,
the process of confirmation is not used, and the
A. proceeds immediately to consecration. An A.
elect is confirmed, and if necessary consecrated,
by another A. with two bishops, or by at least
four bishops of the province.
(ii) The Metropolitan, or the African PRIMATE,
makes an early appearance as president of a
... synod of bishops. The 35th of the
3‘ m&": code known as the Apostolic
" Canons forbids anything of common
interest to be done without his approval. The
oth canon of Antioch adds the correlative that
neither must the Metropolitan act without the
advice of the other bishops. A principal
function of such synods had been defined in the
sth canon of Nicaea, which orders a meeting
twice a year for the purpose of examining and
revising censures pronounced by the several
bishops. The control of a single bishop by the
collective episcopate, which in St. Cyprian’s day
involved much correspondence and mutual
arrangement, was thus organised, and there
grew up in consequence a regular system of
ecclesiastical Appeals. In the 6th cent., as
appears from the legislation of Justinian, appeals
were in some cases carried to the Metropolitan
alone, and he also received at first instance
complaints against a bishop ; but the control of
the Provincial Synod seems to have gone on
concurrently in a rather confusing manner. In
the West appeals from the provinces to the
Pope, whether in person or as presiding in a
Roman Council, became general under a doubt-
ful interpretation of the 6th canon of Sardica;
and after the gth cent. the acceptance of the
Forged Decretals caused a great transfer of
direct control to Rome as at first instance.
During the succeeding centuries the policy of
the Popes led to a multiplication of provinces
and a diminution of the dignity and authority
of Metropolitans, but simultaneously the codi-
fication of the sacred canons into a legal system
(CanonN Law) established their remaining powers
on a basis of regular jurisdiction which still
subsists in England. The determining of appeals
involves the interpretation of law, and a con-
siderable defining power has thus accrued to
Metropolitans and their judicial officers, apart
from the Provincial Synod.
The power of determining ritual doubts,
attributed by Pref.? to the A., rests on this
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foundation. {It was due to the novel conditions of
the 16th cent. Ritual rules appear tohave been
made from the first by each bishop
7A' Ritoal g pjg diocese, and the almost uni-
versal spread of the Liturgies of
Rome and Constantinople throughout the West
and East respectively did not prevent local
variations in points of detail ; but the adoption
of an uniform ritual for the two provinces of the
English Church made it necessary to recognise
a directive authority superior to that of the
bishop. It is uncertain how far this authority
of the A. extends. In 1899 the two As. of
Canterbury and York jointly considered some
points referred to them by bishops, and gave
decisions which were received rather as advisory
than as definitive, the several bishops making
orders in consequence with considerable
diversity.
England has two Metropolitans bearing the
title of A, Ireland once had four, now two.
8. Anglican Scotland, once in the Province of
York, was formed into two separate
Metropolitans. provinces in the 15th cent., but
since the end of the 17th cent. the metropolitan
system has been disused, the bishops of the
country choosing one of themselves to preside,
under the title of Primus, with limited functions.
The Church of the United States of America has
no provincial organisation, the bishops of the
whole country acting together under the pre-
sidency of the senior by consecration. Other
churches founded by mission from England
have been organised in provinces, and most of
their Metropolitans have within the last twenty
years received the title of A., but the dignity
is not in all cases attached to a particular see.

The actual functions of a Metropolitan may |

be summarised thus. He convokes the Provin-
cial Synod and presides over it,

9. Summary. p,¢hing being done therein without

his consent; he confirms and
consecrates bishops elect; he receives in his
court appeals from the courts of the diocesan
bishops; he can in certain cases hear complaints
against a diocesan bishop, and admonish him
accordingly, but it is doubtful whether he can,
apart from the Provincial Synod, proceed to
further censure ; he can grant DISPENSATIONS in
certain matters, including marriage, valid
throughout the province; he can regulate or
supersede the administrative functions of a
bishop in certain matters as provided by
law.

The ensign of an A. or Metropolitan is the Cross-
staff carried erect before him within his own province.
By special privilege, dating from 1350, the As. of
Canterbury and York share this honour in both
provinces. The Pallium, though no longer worn, is
represented with the Cross-staff in the armorial
bearings of Canterbury.

(Bingham, Awntiquities ; Barrow, Treatise on the
Pope’s Supremacy 5 10; Duchesne, Early Hist. of

the Christian Ch., Eng. Tr.; Harnack, The Mission |

and Expansion of Christianity, Eng. Tr.; Hefele,
Hist. of the Christian Councils, Fng. Tr. ; Robertson,
Hist. of the Christtan Ch.)—t2. T. A. LAceYy.

{\Archdeacon

ARCHDEACON.—An A., as the name implies,
was originally the chief of the deacons attached
to the Bp. in what we should now call his Cathe-
dral ch. He is referred to as such by St.
Jerome (Ep. 140, ad Evangel.—PL 22 1194,
Migne), where he says the A. is chosen by the
deacons. In the Statuta Awntigua (commonly
called the 4th Council of Carthage—398) the
A. is spoken of as having the care of the poor
and as assisting the Bp. in the conferring of
Minor Orders. The functions of the A. were
originally to attend upon the Bp. when he cele-
brated the Euch. and to superintend the other
lesser ministers in the conduct of divine scrvice.
Evidence of this will be found in the Ordo
Romanus I (Mabillon). To this was joined the
care of the goods of the ch., including all the
necessary accessories of divine worship; and
also the care of the poor. The legend of St.
Lawrence, A. of Rome, 258, as narrated by St.
Ambrose, St. Maximus and St. Leo, illustrates
these duties. The A. thus, as time went on,
became the Bishop’s right hand and naturally
began to be employed by him in a variety of
ecclesiastical business. We find As. present
with their Bps. even in Ecumenical Councils.
Little by little the power of the As. increased,
until, from being only the servants of the Bps.,
they began to claim independent jurisdiction.
They had their own tribunals and claimed almost
episcopal authority, so that Devotus (Insti-
tutiones Canonicae i. 8 71) says ‘‘ they at length,
instead of mere delegated jurisdiction which left
them absolutely dependent on the Bp., acquired
a proper and ordinary jurisdiction of their own,
and even invaded the rights proper to the Bps.
themselves.”” One result of this was that As.,
instead of remaining in the diaconate, began after
the roth cent. to be advanced always to the
priesthood—see Hincmar’s letters ‘‘ad archi-
diaconos presbyteros.” By the 12th cent.
matters had gone so far that it was found neces-
sary to restrain the excessive claims of the As. ;
evidence of this is to be found in the Decretals.
Alexander III tells the A. of Ely that he has no
right to institute to benefices, and to the Bp.
of Worcester he writes that an A. cannot of
common right promulgate any sentence, he
can only do so by direction of the Bp. Innocent
III and Honorius III insist on other restrictions.
It would seem that the English As. were par-
ticularly ambitious. Lyndwode has occasion
to lay down that they cannot excommunicate:
with the freedom that they seemed to assume.
There is evidence that the Archidiaconate in
the Middle Ages failed indeed to obtain the:
respect that ecclesiastics should by their general
conduct attract to themselves. It became the
practice to appoint very young men to the office,.
who then went chiefly to Bologna to study the
Civil and the Canon Law, and whose lives were-
anything but edifying, giving rise to the famous.
saying of John of Salisbury, ‘“ Can an A. be
saved ? ”’ (See Bp. Stubbs’ Lectures on Mediceval
and Modern Hist. 300 f.) The most effectual

| means by which the excessive claims of the As.
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were curbed was the institution of the office of
VicarR-GENERAL. To this office became attached
those powers which the A. had wrongfully
claimed. Added to this was the development
of the scope of the Bp.’s own Court, which acted
in the direction of restricting the judicial func-
tions of the A. On the Continent this procees
of restriction proceeded to a greater extent
than it did in England. The Council of Trent
took away from As. the cognisance of matri-
monial and criminal causes, and nearly all their
privileges became transferred to the Vicars-
General, so that now the A. is a dignitary and
little else. When the Roman schismatic hier-
archy was established in England in 1850 under
Cardiual Wiseman, the archidiaconate was not
revived.

The A. was originally, as has been said, a
cathedral dignitary, and had no territorial juris-
diction, there being only one in each diocese.
In England during the Saxon period there is no
trace of more than the one attached to each Bp.
But with the re-arrangements that took place
in eccles. matters at the Norman Conquest a
change was made. Thus Remigius, when he
removed the see from Dorchester to Lincoln,
divided his immense diocese, extending from the
Humber to the Thames, into eight archdeacon-
ries. Most other dioceses were similarly divided
by the Norman Bps. into two or more arch-
deaconries. In consequence of this, the A.
acquired a local or territorial jurisdiction.
He had his own Court, his “ official ’ or judge
of the Court, his registrar and apparitor. To
his Court both laity and clergy could be cited
for criminous conduct, and even matrimonial
causes were in time tried in it. From the A.l’s
Court there was an appeal to the Bp.'s Court.
This was recognised by the Statute of Restraint
of Appeals, 24 Henry VIII, c. 12, though at one
time the As. claimed that the appeal should be
to the Court of the Province. The A.’s Court
was full of business up to the 18th cent., and
even later. A recent monograph by S. L.
Ware, (Johns Hopkins University Histovical
Studies, 26 7, 8. Baitimore, 1908) contains a
large collection of such cases in the Elizabethan
period. It would seem, however, from the
Reformatio Legum that it was intended, had that
project of law been adopted, to have abolished
these Courts, as the A. (p. 101, ed. Cardwell)
was forbidden to punish any matter himself,
but was simply to report to the Bp. The
Court still exists, though it has long since ceased
to be used, except for the annual admission of
churchwardens and the receiving of their
presentments. This session of the Court is
called the A.’s Visitation, though that expression
is not strictly accurate. The jurisdiction of the
As. and the Bp.’s Courts is concurrent; that
is to say, a cause might be cited into either one
or the other. Thus the proceedings indicated
in the rubric concerning the repelling of noto-
rious evil livers from communion might be taken
in either Court. [See ORDINARY.]

The powers of an A. are, however, as Van
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Espen points out, regulated by custom and by
the authority of the Bp. rather than by law, and
the Reformatio Legum (p. 200) speaks to similar
effect. Thus it is the duty of an A. to visit
his archdeaconry, but he does so not jure com-
muni, but only by way of ‘simple scrutiny ”
as the Bp.’s delegate.  Such visitation consists
in his visiting each parish, inspecting the fabric
of the ch. and ascertaining that all things
necessary for Divine Service are duly provided,
that the goods of the ch. have not been
wasted, and that the incumbent is duly resident
and in the performance of his duties. That
is his visitation properly so-called. Besides
this, as already said, As. hold what they call
General Visitations; thatis, they cite the church-
wardens of the various parishes to meet them at a
certain ch. within the archdeaconry and send
them a paper of questions to answer, and at the
place appointed admit the new churchwardens
to office. They sometimes also cite the clergy
to appear at such General Visitation, but their
power to do so is, to say the least, exceedingly
doubtful. This citation of the clergy is, in fact,
a mere imitation of the episcopal visitation,
which itself is a remnant of the now disused
Diocesan Synod. In some Dioceses the A.
could, however, cite the clergy to an Archidia-
conal Synod. Practically speaking, the duties
of an A. are now chiefly those of inspection, in
this way enabling the Bp. to have a better
knowledge of the condition of the diocese. To
the A. appertains the duty of inducting an
incumbent into his benefice after he has been
instituted to office by the Bp. A mandate ad-
dressed to the A. for this purpose is issued by the
Bp. in each instance. The A. does not always
perform the function personally, but delegates
it to any beneficed clerk of the diocese. As.
also sometimes appoint SURROGATEs for the
purpose of granting marriage licences. In
addition to this, there are duties he has to perform
in connection with the working of the provisions
of various Statutes relating to the administra-
tion of Ch. property and Ch. affairs. One other
most important duty formerly was the exam-
ination into the fitness of candidates for Holy
Orders and the presentation of them to the
Bp. as provided in the Ordinal. This, however,
is in practice largely, and sometimes entirely,
superseded by the work of the Bishop’s Examin-
ing Chaplains. As. are in all cases appointed
by the Bp.and are by custom styled * Venerable.”
[Cp. Watson in DECH.]—a3. E. G. Woob.

ARCHITECTURE (ENGLISH CHURCH).—
Christian missionaries came to England long
before Christianity became the
established religion of Rome, and
we derive several peculiarities of
our national church A. from Asiatic and Greek
sources, since the British Church, insulated from
the rest of the civilised world after the conquest
of the country by the English, preserved many
old traditions of Church arrangement which had
been discarded by other churches in closer

1. Sources.
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touch with the centralising influence of Rome.
Ireland and Western Britain are the cradle of
this native ecclesiology, from which we derive
our square-ended chancels and the custom of
screening our chancels.

After the mission of Augustine many churches
were built “in the Roman manner,” that is,

with fairly broad spacious interiors,
2 Pr%;‘l;lt?‘rman wide chancel arches, crypts and
' apses. Such are the Saxon
churches at Brixworth and Wing, while the
older British ideals are illustrated at Deerhurst
and Bradford-on-Avon, the latter example
being a small square-ended aisleless church with
rudimentary transepts and a very narrow
chancel arch.

The architectural detail of all these early
buildings, whether planned on British or on
Roman lines, was debased Roman, the only
style then used in Europe, and their workman-
ship is rustic and provincial, with imitation
carpentry in stone as in Earl’s Barton tower,
and heavy turned balusters doing duty as
shafts.

The Norman builders of the 11th and 12th
cents. had evolved from this debased Roman

work a distinct style of A. After

3 ‘;}g‘;‘,“‘“ the Conquest they rebuilt prac-

) tically all our English cathedral
and abbey churches and many of our parish
churches also. Here, as in Normandy, the
larger churches had apses, an innovation which
only lasted till the 13th cent. in England. But
the Normans taught us to build central towers,
a custom we preserved down to the time when
‘Wren built the dome of St. Paul’s. It is curious
to observe that in our parish churches native
traditions reasserted themselves quite early in
the 12th cent., for at Winchfield (Hants.) and
Adel (near Leeds) we have highly finished
Norman churches conceived upon purely
English lines with narrow chancel arches and
square east ends. And after the 13th cent. our
A., both in planning and in detail, had assumed
a purely insular character.

Early Norman A. can best be studied at St. Albans
where the material is plastered brickwork, in the
transepts at Winchester, and in the Tower of London.
These buildings are severely plain, but were probably
once elaborately painted, and some of this decoration
has been preserved at St. Albans.

Stout circular columns, or, as at St. Albans,
rectangular piers, carry square-edged round arches.
Aisles and crypts are vaulted in concrete without
any diagonal ribs, the larger churches have galleries
above the aisles and clerestories carrying flat wooden
ceilings.

In the Tower of London the chapel nave has a
stone tunnel-vault, but this is quite a smnall building.

Twelfth cent. Norman work is of richer character,
the arches are moulded instead of square-edged, the
columns are generally clustered, the walls ornamented
with arcading, the doorways and often the windows
enriched with zigzag mouldings, grotesque carvings
and small columns, the latest Norman ornament,
especially in the case of foliated capitals, being often
of refined execution. Peterborough, Norwich and
Durham Cathedrals, Tewkesbury Abbey, Melbourne
Church, and St. Bartholomew’s, Smithfield, are
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mainly of late Norman work, and Iffley is about
our best specimen of a late Norman village church.

The aisle vaults at Peterborough and Gloucester
have diagonal projecting ribs, and this constitutes

4, Early an innovation upon the old Roman

Vaulting. method of building vaults, but the
Durham masons advanced a step
further in planning a complete system of vaults over
the central avenue of their cathedral with flying
buttresses underneath the timber roofs of<the triforia.
These Durham vaults are of pointed form, the
pointed arch having come into pretty general use
by the middle of the 12th cent. in positions where
great strength was required.

Three groups of buildings illustrate the
transition from Norman to Early Gothic A. in

England : (1) the Cistercian abbeys

Trsahsli'il:lign. of the north, especially Fountains

and Kirkstall; (2) the Benedictine

churches of Glastonbury and Worcester (west

end, 1180), the college of St. Cross Winchester

and Wells Cathedral; (3) Canterbury and

Rochester Quires, and the Presbytery at
Chichester.

The first two groups show the native evolution
of Gothic. Canterbury, the parent building of
the southern group, was rebuilt (1175-1184) by
William of Sens, a Frenchman. The central
part of Wells cathedral may be taken as the best
and completest example of the English Transi-
tion. Built between 1174 and 1191, the church
was cruciform with aisles to all four limbs, and
a square east end with a low procession path
beyond the sacrarium. The capitals are square
or octagonal and carved in a bold and free
manner, the windows are low broad lancets, and,
although the whole church was designed for
vaulting and has flying buttresses under the
triforium roofs like those at Durham, the
construction is very much heavier and simpler
than that of contemporary French churches.
Indeed the English never fully accepted the
French Gothic method of building in which the
walls were regarded as mere panels in a frame-
work of piers, vaults and buttresses. The
English churches, moreover, are longer and
lower in proportion than the French, and,
although far less cleverly constructed and less
imposing internally, they possess the compen-
sating advantages of internal mystery and
beauty of external outline.

The local mannerisms of transitional work are
well marked. Take, for instance, the form of the

main pillars. The Yorkshire examples

Bfl.‘yl;%?l are tall clusters of equal-sized shafts,

* and are built up in coursed masonry.
The Wells piers are also built in courses, but are
short and sturdy, divided into groups of small shafts
arranged in threes.  Similar piers are used at
Llandaff, Lichfield, Abbey Dore, and Christchurch,
Dublin. On the other hand, although in contem-
porary French work the piers generally take the form
of plain round columns or solid clusters built in
courses, and though Canterbury quire is a French
design, we find in this work and in its imitations at
Rochester and Chichester a type of pier in which
detached marble shafts are used round a plain core of
coursed freestone, and this fashion in the 13th cent.
spread over the greater part of England, from
Durham nine altars to the front of Wells.
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Our earljest example of pure Gothic work is |
the quire of Lincoln, built between 1192 and
. 1200.  The building is highly
7'5“‘:"1;‘;‘.’1“ finished and vaulted throughout,
with flying buttresses above the
triforinm roofs, a feature first used in this
country at Canterbury. Marble shafting is
also profusely used in the Lincoln work, which
in this respect recalls the south country tran-
sitional work, although the carvings and mould-
ings differ from anything at Canterbury or in
contemporary French work. The capitals,
instead of being square, are round ; the foliage
consists of stalky conventional scrollwork; the
mouldings are deeply cut and frequently
enriched with dogtooth ornament; the window
arches are sharply pointed.

The Lincoln style was followed in most of the
secular cathedrals of the 13th cent., and also in
the Benedictine abbeys, for exam-
ple in the presbytery of Ely, the
quire of Worcester, and the tran-
sept of York. It is also found in the parish
churches of West Walton (Norfolk), and in a
modified form at Hythe (Kent). A plainer
version of the style, with moulded instead of
carved capitals, was used at Salisbury and
Westminster, while the Cistercian abbeys of
Yorkshire and those of Netley and Tintern are
in a severer manner, with little or no use of
marble shafting.

Many Norman parish churches had their chancels
rebuilt at this period, and these, in spite of later
alterations, often retain their original proportions.
Sometimes, as at Havant, these chancels are vaulted,
but more often they have waggon-shaped wooden
roofs, The parish churches of this date, of which
the best examples are in Northants., generally have
plain round, octagonal, or clustered columns, and
roofs continued in one great slope across nave and
aisles. There is a very complete 13th cent. village
church at South Hayling, which, though badly
restored, retains its original wooden roofs and
porch.

The east ends of our larger 13th cent. churches are
of two types. In the South and West counties they

have low rectangular ambulatories

9. East Ends. and Lady Chapels, as at Salisbury,

Chester and St. Albans. In the
North and Eastern counties high square east ends
are the rule, as at Ely and Southwell. Lincoln
originally had an apse. Westminster, too, is an
exception to the English rule: here the plan, con-
struction and proportions are borrowed from French
work, the detail:, except in the window tracery,
being purely English.

Westminster was begun in 12435, at which
period the Decorated style of Gothic was

coming into general use. This is

8. 13th Cent.
Architecture.

I:m' raht:d characterised by broad mullioned
Style. windows with tracery composed at

first entirely of circles and other
simple geometric figures, afterwards of flowing
forms. The carving now becomes very natural-
istic in treatment and the use of detached marble
shafts is discontinued. Occasionally, buildings
of this period are planned with much fancy and
originality, as the octagonal lantern at Ely
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and the Lady Chapel at Wells.
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Exeter Cathedral, Lincoln Presbytery, York
Nave, and Selby Quire are all 14th cent. work.
True to provincial tradition, Exeter terminates
in low eastern chapels, while the northern quires
have high flat eastern walls. Decorated work is
rich and dignified in effect, although actually
less costly to execute than the Early English
style. Spacious and imposing parish churches
were built in towns like Hull and Beverley, with
light pillars and arches, ample clerestories, and
flat timber roofs. Of ‘‘ Decorated” village
churches, Stone (in Kent), Patrington (near
Hull), Bilton and Dunchurch (near Rugby),
Heckington (Lincs.), and North Mimms (Herts.)
are good examples. The central tower of Lin-
coln, the spires of Salisbury and St. Mary’s,
Oxford, and several other of our best steeples
are of the same period.

After the Black Death the Perpendicular
style, first used at Gloucester, came into general
use in England. In window tra-
ceries, the vertical line became
predominant, and the architectural
detail became simpler of execution
than before, but a rich effect was often produced
by spreading ornament over a whole building.
The eastern part of Gloucester and York Cathe-
drals and of Christchurch Priory and the naves
of Winchester and Canterbury are perhaps our
grandest perpendicular buildings, but the style
is seen at its best in Wykeham's colleges at -
Winchester and Oxford, in the great parish
churches of Somerset and the Norfolk Marshland,
and in domestic buildings.

Provincial peculiarities are well marked in the
Perpendicular period, the Cornish churches, for
instance, forming a very distinct group by themselves
with their parallel coved roofs, unbroken by chancel
arches or clerestories, their rude granite traceries,
and their Celtic wood-carvings. The grand steeples
at Boston, Coventry, Canterbury, Gloucester,
Taunton, and Magdalen College are all of ** Per-
pendicular ”’ style, so are our finest timber roofs,
screens and stall-work, and excellent glass of the
period remains at York, Fairford and elsewhere.

English vaulting developed upon lines of its own
from the very outset. Broadly speaking, our vaults

. are charactérised by the number and

lgvflfl%i“h closeness of their ribs, and by the

general use of a Jongitudinal ridge rib.

These singularities appear in the 13th cent. vaults
at Lincoln, Ely and Westminster.

In the 14th cent. work at Tewkesbury, Wells and
Gloucester, the vaults are a close network of ribs
arranged in intricate patterns with small intervening
panels, and in the later *fan vaults” at King's
College, Henry VII’s Chapel and elsewhere, the ribs
assume a trumpet-shaped form like a palm-tree in
each bay of the building, and sometimes, as at
Windsor and Westminster, are finished with pendants.
Often these so-called fan vaults are not constructed
of ribs supporting panels, but are built in continuous
courses of masonry merely carved on the underside
into panel-like forms.

The royal chapels at Cambridge, Westmin-
ster and Windsor are the latest expressions of
English Gothic A., but the style lingered on in
a modified form until the time of Charles II.
St. Katherine Cree Church, London, and some
of the Oxford and Cambridge chapels illustrate

Perpend‘icnlu
Architecture.
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this Renaissance or semi-Gothic style; but after
the fire of London the influence of Wren
brought Italian A. into general use.
13. ‘Wren is seen at his best in the city
churches, solidly built, hand-
somely furnished, and planned
with the utmost fancy and orig-
inality. Wren’s tradition was carried on
worthily by Hawksmoor and Gibbs, but the
Italian style soon became degenerate in the
Georgian age and was superseded by a bastard
imitation of Greek A., which produced few
churches worthy of note except the destroyed
Hanover Chapel and St. Pancras Church. This
style in its turn gave way before a revival of
Gothic forms, to which we owe many poor
buildings and a few very fine ones, and, barring
some occasional experiments in imitating Byzan-
tine and other exotic forms of A., the vernacular
manner of present day church building is based
upon English Gothic work. [Cp. W.M. Wright
in DECH .]—R6. CHARLES A. NICHOLSON.

ARCHIVES (PAROCHIAL), CARE OF.—Reg-
isters, churchwardens’ accounts, and other parish
papers—the value of these cannot easily be
stated. The older ones are often full of histori-
cal interest, and the legal value of Parochial
Registers earlier than 1837 is incalculable.

Parish Registers were first ordered to be kept in
1538. Royal Injunctions in 1597, and canon 70 in
1604 ordered existing paper registers to be copied
into parchment books. Most of our earliest Register-
books date from this time. The Ordinance of 1644
ordered the Parish Minister to record in a vellum
book the birth-date as well as that of the Bapt. of
each child. From 1653 to 1660 the books were to
be kept by a lay parochial “ Register,” elected at
a public parish meeting. In 1660 the books and duty
of keeping them came back to the clergy, though
sometimes the ‘ Register ” continued to act. The
legal year was made to begin on Jan. 1 instead of
March 25 in 1752. Lord Hardwicke’s Marriage Act
(in force from 25 Mar., 1754) ordered the marriage
entries to follow a prescribed form. Rose’s Act
ordered that from Jan. 1, 1813, separate books (by
King’s Printer) should be used for Bapts. and
Burials, as well as for Marriages. Finally, the
Registration Act (in force from July 1, 1837) ordered
duplicate Marriage Registers, and copies to be sent
quarterly to the Civil Registrar.

A Select Parliamentary Committee in 1833
found that many Registers were in a deplorable
condition. A Treasury Committee reported in
1902 that matters had greatly improved. But
further improvement is still possible. Church-
wardens were originally joined with incumbent
as custodians of Registers. They still are
responsible for their safety during the voidance
of a benefice. But Rose’s Act (sect. 5, still
unrepealed) made the incumbent sole custodian,
and ordered that Registers should ‘“ be by him
safely and securely kept in a dry, well-painted
iron chest . . . constantly kept locked in some
dry, safe and secure place within the usual place
of residence of such rector . ., or in the parish
church.” This involves the use of a fireproof
safeand a"dry room. Registers should be plainly
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marked with the name of their parish. For
want of this precaution many Registers have
been lost. An Inventory of all Parish Records
should be kept securely fastened in the safe,
and revised from time to time. Old Registers
needing re-binding should be entrusted only
to an expert binder; the margins should not
be cut. All Registers ecarlier than 1837 should
be printed, the surest way of preserving their
valuable contents.

Current Registers require legible writing,
good unfading ink, and no blotting paper.

The incumbent must allow searches to be
made of any Register at all reasonable times on
payment of one shilling for a search of one year,
and sixpence for every additional year, and
of two shillings and sixpence for every entry
certified under his hand as a true copy. He
must be present, either personally or by a trust-
worlhy deputy, when search is being made. For
want of this ‘ precaution’” Registers have
sometimes been interpolated, mutilated, or
purloined.—Rs. W. A, WickHAM.

ARTICLES OF RELIGION, THE THIRTY-
NINE.—The Articles of the Church of England
are a 16th cent. document and
1&%&?&" can only be understood aright
when read in the light of con-
temporary history. The 16th cent. was an
age of Confessions or Articles. These arose
out of the necessities of the Reformation.
The movement for reform met with stren-
uous opposition, and in the interests of that
movement it was found expedient to draw up
Confessions, in which were set forth in carefully
balanced language the views of the Reformers
upon the matters, both doctrinal and practical,
which had formed the chief subjects of contro-
versy. These Confessions were put forth in
rapid succession by all the principal Reforming
Bodies, including the Church of England itself,
and were met by a counter-manifesto in the
shape of " the Canons and Decrees” of the
Council of Trent.

The first of these documents was put forth
by the Lutherans in 1530, and is called the
Confession of Augsburg. It is thus called,
because it was presented by the Princes and
States who favoured the new movement to the
Imperial Diet of Augsburg, which had been
summoned by the Emperor Charles V, with the
object of restoring peace and unity to the
Church and the Empire. It was drawn up by
Melancthon and contained twenty-eight Articles,
the first twenty-one being on doctrinal
questions, and the last seven on ecclesiastical
abuses.

The AucsBURG CONFESSION was soon followed
by others put forth by the Lutherans themselves
and by other Christian Bodies. This process
may be set forth in the table on next
age.

The table does not profess to be complete;
various subordinate Confessions are omitted.
The Wiirtemberg Confession was a revised and
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Lutheran. Reformed, Anglican, Roman.

(a) Before Calvin
1530 Augsburg Tetrapolitana
1534 Basiliensis
1536 Helvetica I (Calvin’s “Iustitutes,”| The Ten Articles

1st ed. 1536, enlarged 1539,

final ed. 1559)
1537 “ The Institution of a Christian

Man ™
1538 (Thirteen Articles in MS.)
1539 The Six Articles
1543 “ The necessary Erudition for | (Council of Trent, sat 1545-7,
any Christian man * 1551-3)

1552 Wiirtemberg
1553 (5) After Calvin The Forty-two Articles
1559 Gallicana (Eleven Articles)
1562 Belgica (C. of Trent, 1562-3)
1563 The Thirty-eight Articles
1564 Canons and Decrees of the
. Council of Trent (as finally
. published)
1566 Helvetica II
1571 The Thirty-nine Articies

enlarged edition of the Confession of Augsburg.
It was used by Archbishop Parker in his revision
of the English Articles published in 1563. The
Canons and Decrees of the Council of Trent were
made known from time to time as they were
passed, but were authoritatively set forth as a
whole, in accordance with a Papal Bull, in
1564. (See CALVINISTS, LUTHERANS, RoOMISH
DOCTRINE.)

We have seen that the Thirty-nine Arts. are
not an isolated phenomenon, but are the out-
come of a common need, which
pressed upon all sections of the
Christian Church. But the con-
sideration of the third column of the table given
above brings out a second point of no less
importance, viz.: that these Arts. have behind
them thirty-five years of effort after doctrinal
exposition within the Church of England
itself.

The process begins in the reign of Henry VIIIL.
Between 1532 and 1536 by a series of Acts of
Parliament and of resolutions of Convocation
the authority of the Pope of Rome was * extir~
pated ”’ and that of the King substituted for it.
One of the first acts of the King in the exercise
of his new authority was the issue of (a) The
Ten Articles of 1536. The need of some such
action was felt on all hands. The Lower House
of Convocation drew up a list of errors then
publicly preached under sixty-seven heads.
Thomas Crofhwell assured the Upper House that
‘* the King studieth day and night to set a
quietness in the Church, and he cannot rest until
all such controversies be fully debated and
ended. . . .” ‘' His special desire is to set a
stay for the unlearned people, whose consciences
are in doubt what they may believe.” The
Bishops were at one with the King and with the
Lower House in feeling that something must be
done, but what that something was to be was a
matter not easily settled. As a matter of fact
the Bishops were themselves divided into two
nearly equal parties. One party, led by Abp.

2. Under

Cranmer, was in favour of considerable changes,
both in doctrine and ceremony; the other, led
by Gardiner, Bp. of Winchester, was content
with the repudiation of papal authority and
desired to gono further. On one point, however,
both were agreed, viz,, that the ' pestiferous
errors of the Anabaptists must be condemned
(see ANaBapTISTS). Eventually ten ‘* Articles
to establish Christian quietness and unity
amongst us and to avoid contentious opinions,”
in the composition of which the King had a
hand, were agreed upon and published. Five
were on doctrine (The Rule of Faith, the Sacra-
ments of Baptism, of Penance, and of the Altar,
Justification) ; five on ceremonies (Images,
honouring of Saints, praying to Saints, Rites
generally, Purgatory). These Arts. were tran-
sitional and conservative, condemning the
grosser abuses both on the Roman and on the
Anabaptist side, but retaining much that was
afterwards abandoned. (See for these Arts.
Hardwick’s History of the Articles, App. 1.)

() The Institution of a Christian Man, issued
in the following year (1537), and generally
known as ‘ The Bishops' Book,” consists of an
Exposition of the Creed, the seven Sacraments,
the ten Commandments, the Paternoster, Ave
Maria, Justification and Purgatory. It was
written on the same lines as the Ten Articles,
and it virtually superseded them. Neither of
these documents, however, contributes anything
directly to the language of the Thirty-nine
Articles.

(¢) In 1538 Henry VIII was negotiating an
alliance with ‘‘ the princes of the Augsburg
Confession.”” As the latter laid down the con-
dition that he must approve the doctrine of the
Confession, the King arranged a conference of
Lutheran and Anglican theologians in England.
The Articles of the Augsburg Confession were
taken as a basis and eventually thirteen articles
on doctrine were drawn up, a MS. copy of which
exists at Lambeth Palace. On the reformation
of abuses, however, agreement was less easy,



