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REVISION OF THE COMMON PRAYER. 

T HE work of the Committee on the Prayer Book is 
quite limited in its scope. The reaolntion under which 

it acts is as follows: 
" Resolved, That a Joint Committee, to consist of seven 

Bishops, seven Presbyters, and Seven laymen, be appointed 
to consider and report to the next General Convention, 
whether, in view of the fact that this Church is soon to 
enter upou the second century of its organized existence in 
this country, the changed conditions of the national life do 
not demand certain alterations in the Book of Common 
Prayer, in the direction of litnrgical enrichment and in· 
creased flexibili ty of nse." 

The term "litnrgical enrichment" refers to the estahlished 
forma of public worship of the Church, and the committee 
is to inqnire and report as to the propriety of enriching 
these forma with new materials, and of giving greater flexi· 
bility in the nae of them, whether 80 enriched or not. It 
does not seem to be a fair COllstruction of the resolntion 
that, nnder the head either of enrichment or flexibility, 
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anything can be taken away from anyone of the offices of 
the Prayer Book"" it now is. Tbe Cburcbb"" not entrusted 
to tbe Committee tbe subject of remodeUVng tbe Book or any 
part of it. It. contents, "" it now stands, and b"" stood in the 
American Church since its organization, and in the English 
Church substantially for 1Il0re than three hundred years, are 
not involved in the action of the Committee, but, on th~ 
contrary, the continuity of tbe book is to be maintained 
un broken, and no radical cbange is to be attempted, eitber 
in the doctrine, discipline or worship of tbe Cburcb. The 
Committee is simply to inquire and report as to improve
ments in tbe use of tbe Prayer Book, and as to the possi
bility of making some valuable contributions to its rich pro
visions for public worsbi p and devotion. 

And first, as to ftexibility of use. 
If we can trost to the judgment of Bishops, who may be 

fairly considered representative meu in tbe. Churcb, and to 
the official action of the General ConventlOn, a good deal 
of liberty in the use of the Prayer Book is accorded to 
ministers under the law as it now stands. A committee of 
the House of Bishops, consisting of Bishops Otey, Doane, 
A . potter, Burgess and Williams, to whicb was referred a 
memorial upon this subject, having first consulted with a 
large number of the clergy, in a repolt made to the General 
Convention of 1853, among other things recommended for 
adoption the following resolution: 

"That in the opinion of the Bishops (a) the order of 
Morning Prayer, tbe Litany and the Communion Service, 
being separate offices, may, as in former times, be used 
separately, under tbe advice of the Bishop of the Dio~se. 
(b) Tbat on special occasions, or at extraordinar~ ser.V1ees 
not otberwise provided for, ministers may, at thelf d,scre
tion, use sueb parts of tbe Book of Common Prayer, and 
sucb lesson or lessons, as sball, in their judgment, tend most 
to edification. (0) That the Bishops of the several dioceses 
shll provide such special services as in tbeir judgment shall 
be required by the peculiar spiritual necessities of any clase 
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or portion of tbe population witbin the diocese, provided 
that such services shall not take tbe place of services or 
offices of the Book of Common Prayer in congregations 
capable of its nse." 

Of these resolutions Bishop A. Potter, who edited the 
"Memorial Papers," gave the following explanation: "The 
resolutions respecting the use of the Prayer Book express 
simply the opinion of tbe Bishops as to what, under existing 
laws, is allowable. They do not recommend that snch 
liberty should everywhere be taken; they merely recognize 
the right to take it where there is sufficient occasion, and 
wbere the rigbt is exercised under proper limitations." 

Bishop Burgess, as a Bub-committee to wbom was especially 
referred the subject of liturgical services, reports ill refer
ence to the abridgmen t of the service as proposed, among 
other tbings, as follows: "If it should be doubted whether 
the universal usage which had so long prevailed might not 
have taken away the right to separate these services, which 
nevertheless our Bishops, in 1826, termed a reasonable and 
godly practice, yet now, that it h.. been asserted and carried 
into effect in particular instances, it must be held to be quite 
re-establish cd." In referenee to assemblies that cannot be 
viewed as congregations of our Church, he writes that this 
is a case wbich the compilers of our Prayer Book were not 
called to anticipate. "It bas now become real and frequent, 
and tbe ministers of the Church must often preach the 
Gospel wbere the attempt to perform the entire service of 
an established worship would be incongruous, unsuccessful 
and injurious. It appears tbat such of tbe clergy as bave been 
engaged in missionary labors, at home or in foreign lands, 
have generally felt themselves at liberty to yield, in such 
circumstances, to the law of manifest necessity and propriety, 
and so far to abridge as seemed meet for edification." Tbe 
right to use the Morning Prayer, the Litany and the Com
munion Serviee separately and independently was subse
quently more fully recognized in a joint resolution of the 
General Convention of 1874, which is .. follows: 
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" Resolved, tbe House of Bishops concurring, Tbat it is 
·the sense of tbis Convention tbat notbing in tbe present 
corder of tbe Common Prayer prohibits the separation, wben 
desirable, of tbe Morning Prayer, tbe Litany and the order 
of tbe administration of the Lord's Supper into distinct seI"
vices, which may be used independently of esch otber, and 
either of tbem withont tbe others: provided, that when 
used togetber they be nsed in tbe same order in whicb tbey 
.have commonly been used, and in which they stand in the 
Book of Common Prayer." 
. Tbe report of the five Bishops from which I have quoted, 
and the foregoing resolution of the General Convention, 
both recognize as legal the right of a minister in tbe morn
ing service to use any or either of the three offices referred 
to, separately and independently; and the report also ex
preSiies the opinion that on special occasions, or at extraor
dinaryservicesnot otherwise provided for-that is, on all 0C

casions not contemplated by the Prayer Book as belonging 
to the regular public worship of tbe Church-ministers may, 
at their discretion, use such parts of the book, and such 
lesson or lessons, as shall, in tbeir jndgment, tend most to 
edification. 

Looking further at those clanses of the report that refer 
to cases" where the attempt to perform the cntire service 
of an established worship would be incongruous, unaucce .... 
ful and injurious," the report would seem substantially to 
cover the ground embraced in the proposed amendment of 
the Ratification of the Book of Common Prayer, providing 
for sbortened services, and with a very slight addition as to 
Morning and Evening Praycr on days other than Sunday 
and certain specified days, to answer the s.me purposc. ' 

It is somewhat extraordinary tbat these Bishops, repre
..ntative men as they were of the Chnrch, should, as early 
as.1~53, h~ve taken a position as to the righta and liberty of 
mlDlsters lD the use of the Prayer Book which tbe Gener&! 
Convention is hardly willing to accord to them even now. 

. But it i. to be remembered that a Bishop is brought in con-
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tact with the best thought of hill diocese, and has extraor
dinary mcans of learning the publie sentimentof tbe Churcb 
at large, while, until recently, tbe clergy and laity were 
more nnder theinfluenceof their respective localities ; and this 
may, to some extent, account for the fact that must be admit
ted, that in tbe past a somewhat bolder and more outspoken 
policy of reform bas characterized the action of tbe Bishops, 
and timidity and hesitation tbat of the Honse of Depu ties. 
Tbe means of communication are now such, between all 
parts of a diocese, and between all tbe dioceses, together 
witb the influence of the press, Churcb Congresses, meetings 
of the clergy, committees, etc., as to place thc Bishops, Clergy 
and Laity upon the same footing as to a knowledge of the 
needs and demands of the Church; and the nction of the last 
General Convention shows that the two H onses are very 
much in accord upon sncb subjecta. Had the General Con

. vention of 1853, or any subsequent Convention, by a declara
tory act, recognized the report of the Bishops referred to as 
a fail' statement of the law of the Church as to flexibility in 
the use of the Prayer Book, such action would probably 
have quicted all agitation upon the subject. 

In addition to the liberty in the use of the Prayer Book 
thns recognized by tbe Bishops and the General COllvention, 
tbere is also the prescriptive rigbt to use extemporaneons 
prayer after a sermon or lecture; a rigbt, bowever, that, as 
is beli eved, is seldom exercised in any of our dioceses. 

There is alBo, as tbere should be, an almost unlimited 
range for devotional music, under the absolute control of 
tbe rector. The Bishop of the diocese has also the right, 
for any reason satisfactory to him, to prepare forms of 
prayer for extraordinary occasions, and require tbe use of 
tbem by his clergy_ There has been some discnssion re
cently as to the right of a minister to meet by extempora
neons prayer, or appropriate devotional forms, unexpected 
emergencies tbat are wbolly nnprovided for in onr estab
lished forms of prayer; such, for instance, as tbe assassina
tion of tbe President, or the Chicago fire. This, it will be 



24 25 REVISION OF THB CONNON PRAYII!R. 

observed, is ~Z'Y a matter helMeen the minUter ana 
lIu Bi./wp, to whom the Church has entrusted the duty of 
providing forms of prayer for extraordinary occasions; and 
if, not having time to consult his Bishop, a minister, uuder 
such circumstauces, should adopt such devotional forms or 
exercises as he shall deem most appropriate, and such as he 
shall suppose will meet the approval of his superior, he 
would manifest, in so doing, a higher sense of duty and a 
truer loyalty than by refnsing to act at all, simply for the 
reason · that he could not consult his Bishop, who, having 
full authority in the premises, may always be presumed to 
approve of au honest effort to anticipate his wishes and in
structions. It will thus be seen that, in the jndgment of 
some of our wisest leaders, there is already a wide liberty 
in the use of the Prayer Book, and that its forms may 
-legally and properly be adapted to peculiar circumstances as 
they arise. If in additiou the minister were to have author
ity, when the evening congregation is snbstantially the same 
as in the morning, in order to avoid repetition, to begin the 
evening service with the Lord's Prayer preceded by music, 
at his discretion; and if he were also accorded a much larger 
liberty than at present in making selections from the Psalter, 
all reasonable demand for flexibility of use of the Prayer 
Book wonld scem to be satisfied. 

The action of the General Con vention of 1880 in relation 
to ehortened services was unsatisfactory to a majority of the 
body, but was accepted on the gronnd that it would be 
better, after so long a delay, to adopt the proposed plan of 
relief at once and remedy its defects hereafter, than to 
reject it and postpone to aIi indefinite period the whole sub
ject of shortened services. The House of Deputies, by a 
decisive majority, expressed its judgment that there should 
be in this action no restriction whtever upon the right of a 
minister to use extemporaneous prayer af~r a sermon or 
lectnre, and so amended the proposed enactment, but, in 
deferen?, to the House of Bishops, yielded the point for the 
time being, rather than postpone all action indefinitely. The 
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fact that the Committee on the Prayer Book would neces
sarily have cognizance of the matter, with 1Ull?le ~iJne for 
deliberation and for perfecting the necessary legIslatIOn, was 
not probably, in the haste and confusion ~f the final action, 
properly appreciated; but, at all e:ents, It seeme clear, on 
fnllcr consideration, that the CommIttee ought to be able to 
present a satisfactory solution of th~ pro.blem of shortened 
services without disturbing the RatIficatIOn of 1789, or cur
tailing the rights of the clergy while professing to enlarge 

them. 
By usage, both in England and this country, extempora

neous prayer is deemed admissible after a sermon or .lecture, 
for the purpose of meeting the demands of any speCIal occa
sion or of the sermon or lecture, and such liberty, however 
rarely exercised, should undoubt~dly rem~n . intact. But 
extemporaneous prayer in pubhc worshIp IS not, as a 

. general rule, either iu whole or in part, acceptable to the 
Church. She demands that her worship shall be strictly 
liturgical; thai her prayer shall be comm.on prayer; that 
the congregation shall pray, rather than hsten to a person 
who is praying; and that the Church shall not be at the 
mercy of men who may attempt to improve npon her ser
vices. Our Common Prayer is not an intellectual product 
merely, but a growth. It has grown ont of the experie~ce, 
needs, sufferings, devotions of roore than fifty generatIOns 
of believers, and it must continue thus t? grow. Congrega
tions of worshipers are never weary of It; and the only de
mand that comes np from the Church at large is, that, with 
greater flexibility of usc, we shall seek to. make richer ~nd 
more beautiful that which is wonderfully rteh and beautIfnl 
as it is. We believe that litnrgical worship, while less 
sensational is more practical than otl,er modes, goes down 
deeper int~ the life, is more tho~oughly ~d~cational, and 
tends more to build up and consolIdate ChTlstIan chara,:ter_ 
.All a Church, we distnlst the emotional, the metaphYSIcal, 
the technical, the sensational in worship, and rely very 
much upon he practical. We believe that we owe to onr 
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Liturgy the fact that, as a general mle, families remain. in 
the Church permancntly, from generation to generation; 
which can hardly be said of any Church withont a Iiturgr. 

As to the enrichment of the Prayer Book, there seems to 
be a general demand for the restoration to the evening ser
vice of the Magnificat and the Nunc Dimittis, the use of 
which, in the worship of the Church, reaches back almost 
to Apostolic times. The beantiful third collect, for aid 
against all perils, which is found in the Evening Service of 
the English Prayer Book, bnt was strangely omitted from 
our own, shonld also bo restored to ns as an alternate. 

Occasional prayers are also needed for Missions, for State 
Legislatnres and Governmcnts, as was recommcnded by 
Bishop Seabnry, for the dependent classes who are nudcr 
public care, of whom the Church is bound to take special 
oversight, both for her own sake as well as theirs, and for 
other spccial objects that experience may have indicated. 

Additional collects are also desirable, of which it is be
lieved a considerable nnmber may be fonnd, snited to the 
character of the Prayer Book, and adding to its resources, 
withont in the slightest degree lowering the dignity and 
solemnity of its devotional forms. What, for instance, can 
be finer or more impressive than the following, taken from 
the Accession Service of the English Prayer Book, with a 
slight modification 1 

"0 God, the Father of our Lord Jesus Christ, our Duly 
Saviour, the Prince of Peace; take away all hatred and 
prejudice and whatsoever else may hinder ns from godly 
union and concord ; that, as there is but one body, and one 
spirit, and one hope of our calling, one Lord, one Faith, 
one Baptism, one God and Father of us all, 80 we may 
henceforth be all of one heart, and of one soul, united in 
one holy bond of tmth and peace, of faith and charity, and 
may with one mind and one mouth glorify Thee; through 
Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen." 

Taking then the suggestions of the Bishops in the report 
referred to as .. basis, with a few additional changes speci

( lied, we shall have by way of increased flexibility in tbe use 
of the Prayer Book and its enrichment as follows: 

1. The right of the minister, at all times, to treat the ., . 
Morning Prayer, Litany and Communion Service as di&
tinct and independent offices; and to use one or more of 
them at his discretion. 

2. For special and extraordinary services, and for Morn
ing and Evening Prayer on all other days than Sunday and 
days specified, the right of the minister to use such Scripture 
lessons, and such collects and prayers from the Prayer Book, 
t.nd before sermon or lecture, if there be one, as may be 
deemed by him for edification. 

3. The right, at his discretion, to begin the Evening Ser
vice with the Lord's Prayer. 

4. The Magnificat and the Nunc Dimittis, and the third 
collect against all perils in the Evening Service of the Eng
glish Prayer Book, as alternates. 

5. Larger liberty in the use of the Psalter. 
6. Special prayers for Missions, and for other interests and 

objects that experience may have indicated. 
7. Additional collects to be provided. 
8. The right to nse extemporaneous prayer after sermon 

or lecture, 3.;S far as it now exists, to remain unchanged. 
9. The control of the music to remain with the rector, 

with the largest liberty so far as matters of mere taste are 
COll Ce l'ned. 

10. The right of the minister in emergencies to UBe ap
propriate devotional exercises or forms, in the absence of 
instructions from the Bishop. 

11. These, with the authority of the Bishop to furnish 
from time to time, for extraordinary occasions, such forms of 
devotion as he may deem appropriate, would seem to meet 
present demands in relation to fiexibility of use and enrich
ment of the Prayer Book; and this power in the Bishops, 
if wisely ex ercised, may perhaps be ample for meeting all 
the necessities of the future for new devotional forms_ 

An alternate Marriage Service may be desirable, for the 
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reasons given by Dr. Dix, and manifest errors, such as Dr. 
Huntington refers to, should be corrected, and the size of 
the book kept within dne limits; as to which there need be 
no difficulty. In order to quiet all doubts, the changes to 
be made should be sanctioned by appropriate legislation, and 
should be merely tentative, until the mind of the Church 
shall have been clearly indicated in regard to them; and 
not until then should they be bound op with and become a 
part of the Prayer Book. 

If, in addition to what has been suggested, the Lectionary 
and Hymnal shall be somewhat improved, we may reason
ably bope that the public worship of the Church will be 
made more attractive, while losing none of its dignity, 
beauty or force. As a mere educational process, the train
ing which that worship gives iu an ordinary lifetime is of 
priceless value. It makes the worshiper famili ar with the 
scriptures beth of the Old and N ew Testameots, and es
pecially with the Psalms, which are so constantly read and 
Bung by the congregation, while the key·note of the Prayer 
Book is found in the first lesson which it teaches our chil
dren to remember, "that Baptism doth represent nnto us 
our profession; which is, to follow the example of our 
Saviour Christ, and to be made like unto him." 

Several points have been discnssed by gentlemen who 
have preceded me in this friendly ·conferenee thai, while 
not, perhaps, strictly pertinent, may fairly be regarded as in
cidentally involved in the work of the Committee on the 
Prayer Book, and Beem to call for some notice. 
. A difference of opinion has been expressed as to the atti
tdde of the Church towards dogma, outside of the author
ized creeds. That there are such dogmas there is no doubt, 
and that they are found in the Prayer Book; but I do not 
understand that the scope and meaning of them are arbi
trarily fixed by the Church, or that her mode of teaching 
them is by menace. In reference to the meaning of dog
matic.statements, I know of no Bnch relation as that of sub
mission on the part of the people, and authority on the part 
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of the Bishops and clergy, whose judgment is undoubtedly 
entitled to great weight, but whose mission is to instruct 
and aid men in the search after truth, and not, by dictation, 
to forbid such search. The CLurch follows the method of 
her Lord, in appealing to the enlightened judgment of men, 
and to their intuitive perception of truth when presented. 
He never demanded of any man " the snrrender of his in
tellect," but, on the contrary, the consecration of all its 
powers to His service, in active duty, is what the intellect is 

I made for. Were this not so, we should indeed be in an evil 
'! case, with high and low churchmen, and many intervening 

I grades of churchmanship, differing widely in doctrine, and 
.yet each and all historically entitled to their places in the 
Church. The doctrine of infallibility and passive obedience 
is, with us, impracticable as well as inadmissible. 

The Bishop of Long Island, in a very able article entitled 
"Christian Dogma Essential," published in the January 
nnmber of this REi"iew for 1882, speaking of the historic 
creeds, says: 

" They reftect now, as they did ages ago, the immutable 
needs of man, in the deepest realm of his being. If they 
ever held sway over the human mind, it was becanse of the 
divine and eternal truths which they embodied, and not be· 
cause of their verbal form or technical structure." 

He says further, "The doing of God'. will is the only 
key to His doctrine of salvation. As through the intelligence 
this doctrine passes down into the heart, so baek through 
the crucible of the will and the affections it mnst go, if it 
is to be securely seated in the heights of intelligence." 

" Doctrine and duty, truth and action, faith and morals, 
what we believe and what we do as members of Christ's 
body, are bnt different sides of the Same divine message, 
the B&llle divine life." 

" The intrinsic power and dignity of Christian dogma, as 
....ell as its practical grasp of the human mind, lie in the fact 
that it speaks definitely and positively, and with due regard 
for all the elements involved, on questions which reason can 
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discuss, but can never settle. These questions have an in
tellectual as well as a moral and spiritual side. On the former 
side, dogma must conform its explanations and apologies to 
the shifting requirements of each generation; on the latter, 
it need not, it cannot change. Thus it is possible for 
Christian dogma to be ever the same in its continuous wit· 
ness, and yet to be ever intellectually fresh, ever abreast of 
the crises arising either from the mere fluctuations or from 
the actual progress of human thought." 

" And sad indeed will it be for the Church if she do not 
find herself fully armed for such a crisis, both by her firm 
grasp of the dogmatic verities of Revelation, and by the 
disciplined intellectual vigor needed for their rational treat
ment and luminous exposition." 

The fact that the Church, in explaining her dogmas, must 
appeal to the intellect and consciences of men, and not to 
their fears, is fully rccognized in the article referred to, as 
well as in the history of the American Church. The Atha
nasian Creed was wisely omitted from our Prayer Book, for 
the reason that it sought to drive men into certain curiously 
framed logical and metaphysical definitions, instead of 
leading them into the simple truths of the Apostles' Creed. 

Snch is thc teaching of the Church, that the spiritual is 
always the practical, the way, the truth, and the life are one, 
and Christian truth is Christian life. The horizon of truth 
is widened and the spiritual vision wonderfnlly clarified 
by a holy life; but each man mnst, at last, come to his own 
conclusions, untrammelled by dictation, and relying on all 
the belps within his reach; and it is difficult to see how a 
faith that lacks this qnality of freedom, and is a matter of 
compulsion, can have any moral significance. In the 
Baptismal Service, the question "Dost thou renounce the 
devil and all his works," etc., comes first; and then the 
question "Dost thou believe," etc.; and this is the order in 
which gennine Christian faith always mauifests itself; this 
is the. method which the Church adopts, as that of the 
spirit of truth, leading men into all truth. It is a v~ 
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different thing from a theology of proof-texts, teaching for 
doctrine the commandments of men; and the Church seems 
to regard accurate and well-defined theological views asI 
valuable, just in proportion as they are practical, and show 
as their frnits holy and useful lives. 

The main object of our liturgy, aside from the creeds, is 
devotion; and its doctrinal teaching is usually incidental, 
and therefore lacks the distinctness of definition and clear
ness of statement that a dogma of faith for the Universal 
Church demands. The definitions referred to by Mr. 
McCrady of South Carolina,in the last General Convention, 
that are found in the invocations in the Litany to God, the 
Holy Ghost, as "proceeding from the Father and the Son," 
and to the Trinity as "three persons and one God," consti
tuted no part of the ancient Litany of the Church, as known 
down to a comparatively recent period. The petitions be
fore the change were, "Spiritus Sancte DeuB, miserere no
bis," and " Sancta Trinitas nuns Deus, miaerere nobis;" the 
exact doctrinal definitions were left to the creeds, as being 
somewhat out of place when addressing the Deity in 
prayer. 

Bishop Hobart saw the danger of stating in the liturgy 
outside of the creeds, propositions about which Christian 
men differ and have a right to differ; and for this reason 
proposed as early as 1826, by a prayer framed for the Con
firmation office, to relieve the term "regeneration" in the 
Baptismal office from the suspicion of confounding the dis
tinction between the Baptism of Regeneration and the re
newing of the Holy Ghost; and there can be little doubt 
that, had he accomplished this object, the secession of the 
Reformed Episcopal Church, 80 called, which we all regret, 
w{)uld have been avoided. 

The Committee on the Prayer Book has, however, noth
ing to do with these questions of doctrine further than to 
see that in its recommendation no special views are empha
sized, m devotional forms designed for the use of the whole 
Church. 
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The true principle of our public worship seems to be, that 
prayer and praise and preaching, and the Lord's Supper, 
are all of divine command, and all essential to true Ohristian 
worship, and that neither can safely be dispensed with, and 
neither is central, in the sense of superiority, throwing the 
others or either of them into the background. 

In relation to dress and mere ceremonial and omamen· 
tation there should be a wide discretion, in order to meet 
the reasonable wishes and diversity of tastes of congrega.
tions and ministers, simply maintaining substantial nnifor
mity, and protecting the Ohurch from follies and excesses. 
It on the ground of comfort, convenience, or even taste, the 
clergy shall generally desire a chauge in the law regnlating 
the dress of ministers in public worship, there would, I pre· 

. Bume, be no serious objection to such chauge. If, however, 
it is asked for simply on the ground of reverence for medi· 
IBval usage, the suggestion will be as unintelligible to the 
American Ohurch, and as unsatisfactory, as would be to the 
conntry at large a proposition to go back to the ruffies, 
dress and etiquette of the court of Henry VIII. in tho 
President's receptions at Washington. 

We claim that we are a branch of the Universal Ohurch, 
bnt we differ somewhat as to the precise test of membership 
in that body. We admit that the historic churches, the 
Church of Rome, the Greek Ohurch, the Anglo-American 
Ohurch, belong to it; but how is it with these religions or
ganizations that date their origin at or since the ref0rn>:a
tion I It is said by high authority, in reference to the dIS
tinction between the two Prayer Books of Edward VI., that 
" the great doctrinal alteration" made by the second book 
" referred to the presence of Ohrist in the consecrated ele
ments of the Eucharist. In the book of 1549, the Oommu· 
nion Service had beeu so constructed as to be consistent 
with the belief of a real, and perhaps a snbstantial and cor· 
poral, presence. But the alterations in 1552 were snch 88 to 
authorize and foster the belief that the consecrated elements 
had no new virtues imparted to them, and that Christ was 
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present in the Eucharist in no other manner than as He is 
ever present to the prayers of the faithful. The pale of 
Ohurch communion was thus enlarged for the more earneot 
reformers, but closed against the slightest leaning to medi
ieval doctrine." * 

There can be no doubt that, so far as· doctrinal standards 
and the philosophy of the Ohristian life are concerned, we are 
more closely in sympathy with the great Protestant Ohurches 
about us than with the Ohurch of Rome; and if substance 
is to govern rather than form, theological and spiritnal rela. 
tions rather than ecclesiastical, it would seem that we might 
well broaden our views, and treat them all as within the 
wide dominion of the Universal Ohurch, visible and invisi
ble. In the Father's house on earth, as in heaven, there 
must be mansions for good men of every name who believe 
in their hearts, and openly profess, their faith in tbe great 
faots of Ohristianity embodied in our creeds, and earnestly 
endeavor, by God's help, to live the Ohristian life. The 
differences that separate us from thcm are melting away, 
and must soon snbstantially disappear if we shall prove true 
to the Protestant character of our Prayer Book. This Book 
is already universally adopted in the Army and Navy; and 
the Oreed, the Lord's Prayer, Te Denm, Gloria in Excelsis, 
Burial Service, Marriage Service, selections from the collects 
and responsive serviccs are not infreqnently nsed by 
our neighbors; while the fasts and festivals of the Ohurch, 
Ohristmas, Easter, Good Friday and Lent, are generally 
more or less observed by these brethren, who are beginning 
to understand that historically the Prayer Book is theirs as 
well as ours. The fact that the American Ohurch is the 
only Ohurch on the face of the earth that, resting upon the 
one admitted ancient creed, as the Faith once delivered to 
the Saints, unites law and order with perfect freedom of 
opinion, is gradually doing its work. 

Bishop Harris has wisely said that "this country, if not 

.Procter, 00 the Book of Common Prayer, pp. 33, M. 
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this age, is intensely intolerant of medirevalism." I cannot 
agree with Dr. Dix that" religion has nothing to.do with seen
lar progress or political change;" and that" lucIfer matches, 
express trains, telegraphs, electric lights, telephones, world's 
fairs congresses of the nations, war-drums of the world, 
trad~-unions, socialism, scientific discoveries, cannot possihly 
be bron"ht in as elements of the old Gospel." There is and 
can be " no sta"e of progress and civilization to which Chris
tianity is not" precisely adapted, thns showing cone1usiv:ly 
its divine origin,and it is adequate to the work of t ..."nslUntmg 
all these worldly energies and influences into divine instru
mentalities for the benefit of mankind; the main business of 
the Church in this country, and its bouuden duty, is to accom
plish this work; but it is a very different matter from the 
monastic worship of medirevalism, and cannot be done by 
machinery. Whatever the sins and dangers of this age may 
be and whatever its lack of reverence, it is the age in 
which we live, and with which we have to do; and if the 
Church was made for man, and not man for the Church, she 
must grapple with these difficulties and overcome the.'ll; 
and she cannot shirk the responsibility, and is not seekmg 
to do so. 

This Chnrch is beginning to be felt as a power in the 
land. Indirectly she acts upon politics, the legislation and 
administration of the government, npon official, professional 
and business life. But her direct influence is still greater. 
She fixes and maintains in her creeds the standards of doc
trine towards which the religious mind of the country is all 
tending, Bustains the dignity and solemnity of public wor
ship, teaches the true traiuing of children, makes herself 
felt for good in literature and the press, and in forming 
public sentiment, inculcates neatness, order, moderation, 
obedience to law, temperance and pure morals, and in our 
large cities is a standing rebuke to vice and lawlessness, and 
the friend of the poor. She teaches the true uses and mean
ing of wealth, sustains the cause of education, enconra~es 
honesty and integrity public and private, and elevates SOCIal 

REVISION 0]1' THE COMMON PRAYER. 

life. Her Missionary Bishops are dealing with vast 
problems: the consecration of gigantic "godless wealth" 
and the religions teaching of all classes business mc~ 
mjners, railroad men, and the immense ~gricultural and 
manufacturing populations that are covcring the face of the . 
land,. from the Mississippi to the Pacific Ocean. She is : 
Bhowmg that sl~e is not, as has been said, exclusively the 
Chu~ch of the rICh and poor, but that her principal work is 
and IS to be among the great middle class that holds in its 
hands the .destinies of thc nation: not a proselytizing 
Church, estImating her value by her numbers· but a sta d• . , n 
mg wItness of divine truth, a leavening influence that gives 
to?e atlhd character to the national life, lifts men up towards 
H 1m w 0 is King of Nations as well as King of Saints. 

To weaken the confidence of the people of the United 
States in this Church would be a great calamity. But it 
can be done, and in order to do it thoroughly we have only 
~o ~ho~ that we ~re ashamed of Protestantism, identified as 
It 18, In the natIOnal convictions, with political civil and 
religious liberty; ashamed of Our name, the 'Protestant 
Episcopal Church; ashamed of onr martyrs, who died in 
defence of those principles of perfect freedom freedom of 
mind, freedom of conscience, that are embodied in our Prot
estant Prayer Book. 

In these confidential talks with fricnds we speak onr 
~in.d8 freely, knowing that the object we :U have in view 
~s SImply the truth, and that each is doing his best to find 
It.. ~ct us be thankful that, Dluch as we may differ in 
OpinIOn, the Church is large enough to give us all a home; 
and that we Can discuss the things that pertain to her in
terests not only. with mutual respect and courtesy, but a. 
brethren ; conSClons that 've are in a world of shadows that 
perplex and sometimes blind us, 

H ADd waiting for the golden morn to rise." 

JOHN W. Almnws 
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