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In thqriam

IOANNIS HARRISON, S.T.P,,
(MDCOCXIV~—MDOOCLXXXIIY), b 2

PRBSBYTER! ECCLESLAE ANGLICANZE,
Qut,
VERBIS FIDEI ET BONE DOCTRINA ENUTRITUS,
OPERARIUS INCONFPUSIBILIS,

VERBUM VERITATIS RECTE TRACTANS,
IDONEUS FAGTUS EST MINISTER NOVI Tzs‘rmnm{
ATQUE PRAECIPUE LABORAVIT,
SCRIPTURAS PATRUM ASSIDUE SCRUTATUS,
QUUM ANTIQUORUM, TUM ANGLICANORUM,
ILLORUM DOCTRINAM
.DE CENA DOMiINI
CUM SCRIPTURIS SANCTIS CONGRUERE,
APERTE ET PERITE DEMONSTRARE;
ITAQUE ERGO
DEFUNCTUS ADHUC LOQUITUR

i

often: tend: rathes to bewilder. thagy do"enlighten.

' " PREFACE

‘SiNcE the appearance in 1832 of Palmer’s ¢ Origines Liturgi-
e’ an ever-increasing amount of valuable information has been
published respecting the history of the Prayer Book : its relation
to' Eastern Liturgies, to Latin Service Books, and to the Books
of the Continental Reformers : the structure of its Offices : the
exposition of its contents :* the principles upon which.it is com-
posed : and the spirit in which it is to be interpreted. The
kmowledge thus accumulated has in great measure to be sought
for in separate works, “written for specialists, and confined to

~ particular fields of inquiry. Tn' those treatises which attempt to

cover the whole ground, the tendency b been to the production
of volumes either too bulky and diffuse; or too meagre and super-
ficial. A need exists, therefore, which has found expressmn in
influential quarters, of & comprehensive and yet eoncise manual
harvesting the fruits of previous liturgical research.

The aim of the present undertaking, as the title indicates, is
to act in the capacity of a private titor, whose duty it is to help
the reader over difficult’ stiles; to furnish him with egséntials, to

elucidate the subject in ‘a systematic manner, to keep him well
- abreast of the latest investigatiotis, and throughout to oonsxder

his interests as a student.

* The following descnptlon of some of the features of tlm book
will serve to show how it is proposed to attain this end. '
~ Tables have ‘been prepared, :systematically drawn up to tell
their own tale in a simple yet striking manner. Such tabular
presentation’ will prove more helpful-tham pages of matter, which

-~
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vi PREFACE

Scentifically-constructed Analyses have been introduced
wherever serviceable. By their aid the structure of the various
Offices is given in a manner which renders their study easy, and the
lines of thought in the Canticles, longer prayers, and other parts
calling for such treatment, are clearly exposed to view. Frequently
writers fail to furnish analyses, possibly because they do not
sufficiently realize their paramount importance for the majority
of students. The new feature of inserting brief historical notes
into the analyses, will, it is believed, prove a welcome combination.
. The Structural Display of the Text itself, as already used byone
of the Editors in elucidating St. Paul’s Epistles, has been adopted
for those long sentences and intricate paragraphs which require
to be so exhibited that their meaning and the relation of their
parts may at once be manifest to the eye and readily grasped by
the mind. ¢ The Preface,” for example, seems especially to
demand such treatment. Owing to its antiquated style it is
far too little read ; its structural display, it is hoped, therefore,
will induce the reader to make it a matter of careful study.

Exposition has been carried out as concisely as is consistent

with clearness. Care has been taken to avoid being on the one

hand Apostles of the obvious, and on the other hand Avoiders of
the obscure.. When needed, as, for instance, in the case of the
Athanasian Creed, a running comment has been introduced,
which strikes the happy mean between a paraphrase and a formal
exposition. .

The difficulty and discouragement experienced in- Comparing
the Various Editions of the Prayer Book are universally known.
For these editions are not readily accessible, and even when they
are to hand, it is a very tedious process to mark their differences,
though one has the practised eye of a technically trained reader.
By the method here adopted all variations of any importance are
at once brought to the reader’s notice, and he can leisurely exam-
ine them. The following example will suffice to show the sim-
plicity and suggestiveness of the method :—

1549. ¢ An order for Matins daily through the year.
1552. ¢ An order for Morning Prayer daily throughout the year.’
- 1662. ‘The Order for Morning Prayer,’ etc.

;
i

fadel
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The General History of the Prayer Book is outlined in a
gseparate section ; and to each Office when necessary there is a
historical introduction. _

' Brief Biographical Sketches are given of those whose writings
have been laid under contribution in the compilation of the Book
of Common Prayer.

For the usual Glossary have been given Classified Lists in
cases where the tcchnical terms are sufficiently numerous, e.g.,
in connection with the Trinitarian coniroversy and the ‘Orna-
ments.’ ‘

A consideration of the above features of the Book will show its
utility for -all classes of readers. The Clergy will have notes
guitable for much-needed lectures on .the Book of Common
Prayer; the Student will have material which will enhance the
value of the lectures he attends and the books he consults; the
Sunday School Teacher will be able more effectively to impart
instruction, having before him a logical and historical presentation
of facts; while the intelligent layman will be able to find new
beauties in the Services in which he takes part.

The following is a list of the portions assigned, in whole or in
part, to other writers by the Editors :—

Act of Uniformity.
Benjamin Whitehead, B.A., of the Middle Temple, Barrister-
at-Law. Author of Church Law, ete. '
Notes on the Prefaces.
and

- Rules concerning Psalter and Lectionary.

Rev. C. 8. Wallis, M.A., Vice-Principal of St. John’s Hall,
Durham.
Titles and Rules for the Moveable and Immoveable Feasts, ete.
Rev. A. W. Greenup, D.D., Litt.D., M.R.A.S,, Principal of
" St. John’s Hall, Highbury, Dean of the Faculty of
Theology of London University. Co-editor of The Revised
Version of the N.T. with Fuller References; Editor of The
Yalkut ha-Makiri on the Minor Prophets, ete.

The Collects, Epistles, and Gospels.
Walter A. Limbrick, Diocesan Reader for London, ete.
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A History of Confirmation,

Rev. Canon Dyson Hague, M.A., Rector of Bishop Cranyn
Memorial Church, London, Ontario; Lecturer, Wycliffe
College, Toronto, and Examining Chaplain to the Bishop
of Huron. Author of The History of Confirmation, ete.

Introduction to the Forms of Prayer to be nsed at Sea ;
Introduction to the Ordinal ;
Forms of Prayer with Thanksgiving ;
and
Introduction to the XXXIX Articles. ’

Rev. F. 8. Guy Warman, D.D.; Principal of St. Axdan 8

College, Birkenhead.

Classified Lists. . ,

. Rev. G. E. Weeks, B.D., LL.D., Vicar of St. John’s, Lowes-
toft. : )

Exigencies of space compelled a reluctant abandonment of
certain work prepared for the Editors, notably a fuller treatment

of the Articles from the pen of the Rev. Bernard C. Jackson, M.A. -

The Editors desire to acknowledge the assistance of several
others, amongst whom gratitude demands the mention of the
Revs. F. J. Hamilton, D.D., F. B. Heiser, M.A., Chas. Werninck,
Messrs. F. T. Peachey, Edwin W. Fletcher, and Charles Higham.
It is pleasant to record the courteous and readily granted ser-
vicesof Mr. Alfred R. James and the remainder of the Staff in the
Office of the Harrison Trust.

It remains to add that the full responsibility for each part of
the book must rest upon the Editors, more especially as the desire
to preserve uniformity of plan compelled a somewhat free hand-
ling of the various contributions,

September 2nd, 1912,
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PREFACE-
TO THE SECOND IMPRESSION

TaE gratifying call for a second impression, within ten months
of the issue of the first 5,000 copies, offers an opportunity to
acknowledge criticisms, public and private. Our critics have
been of two kinds.

Many, actuated by sympathy with the work as a whole, have

_contributed both corrections and suggestions of improvement,

which have been thankfully received and, as far as feasible,
adopted. Amongst these criticisms, those of the Rev. Harold
Smith and Mr..J. T. Tomlinson deserve a special expression of
deep obligation. The Editors are glad to be able to announce
that the alterations which they have made, although technically
important, do not affect the inain teaching of the book.

Others have offered criticism which amounts to a condemna-
tion of the principle upon which the book is produced, i.e.
the principle of strict adhesion to the meaning of the Book
of Common Prayer as intended by its Compilers and Revisers,
and as accepted by the Church of England “until the rise of the
Tractarian School of interpretation. Such criticism, expressed
gometimes in terms of kindly regret, sometimes in tones of cold
disapprobation, was not altogether unexpected ; and does not call
for any lengthy refutation. The Book has been charged with
narrowing the wise inclusiveness of the Church of England, a charge
which can only justify itself by a fanciful, though common idea
as to the extent of that inclusiveness. The liberty granted by
the Church of England includes such matters as the following,
namely that no more is to be demanded of a layman seeking
admission into the Church than belief .in the fundamental

ix



x PREFACE TO THE SECOND IMPRESSION

articles of the Christian Faith, as expressed in the Apostles’

Creed: that no private theory of the Inspiration of Holy °

Scripture and the Second Coming is to be enforced upon any
meniber, clerical or lay : and that the Book of Common Prayer
itself allows of latitude (often grievously transgressed) in regard
to the saying or singing of portions of the Offices, and the
frequency of the administration of the Lord’s Supper. Upon
these. and similar points The Tutorial Prayer Book cannot
justly be accused of ignoring the Church’s inclusiveness. Un-
fortunately, since the first appearance of Tract xc., and es-
pecially during the last twenty years of reluctance to interfere
‘with ‘the spread of Tractarianism, the idea has become com-
mon that the Prayer Book is framed for an inclusiveness which
the history of its compilation emphatically and expressly rejects.
Hence we find that the Offices, particularly the Communion
Office, are interpolated : vesture once discarded, -and still illegal,
is re-iniroduced and those very dogmas, for the denial of which
its chief Compilers were burnt at the stake, are boldly asserted
to be the teaching of the Prayer Book.

" The welcome extended to the work by Irish Churchmen has led
to an additional article in the Appendix, upon the distinctive
features of the Irish Book of Common Prayer, from the expert
pen of the Rev. T. J. Pulvertaft.

July 2nd, 1913.
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THE STORY OF THE PRAYER BOOK
IN OUTLINE

TsE Book of Common Prayer cannot be bistorically separated

The Devo-

tional

from the Reformation. Every sound investigation into the Embodi-
preludes, causes, and consequences of the Reformation must the Refor-

illuminate a book which is its devotional and doctrinal exposi-
tion. Nevertheless, the Book has a story of its own, the details
of which lie ready to the student’s use in the treatment of the
various documents, services, etc., which forms the bulk of this
Manual ; here it is proposed to set forth the outlines of the story,
disregarding as far as possible both the intricacies of historical
disputation; and such minutiw as make jt difficult to ‘see the
wood for the trees.

The story has a very early beginning ; for, apar} from such
justification of the use of a liturgy as may be deri®ed from Old
Testament precedents, the Hymnology of the Prayer Book is
chiefly drawn from that source, the Decalogue is its standard of
piety, and it follows the Lord and His Apostlesin honouring the
revelation unto the fathers by the prophets. The absence of
liturgical regulations in the New Testament—while it justifies
the claim of Article XXXIV, that every particular or national
Church has the right to make its own arrangements for public
worship—must not be understood as excluding the duty of making
some provision for such worship under the New Covenant. The
old controversy between precomposed forms of prayer and what
is called ¢ extempore prayer’ has practically spent itself. The
recognition of the need and utility of both, according to circum-

stances, has become so prevalent as to cause wonder at the vigour -

of language once used to defend or attack either practice. All are
now ready to see in the Lord’s Prayer, and the legitimate deduc-
tions from such passages as Acts iv. 24; Eph. v. 14,19 ; 1 Tim.
iii. 16, divine sanction of set forms of prayer and praise as aids to

-public worship ; while the universal desire to include in prayer

the special needs of time and place, has transformed this question
from one of controversy to practical attempts to meet those needs.
Such attempts are quite in keeping with the records of the earliest

mation,

Its Roots
in O. and
N.T.
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xiv THE STORY OF THE PRAYER BOOK

sub-Apostolic times, as is clear from the Didaché, where forms
are provided to protect public worship from ministerial ineffi-
ciency, while freedom is given when no such inefficiency is to be
suspected. *

In the long period which divided the Primitive Church from
the Church of the sixteenth century, amid many changes marking
sad declension from scriptural purity of worship, there were many
rich contributions to the devotional worship of the Church as a
whole, and it is the peculiar glory of the Church of England, that,
in the rejection of unscriptural ceremonial and doctrine, that which
was pure and serviceable was carefully conserved. Perhaps in-

. gufficient justice is done to the compilers of the 1549 Prayer Book,

in the fallure to recognize adequately the admirable historicel
temper which could patiently sift out and retain forms of prayer

~ worthy of perpetuation, at a time when their use was associated

with pernicious error, and the temptation therefore offered itself
to make a complete breach with the past. Illustrations of this
discriminating judgment will readily occur to every one, and how-
ever sharp may be the discussion as to the wisdom of refaining
this or that detail, no one will regret that such an ancient hymn
as the Gloria in Excelsis, or such prayers as the Collects, were

- left to link the very expression of our public worship with that of

Reforma-
tion Prin-
ciples.

1) Liberty,

bygone generations of Christians. ;

However, when due regard has been paid to the preservation
of ancient elements, it remains to acknowledge that largely in
substance and still more in form, the Prayer Book is the outcome
of the Reformation, intimately bound up with its' guiding
principles.

(1) The principle of local independence runs through every age
of the English Church, and that without any desire to separate
from the Body of Christ. The Celtic Church was not more keenly
resentful of the attempts of Augustine to introduce Roman cus-
toms as law, than was William the Conqueror chary of admitting

the growing claims of the Papacy; the Saxon Church was as -

really opposed to the policy of Wilfrid, as any Norman or Plan-
tagenet monarch to the ecclesiasticism of an Anselm or a Becket.
The succession of Statutes in the fourteenth century, restraining
the papal hand in English affairs, was but the concise and con-
crete expression of a feeling which animated all classes of English-
men who were not identifying their own advancement with papal
aggression. The mean selfishness of a John, or the political exigen-
cies of a Henry IV, might postpone the final repudiation of the
Pope’s claims to domination, but could not finally overcome a

* See pp. 224, 225
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purpose which Wyelif had openly shown to be right and proper,:
and which the instinet of the nation ever held firm. When
the breach at last came, whatever the immediate cause might
happen to be, even if it were the matrimonial troubles of one man,:
the real cause was the indefeasible right of England to govern
itself in matters of religion as wellas of state. The Prayer Book
is, therefore, the nation’s assertion of its own right to regulate its
public worship. .

(2) If the first principle was that of religious freedom, the other (2) Suprome
was an even more sacred one, the principle of the authority of &“ﬁ‘&;‘“’
Holy Scripture. While the arrogant claims of the Popes were Scripture.
being undermined by the spiritual bankruptcy of their ecclesias~
tical system, as well as by resentment against their political
demands, while the successive failures of monasticism and of the
orders of friars to revive true religion were casting a lurid light
upon the spiritual value of the novel dogmas grafted upon Chris-
tianity, a force was gradually being called into existence which
would complete that disgust with Romanism, already founded
upon experience. It would be difficult to exhaust the names of
even the known contributors to the revival of learning, commenc-
ing really long before the period usually associated with that
title. But the name of Wyclif stands out pre-eminently as that
of one who began to see that the reform of faith and morals in
the Church was only to be achieved by a return to the one authori-
tative rule of faith, and that the whole Church, ministry and laity
alike, must possess that source of light, if anything permanent
were to be achieved. In God’s providence it was not yet decreed

~ that the Printing Press should be introduced to make copies of
" His Word an easily acquired.possession. Nevertheless, so many

copies of Wyelif's Version have survived not only the ravages of
time, but the eager and vigorous efforts of more than a hundred
years to get rid of them, that one can understand both why the
Lollards managed to persist, and why Reformation views spread
still more rapidly when the Bible was printed. It was asimpossible
then, as it is now, to read that Book ag the one authoritative reve-
lation of God and His salvation, without at once perceiving the
incongruity of the whole papal system, doctrinal and lierarchical,
with what is there revealed. The Book of Common Prayer is the
direct outcome of the Bible in English ; its doctrine, its wording,
its very contents, are mainly drawn from that Book ; and its place
in the  hearts of the bulk of those who have ever used it, is
assured by its manifest acknowledgment of that only source of
authority in matters of faith. . .
Under these two principles, the right to national and local Secundsry -
freedom, and the sole authority of Holy Scripture, may be grouped. ’
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all the subsidiary events, which, tending to the support of one
or. other, ushered in the Reformation, and the Prayer Book as
its devotional manifesto. It is possible to find fault with one
and another of those who figured prominently in the tangled
and tortuous policies of the Reformation period: it is often
justifiable to criticize the method in which things right in them-
gelves were done. 1In a word, it is true to say that the giants
as well as the pigmies of the Reformation were no more sin-
less than the participators in the transactions of any other age ;
but it is not possible, save at the cost of true insight, to attribute

" . the Reformation to the errors of its promoters. He who is able

to understand from his own knowledge of Holy Scripture, that
the Roman system could not survive the dissemination of Bible-
truth, can afford to smile at the attempts to explain away the
Reformation by Henry’s efforts to obtain a divorce from Cather-
ine, or to narrow it down to a mere solution of the bonds which
bound England to the Vatican. The Prayer Book constitutes
a sufficient answer to all such theories, however learnedly ad-
vanced ; that product of England’s freedom from any but God’s
authority, written in the English tongue for the English people,
witnesses to a spiritual movement in which the presence of acci-
dental accompaniments of lower origin only teaches the oft-taught
lesson of the over-ruling goodness of God.*
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the Bishops’ Book, but Cranmer had succeeded in preventing pub-
lication of the Rationale prepared by the reactionaries in 1540.
Meanwhile, the Sarum Use itself was being submitted to revision.
The Breviary had been newly edited in 1516 and in 1531, and
the Missal in 1533. In 1542 the Breviary was again issued, in &
considerably expurgated form, and was ordered to supersede all
others. In 1543 Archbishop Cranmer told Convocation that it was
the King’s will that ‘ all mass-books, antiphoners, portuises, in
the Church of England, should be newly examined, reformed, and
castigated from all manner of mention of the Bishop of Rome’s
name, from all apocryphas, feigned legends, superstitious oraisons,
collects, versicles, and responses ; that the names and memories
of all saints which be not mentioned in the Seripture or authentical
doctors should be abolished and put out of the same books and
calendars ; and that the services should be made out of Scripture
and other authentic doctors.” The connexion of the work done
by the Committee appointed to carry out this command, with the
issue of the Prayer Book in 1549,is an abandonedidea. Thesame
year, 1543, saw translations of the Lord’s Prayer and the Angelical
Salutation laid before the House, and in 1544 the English Litany
was ordered for immediate use, and inserted in the new Primer
of 1545, published with the avowed intention of giving ‘ to our
subjects a determinate form of praying in their own mother
tongue.’

Immediaste  Tirect anticipation of the issue of an English Book of Common . ) .
of BOP. Prayer was not wanting in the reign of Henry VIII. Medieval On the accession of Edward in 1547, the Reformers were in The First

the ascendancy, and the first Royal Injunctions * of the reign were hoox.

Primers, containing some devotions in the vernacular, offered t . k >
issued, being an advance upon those of 1538. The First Book (1) Its

both a model and a name to the reformers who desired a means Beactment

yers

of providing for the spiritual needs of the commonalty. Setting
aside those published in foreign lands, the first Primer printed
in England, Marshall's Primer, dates from 1534, though it is best
known from the 1535 Edition. Its attack upon the papacy and
upon superstitions inherent in that system, occasioned its partial
suppression, and the issue of something more authoritative to
take its place, the Bishops’ Book of 1537, which represented gener-
ally the moderate amount of reform contained in the Ten Articles
of 1536, the first doctrinal symbol of the Church of England. But
Hilsey’s Primer, arranged under the supervision of Cranmer, 1539,
more literally took the place of the earlier Primers, being more
suitable for popular use. The reactionary Siz Articles of 1530 are
somewhat reflected in th: King’s Book,} 1543, which superseded

* On pp. 576 ff. isgiven a summary of the enactments and publications
which contributed to the religious and political breach with Rome.

+ Notwithstanding the rcact onary tendency observable in the King’s
Book, it is well to recollect that it was in 1543 that the English Bible made
its way for the first time into public worship, a chapter being read after the
Te Deum and Magnificat at Mattins and Evensong.

i

of Homilies, already prepared, was issued at the same time, to
explain the doctrinal bearing of the Injunciions, and the Para-
phrase of the New Testament by Erasmus was ordered to be pro-
cured for the instruction of the clergy. In December, 1547,
Parliament decreed Administration in both kinds, but it was
not until March, 1548, that any alteration of the Service-Books

These injunctions ordered : — °

..The clergy to preach four times a year against the pretended power
of Rome. :

. The removal of images and the use of only two lights on the altar.

. A copy of the English Bible of largest size and of Erasmus Paraphrase
to be placed within each Parish Church. :

. On every holy day when there was no sermon, the Pater Noster, Creed,
and Ten Commandments, be recited from the pulpit, after the Gospel,
in English.

5. One chapter of the New, and one of the Old Testament, to be read ab
Mattins and Evensong, respectively, on every Sunday and holy day.

6. The Epistle and Gospel at High Mass to be in English.

7. Processions before High Mass to cease, and the Litany sung in English,

kneeling, not chanted in procession. .

b
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appeared, and then only the Order of Communion, to be used with

the Missal.* In December, the First Prayer Book was laid before Though the Book scarcely obtained anything like general {S?urgs.

recognition in the three years of its existence as an authorized =

the Commons, passing into Law in January, 1549, just before the
completion of the King’s second regnal year. The Act enforcing
the use of this Book was the first of the four Acts of Uniformity
in English History.} : o

‘ The issue of the First Prayer Book was tentative, and in a
sense provisional.” Thus Bishop Boyd Carpenter sums up the
Book in his Popular History of the Church of England, p. 191, and
some of its Rubrics expressly recognized this tentative and pro-
visional character. Nevertheless, 1t is easy to note the advance
upon anything hitherto known in English public worship. Be-
gides the all-important change from Latin to English, a thorough
doctrinal emendation of the portions retained from the old Service-
Books preceded their incorporation into the Prayer Book, the
Lectionary was cleared of Mediseval substitutes for Holy Secrip-
ture, and such accompaniments of the Roman Mass as Elevation,
Adoration, etc., were either omitted, or definitely forbidden. A
Gardiner might taunt Cranmer with the possibility of so inter-
preting thé Book as to bring it into line with the Missal, but in
practice the Romanists found it impossible to do so without sur-
reptitiously supplementing it with Romanist ceremonies not
to be found in the Book. The Reformers might be impatient
at the caution which the compilers had used, but they could not
pretend that its doctrinal features resembled those of the old
Breviary, Missal, ete. In fact, although how many and important
the subsequent alterations have been a glance at comparative
tables in this volume will show, yet the examination of any
single portion, a Collect, for example, will also show that the
utmost pains had been taken to exclude, speaking generally, all
that savoured of scriptural inaccuracy.}

* This Order was an English supplement to the Mass, for the use of the
laity, ‘until & complete Service-Book should be provided.

+ The introduction of the Book into the House of Lords had been preceded
by a Parliamentary Debate in December, designed to facilitate the passing
of the Book. The publication in English, in 1532, of Bertram’s T'reatise
on the Lord’s Supper, against the teaching of Paschasius, had been the means
of weaning Ridley, and through him Cranmer, from both Transubstantiation
and from the doctrine of the Real Presence, and the Debate is most import-
ant as displaying Cranmer as the champion of the reformed teaching on the
TLord’s Supper against those who held both those dogmas. That the 1549
B.C.P. in three places contained wording capable of being interpreted in
the sense of the ° real Presence,” must not be supposed to imply that Cran-
mer altered his views between 1548 and the revision of the 1549 Book, but
that the latter was, and was meant to be, a compromise.

t Even in the Communion Office, where traces of Medizval doctrine and
ceremonial chiefly lingered, the vast gulf between the Sarum Mass and the
English Communion Office may be seen in tabular form on pp. 256-261.
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liturgy, yet it forms the substratum of our present Book, and its
sources are of deepest intercst. As already noted, every effort was
made to conserve the old Service-Books, where it was possible
without doing violence to truth. In this effort the compilers
derived great assistance from Quignon’s reformed Breviary, pre-
pared at the instigation of one Pope, Clement, and dedicated to his
successor, on its publication at Rome in 1535. We are not left
to conjecture as to Cranmer’s use of Quignon’s reformed Breviary,
for the British Museum contains Cranmer’s draft of a reformed
Latin Breviary much on Quignon’s lines, and the 1549 Book exhi-
bits incontestable proofs of its influence.* The second source of
many a valuable devotional element was the Consultation of Arch-
bishop Hermann, of Cologne, composed with the assistance of
Bucer and Melancthon, and published in German in 1543, with
a Latin Edition in 1545, English 1547. It is noteworthy that
where there are variations between the German and English;
the B.C.P. follows the German more closely. The Church Order
of Nuremberg, issued in 1533 by Brentz and Osiander (whose
niece Cranmer married, and with whom he was staying in 1532),
exercised an influence both direct, through Cranmer, and indirect,
through Bucer’s use of it in his contribution to the Consuliation.
By Osiander’s use of Luther’s liturgical productions, the great
Reformer himself is represented in B.C.P. Quite a different
gource, and one more sparingly used, was the Greek Liturgy of -
8St. Chrysostom, known to have been in Cranmer’s hands in 1544 ;
apart from direct contributions from such a source, its serviceable-
ness as a test of the antiquity of the Western Service-Books must
have aided the attempt to return to primitive models. More open
to doubt is-the influence exerted by the Mozarabic Liturgy of
Spain, compiled in 1500-by Ximenes ; much formerly attributed
to this source has been found to be in the German Church-Orders,
which may, it is true, have borrowed from the Mozarabic Liturgy.
It has been the custom to dwell upon the supposed foreign influ-
ences at work upon the Second Prayer Book, of 1652, with a view
of disparaging that Book ; Bishop Dowden remarks, however,
that ‘in truth we have less historical evidence for the influence
of external agency on the second book, than we have for such
influence on the first.’ +
The year 1550 was marked by several events which bear upon The
the history of the Prayer Book, directly or indirectly. The order (B]r

* For details regarding the evidences of the influence of foreign sources Genceis.

upon the B.C.P., see Dowden’s Workmanship of the Prayer Book, cc. 1-3.
t Dowden's Workmanship, p. 16. '
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to replace stone altars with wooden tables might seem liturgically
unimportant, were it not that in the same year Cranmer's famous
Dcjence of the True and Catholic Doctrine of the Sacrament of the
Body and Blood of our Saviour Christ was issued, demolishing the

T
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finzland, one of the famous Injunctions giving permission for a
‘hymn or such like song ’ at the beginning or end of Common
Prayer, a permission eagerly used by the returned exiles of
Mary’s reign. ' ' ‘

Jewel’s Apclogy, published with the permission of the Queen Final
and the consent of the Bishops, in 1562, constituted a semi- Sratt of
authorjtative challenge to the Council of Trent, which was again Articles.

corrupt dogmas which the stone altar tended to illustrate. At
or about the same time, a revision of the 1549 Book was com-
menced, and another object, dear to Cranmer’s heart, the prepara-

T A

tion of Articles which might refute the decisions of the Council of
TFrent, was prosecuted with vigour. These two engrossing tasks
were pursued in 1551, and both cempleted in 1552, the revised
Prayer Book being accompanied by a revised Ordinal, and pub-
lished that same year, the Articles in 1553.

sitting. But the revision of the 42 Articles, and their authorita-
tive publication as the 38 Articles, were as definitely and more
authoritatively the Church’s reply to the Council. * They appeared
in 1563, and seeing that they lend their weight to the Second Book
of Homilies, these last must have been already composed, though
one, the 21st, dates from 1571. Foxe’s Acts and Monuments, .

Rl e g e, 2 e, Wi ol e o e e dy e
_ ) T meover eared in , and copies wer
by keen eyes were removed, the practioes shown by experience for general reading.* - The Puritan difficulty Jod 10 the e of
to be inseparable from superstitious abuse were shorn away , and another famous document in 1566, the Advertisements,t declared
defects remedied. Itisunnecessary to do mere than utter a direct by the latest legal interpretation to be the present, law as to
negative to the extravagant assertions that the 1552 Book merely, ministerial vesture in the Church of England. The final revision
or chiefly, reflected the suggestions of foreign reformers. Itisfar | of the Articles in 1571, then made 39, and subscription to them
mog‘fﬁtm; to S:Y th:t thf revision, o f?l‘ﬂas 1 Ogid ‘mg (10013‘}“3] enforced, concluded the Elizabethan enactments touching the
modifications to external sources, was influence a determina- : S .
tionlto avoid the dangerous ambiguities of the va }v’ae teaching of urglen o ctrinal documents of e mnyer Book, though-
Lutheranism upon the Holy Comxgn anion. - Ttis § fr more imp%rb- the %ractu(:lal ?m;llcultlgs Of]: regulating obedience thereto continned
‘ ¢ . to the end of the reign.
b e o e g o i sl | gy g ol Mol O i,
- Mary, is so far in form and substance the Prayer Book of to-day, + See pp. 83, 84. ] . ,‘
that the examination of subsequent modifications would be a , gg;wggsmt?:;}:;ik‘;fl%g“b;gs en the .I;;"d‘;:?igif"g Calvinism,
. K a €O 0 dogmas wi while 10 name 18 A
:'Vloj'k .Of Sl;Perer(igagm;li gll'{) foihaptemlzﬁs to*read into them a associated, found full expression in the Lambeth Articles, a document dr:;)vz
camng expressly denied by their authors. ' up under Whitgift, and at his palace, in 1595. The propositions were :—
_ The Elizabethan Act of Uniformity, to-day a part of the Book 1. God from eternity hath predestinated some to life, some He. hath
tion tn 1559. of Common Prayer, received the royal assent on May 8, 1559. It ' reprobated to death.

named the Prayer Book of 1552, with three specified alterations,
‘and none other or otherwise,” as the one revived by the Act.
But no standard copy of the 1552 Prayer Book was annexed,
and amongst some unimportant variations between that Book
and the printed copies of 1559 there is one conspicuous change,
pamely, the alterations in the Rubrics preceding Morning Prayer.t

We are not here concerned with the efforts necessary to be made’

to introduce the Prayer Book into general use ; suffice it to say
that despite opposition from both sides, Roman and Puritan, the
Book steadily made its way. It is liturgically important to note
that the same year saw the birth of congregational hymnody in

* For alterations in 1552, see Analyses of separate Offices, and especially
tables on pp. 262-3, and 281.
t For comment upon these altered Rubrics, see pp. 76 ff.

2. The moving or efficient cause of predestination to life is not the pre-
vision of faith, or of perseverance, or of good works, or of anything
which may be in the persons predestinated, but only the wili of
the good pleasure of God. : :

3. Of the predestinated there is a fore-limited. and certain number which
can neither be diminished nor increased.

4. They who are not predestinated to salvation will be necessarily con-
demned on account of their sins.

5. A true, living and justifying faith, and the Spirit of God sanctifying,

" i8 not extinguished, does not fall away, does not vanish in the elect
either totally or finally.

6. A truly faithful man, that is one endowed with justifying faith, is -
certain by the full assurance of faith, of the remission of his sins
and his eternal salvation through Christ.

7. Saving grace is not given, is not communicated, is not granted to all
men, by which they might be saved if they would.

8. No man can come to Christ except it be given to him, and unless the
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The accession of James I found all ecclesiastical parties in a
perturbed state. The Romanists even ventured to hope some-
thing from the son of the executed Mary Queen of Scots, though
their hope was probably greater than their expectation, and
disappeared entirely, for the time, with the Gunpowder. Plot.
The Puritans had better reason to expect consideration at the
hands of the Presbyterian Stuart, and their failure is only to be
explained on the grounds of (1) the Stuart policy, to retain and
even increase the arbitrary power of the throne, for which the
support of the Church was of more value than that of the Puritans
was likely to be,and (2) the intemperate demands of a section
of the Puritans. Nevertheless, the Millenary Petition, signed by
750 Ministers, was far from intemperate in our eyes, however
it may havé appeared to those with whom feeling ran high in
1603. Indeed, its moderation of tone seems to have frightened
the conservatives amongst Churchmen.* The petitioners sub-

Fathier draw him. And all men are not drawn by the Father tha
. they may come unto the Son.

9. It is not placed in the will or power of every man to be saved.

The opposition of Elizabeth and Cecil, and the influence upon Whitgift
of Andrewes and Overall, sufficed to prevent these Articles obtaining
anything like authority, but they show the doctrinal tendency of the period.

* Perry’s Student’s English Church History, p. 359 ; the Petition is there
given in extenso, Note (A), p. 372. Hole, Manual of English Church History,
P- 274, characterizes many of the objections as a whole as * of an extremely
sensible character,’ and such as ‘might still interest the serious Church
reformer.” The following is a complete list of the suggestions of these
more moderate Puritans:— .

~ (1) In the Church Service :— -

The Cross in Baptism, interrogatories ministered to infants, Baptism

. by women, Confirmations, enforcement of cap and surplice, to cease.

Examination to precede Communion, and Sermon always to accompany

"~ administration. :

Terms, such as * priest,” ¢ absolution,’ to be corrected.

The ring in marriage to be no longer used.

‘The longsomeness of the service to be abridged.

Church songs and music to be moderated to better edification.

The Lord’s Day not to be profaned ; holidays not to be so strictly urged.

Uniformity of doctrine to-be prescribed, and no popish opinion taught.

Bowing at the Name of Jesus not to be taught.

The Canonical Seriptures only to be read in church.

(2) Concerning Chureh ministers :—

Only “ able and sufficient * men to be ordained, and they to preach ¢ dili-
gently and specially * on.the Lord’s Day ; those unable to preach
either to be removed and charitably provided for, or themselves
provide for the maintenance of preaching. '

Non-residency to be forbidden.

King Edward’s Statute for the lawfulness of ministers’ marriages to be

" revived. '

Ministers not to be urged to subscribe, but according to the law, to the

~ articles of religion and the King’s supremacy only.

J

i

THE STORY OF THE PRAYER BOOK xxift

scribe themselves as ‘ The ministers of the Gospel that desire

not a disorderly innovation, but a due and godly reformation.’
The vested interests touched by their suggestions, including the
Universities, skilfully opposed the whole movement for reform,
by playing upon the foible of the King for absolute monarchy ;
but returns were made of the number of ecclesiastical irregu-
larities in the matter of livings, pluralities, ete., and the King
arranged for the Hampton Court Conference to be held in J anuary,
1604. It is generally admitted that a Conference, in which

the King, as moderator, was  offensively jocular’® and unfairly
argumentative, and of which the members were nominated by

the King in the proportion of 19 on the one side as against 4 on
the Puritan side, was little likely to satisfy the latter. The
proceedings lasted three days, some few alterations resulting.*

(3) For Church living and maintenance :—
Livings held by Bishops in commendam to be given up.
Pluralist incumbents to cease. ) :
Impropriations annexed to bishoprics and colleges to be demised to the
‘ preachers’ incumbents, for the old rent.’ .
Impropriations of laymen’s fees to be charged with a sixth or seventh
part of their worth, to the maintenance of the preaching minister,

(4) For Church discipline ;:—

Excommunication to be administered according to Christ’s own institu-
tion, e.g., not through lay chancellors, etc., not for trifies and
twelvepenny matters,’ not without the pastor’s consent.

Unreasonable fees to be forbidden. )

Jurisdiction and registers’ places not to be farmed.

Popish Canons, as that restraining marriage at certain seasons, to be
reversed. )

The ‘Jongsomeness’ of suits in ecclesiastical courts,  which vary some-
times two, three, four, five, six, or seven years,” to be restrained.

The oath by which men were forced to accuse themselves to be more
sparingly used—commonly called the ex officio oath.

Marriage Licences to be more cautiously granted.

* The alterations were :—
(1) Morning and Evening Prayer :—
1. After * Absolution’ ¢ or Remission of sins ’ added.
2. Prayer for Royal Family added, with corresponding petition
in the Litany. :
4. Thanksgivings for Rain, Fair Weather, Plenty, Peace and
Victory, and Deliverance from the Plague, added to occasional
prayers.
(2) Private Baptism :—
1. Restricted to lawful minister.
2. Alterafion of Title to suit this requirement. )
3. ‘That they procure not their children to be baptized ’ instea
of ‘that they baptize not their children’ in second Rubrio.
4. Third and fourth Rubrics altered to suit restriotion to ¢ lawful
minister.’
5.

The inquiry ‘whether they called upon God for grace and
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Their legality need not concern us, as they were i

legal revision of 1662. The really subs{anti'al ar(:;)l.ll)liesd(:? 3112
Conference were the addition to the Catechism, the diminution
of the use of the Apocrypha, and, far the greatest of all, the under-
taking of the revision of the English Bible.* °It s evident,
says Canon Perry, ‘ from the sort of answers made to the objee:-

tions that no real trouble was taken to investigate the points -

which they raised.” Neal complai ¢ i ini
. : d. plains that ‘ the Puritan ministers
were insulted, ridiculed, and laughed to scorn, without either

wit or good manners’ For good or evil, perhaps for both,

‘ . 57
Anglicanism ’> was coming i i i

a8 g 1nto being, marking a tendency to
separate from foreign reformed bodies, and to force Puritalylrism

"Che Canons, 10t0 the condition of a sect.

The Canons of 1604, numbering 161, and includin
passed in Elizabeth’s reign, had considerable permanegntse:igstl;
upon the use of the Prayer Book, though not altering its text.
They were subscribed by Convocation, but not rafified by Par
liament. They are thus in no sense binding on the laity, and
even for glergy. they have no validity except when not invali:iated
by conﬁxciz with Statute Law, or by disuse. They endorsed
tbfa Advertisements as the standard of ministerial vesture main-
tained the Royal Supremacy, introduced a form of ]’Bidding

succour in that necessity ’ omitted, and caution i
“And because some thi im¢ it 1’nserted
@) conoﬂrmation oo x?e ings . . . times of extremity.
‘Or laying on of hands upon children bapti
ptized, and able to
render an account of their fait i i
olloning oot eir faith, according to the Catechism
(4) Catechism :—
The concluding porti i
(5) Catonior™ g po! 1f)n added on the Sacramients.
Aug. 26, Prov. xxx. instead of Bel and the D
Oct 1, X an ragon. .
® Gos;els ; _2_, Exod. vi,, Josh. xx., xxii. instead of Tobit V., Vi, viil,
Second Sunday after Easter, and Twentieth Su inti
§ 4 ster, an nday after Trintiy,
?he words ’untg His disciples’ omitted, andy‘ C}f:ist sa,(l:lg’
- The d Jesus said printed in type differing from the actual text.
o b ]foseemzzdfs of tge.Puntans' at the Conference differed somewhat
from tho be?n g _orwar in the Millenary Petition, the more important
1. A Protest against the assertion in Art. XVI ¢
from grace given and fall into sin.’ that *wo may depart

A request for the embodiment in th inisti
Tort for tbe embodin nt in the Prayer Book of the Calvinistic

2.
3. Th iti i i
o If\ tg;:il‘))(;s.al of an addition to the Articles aga'mst the doctrine of
- A request for addition to the Catechism (granted).

g. Demand for bett:eg' observance of the Logrd’s Da)y (promised).

5 Prqpos?.l for revision of the English Bible (adopted).

7. Objection to Churching of Women. .

P
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Prayer (in which  Christ’s Holy Catholic Church’ is defined as
¢ the whole congregation of Christian people dispersed throughout
the whole world,’ and prayer is demanded for the Presbyterian
Church of Scotland), enforced bowing at the Name of Jesus,
defended the cross in Baptism, and inserted restrictions as to
marriage.

The outstanding feature of this reign, from the point of view Laudianising
of the Prayer Book student, is the growth of what is called (1) Its Kise

Laudianism, though mueh besides the personality of Laud is
included in what comes under that title. James’ undisguised
hatred of Puritanism, born of his chafing under Presbyterian
restraints when King of Scotland, was nourished by his experience
in England of the impossibility of obtaining support in Puritan
circles for his theories of divine right. The too often servile.
adulation of prominent ecclesiastics would commend itself more
to a mind of his type. Moreover, questions of policy moved
him to lend a ready ear to anything like a modus vivends with
Roman Catholicism, especially Roman Catholic powers. It is
strange to-day to imagine such a dread of world-wide Roman
power as was provoked by the Counter-Reformation, and its
success in the early part of the seventeenth century, but it is
intelligible when the twelve years of Roman success, 1618-1630,
in The Thirty Years’ War is borne in mind, with the fearful
massacres in the Valteline in 1620, and Magdeburg in 1631.
In Holland Romanism was growing, in France Protestantism
was decaying. Small wonder that a ruler of James’ shiftiness
should look about to find security in a policy not too plainly
linked with Protestantism. But the great occasion of Laudianism
was neither royal favour, nor personal genius ; the rise of Armi-
nianism was the prime factor in altering the Stuart Church from
the Elizabethan. Strict Calvinism, that is to say, Augustine’s
teaching carried to its logical cons:quences, leaves no loophole
for hierarchical pretensions at any rate, and Laud found in
Arminianism a ready-made banner for the party which followed

his teaching of Apostolical Succession, and the exaltation of the

visible Church.

Though not much in favour with James himself, Laud was @ 1ts

supported by Buckingham, and became the dictator of Charles’ B

policy, and whatever we may think of his intentions, he involved
himself, his King, and his Church, in one common ruin. To
the majority of English Christians Arminianismlogically under-
mined Justification by Faith, and therewith the Reformation ;
Laud’s attempts to revive Roman ceremonial, when consecrating
the church of St. Catherine Cree in 1631, threw a sinister light
ugon his enforcement of the altarwise position of the Holy Table,

)

sults,
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(3) Morning and Evening Prayer, etc. :— :

; 1. The Lord’s Prayer not to be o often used, and-the Doxology

i always added.

and his inculcation of bowing to that Table on entering and
leaving Church : his Scottish Prayer Book, 1637, and his abortive

Canons of 1640, all pointed the same way ; add to these things 1 2. Gloria Patri to be used only once Morning and Evening,
the absurd sermons printed by his authority to exalt the power ; 3. l?i'P‘tsaJm or Scripture Hymn to be substituted for the Bene-
1 1 i 2 1 1 1crie.
of the King, even teaching the King’s absolute right to legislate: 4. ‘Deadly sin,’ “suddon death, and ‘all that travel’ to be
i and levy taxes: the known leanings of Laud away from the re- altered, ‘
i formed Churches, and towards the unreformed, both manifest 5. ‘ This day * to be omitted in the Christmas Collect, and Proper

Preface for Whitsuntide.
(4) Communion Office :— .
1. Rubrio respecting notice of communicating to be altered so

in such events as his tyrannous refusal to allow foreign congre-
gations to worship in England save after conforming to episco-

pacy, and the offer, twice made, of a Cardinal’s Hat; and ali

as to compel longer notice.

this at & time when the aggressiveness of Rome by war and by 2. Minister to have full power to admit or refuse communicants.
the Jesuits was stirring men as they had not been stirred since 8. Kneeling during Commandments, and Kyrie, to cease;
the Armada :—surely it is not difficult to account for the deplor- Minister to conclude the reading with & suitable prayer.
. . ion fr he Church of Enol d 4. Preaching to be more strictly enjoined.

able alienation of the nation from the Church o ngland an 5. ¢ Homilies hereafter to be set forth ’ to be omitted.

from the Book of Common Prayer, as illustrated and interpreted 6. Twli; Offertory Sentences from the Apocrypha to be omitted.
by Laudianism. ' 9. Collection to be made at or just before the communicants

. - : : "~ depart. .

Savoy Oon-  Unfortunately, that ahenatlofn was only Partlyd cured at the , 8. Goneral Confession to be made by the Minister oxly.
Restoration. The Savoy Conference, summoned in 1661 to ; ~ . Words of the Saviour to be used in administering, as nearly
deal with objections to the Prayer Book on the part of the Puri- as possible. . .
tans, largely consisted, on the Church side, of Bishops too much y i(l) 11&;1;1}5261‘ nott ttohbe retquxred b;)ttllleliver dx;ltt% eaolﬁ one’s hatnd.
. A . . . e . ister not o nave to repea © WOr each recipient.
imbued with La.u.(han arms. I.t 18 easier to understaqd than to  12. Kneeling at reception to-be left free, and the Black Rubric
condone the spirit on both sides which made the Conference %0 be rostored. )
abortive. The English Church has never recovered from the i (5) Baptismal Office ;:— )
gectarianism in which Laud involved it, nor can it recover on ; ; gse of the nlcrotss bto cix:g;;?ear. s doci

. . . . . Sponsors only to be u parents desire.
Lau.dl an prmclples. of Churqhmapshlp. '..l‘he dema,pd.s of 'the - 3. Promising in the name of the child deprecated.
Puritans appeared in a long list of suggestions, containing unim- 4. Private Baptism only to take place with competent minister,
portant matters as well as objections worthy of consideration. . and in presence of a sufficient number, with no public reitera-
i bjections at the Savoy Conference were :— ‘tion. :
The Puritan obj , y (6) Catechism and Confirmation :-—

(1) General :— 1. Opening questions to be altered, there having been no god-
1. Nothing doubtful, or questioned by orthodox persons, to be . parents for several years,
retained. ) 2. ‘ Wheréin I was visibly admitted into the number of the
2. As the first Reformers had retained all they could to win members of Christ, the children of God, and the heirs of the
over Romanists, so now the winning over of all Protestants . kingdom of heaven ’ to be made the third answer.
should be the aim. ' 3. In the Duty towards God *particularly on the Lord’s Day®
i i . to be added at the close.
2) Divm‘e Sem?ze‘ gonerally : y .. ‘ 4. The former part of the Catechism to be enlarged on the lines
1. ‘Repetitions and responsals,’ and alternate reading in Psalms | of the latter portion on the Sscraments.
- and Hymns tol.)be (};mltteéi't I [ 5. Faith, Repentance, the two Covenants, Justification, Sancti-
2. The Litany to be changed to one solemn prayer. fication, Adoption, and Regeneration, to be particularly
3. The gift of prayer to be allowed in Divine Service. treated. v
4. Old and New Testament only to be read as Lessons. - 6. The entering of infants into God’s Covenant to be more warily
5. Portions of Acts and O_ld Testament not. to be called Epistles, expressed, the promise of repentance and faith not being
6. To use the 1611 Version only. T . e } taken for their performance, and infanits 'not being asserted
7. To substitute ‘ Minister > for * Priest,” and ‘ Lord’s Day’ for i to perform these by their sureties.
Sunday. instead of short’ Co]l ‘ " } 7. More requirements to be asked of candidates for Confirmation.
8. Qne long pra.)iler ns “; tl(; SS © 1 eots: 8. Prayer before the Imposition of Hands to be altered.
9. To abandon the use of the Surplice. 9. Practice of the Apostles not to be alleged as & ground of
10. To cease religious observance of Saints’ Days, and the Lgnten Confirmation, "

Fast.
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10. Confirmation not to be made a necessary condition of aumis. =
sion to Holy Communion. :
{7) Marriage Service :—
1. The ring to be left indiffercnt.
2. Other words to be substituted for * worship * and “ depart '
(now ‘death us do part’).
. Declaration in the name of the Trinity to be omitted, a«
favouring the idea of Matrimony as a Sacrament.
. Change of place and posture to be .omitted.
. ‘Consecrated the state of Matrimony to such an excellent
mystery’ to be omitted, because Matrimony preceded the

The abortive Conference, for which four months were ap- gggonl‘%-‘ ,
pointed, came to an end, and Convoeation undertook a serious 1661
Revision, which somewhat discredits the assertion of the 12
Episcopalians 24 the Conference, that they desired no a.ltera.tiqns.
However, that must have been known to be nothing but a tactical
trick, for there were in existence proposals for altering the Book
in the direction of Edward’s First Book and the Scottish Book
of 1637. Further, Convocation provedP' much more willing tg

i i the reasonableness of some of the Puritan suggestions, an,
ggzl 10 of Ghrsty and the words savour of the scramental ::3rdlilfy rejected the proposals of divines of the Laudian school.*
Direotion for Communion on the wedding-day to be omitted. ' . 3. Psalters to be éoIlated with the former translations. '

‘6. .
{8) Visitation of the Sick:— . ‘ This day ’ to be altered to ‘as at this time’ save on the actual
1. Greater liberty in prayef and exhortation to be permitted. day.

2. “I pronounce thee absolved ’ to be put for “I absolve theo, . * At least some time the day before’ to be made the requirement
and * if thou dost truly repent and believe * added. for notice of communicating. :

4
5
3. Minister not to be enjoined to administer the Lord’s Supper. 6. Rubric concerning not admitting wicked te Holy Communion to
7
8

[

a8 desired by the sick, bit as thought expedient by the be set forth according to Canens 26 and 27.

)  Tninister. | . Preface to be prefixed to the Commandments. .
19) Burial:— : ! . Second Exhortation to be read some Sunday before Celebration.
L. Rubric to be inserted declaring the service to be for the living. - 9. General Confession in Communion Office to be said by a minister,

2. Permission to be given to use the whole service in Church.

th le repeating it after him.
3. “In sure and certain hope’ to be altered. ¢ peop'e rep g

’ 10. Manner of consecrating the elements to be made more explicit.
11. Font to be placed conveniently for hearing.

Pty n. The preparation of this complete list was an error in tactics, 12. ‘Perform’ to be altered to ‘promise’ (‘by their sureties’) in
bot.noe. Catechism.

adopted by the 12 Puritan Divines at the suggestion of the -
12 Episcopal members of the Conference. Baxter is reputed
to have swallowed the bait, and he also prepared a Prayer Book Confirmation. ) . .
of his own at the same time! How their time had been thrown : 15. * Worship’ to be changed to “(lllonou:t’,m Marriage Service.
away was brought home to the Puritans when they learned that % ]S)ePa;tn 4 t;rlt’:izl,tiffgetgmit&‘? o Burial Office.

‘the other side was intending not to suggest any alterations on’ —re® tant alterations were s

their part, but to express full satisfaction with the Book as it The more important altera )

stood. Tke Church party concluded a long general criticism (1) New Material . —

13. Rubric at close of Baptismal Office to be verbally altered. L
14. ¢ Or be ready and desirous to be confirmed ’ added to rubrio after

. . . 3 N The Preface, the former Preface being made a separate chapter
of the Puritan suggestions (containing one important piece of
information, viz., that the word * priest > was retained to dis-
tinguish a °presbyter’ from a ‘deacon’), with concessions
obviously not intended to meet the case. ‘The Savoy Confer-
ence took the form of a battle between opposing forces. The
Puritan party were so unreasonable that agreement was hopeless
however conciliatory the Episcopalians might have been ; while
the Episcopalian party were so unconciliatory that the Puritans
could not have been won however reasonable they had been.’
So Hole (p. 312) sum up the situation, and the accuracy of his
summary is exhibited by the nature of both the Puritan demands
and the episcopalian concessions.* i

* The concessions offered at the Conference were :—

1. Epistles and Gospels to be taken from the 1611 Version.
2. ‘For the Epistle’ to be used, when taken from O.T. or Acts.

R

. ‘ Rebellion and schism ’ added in Litany.

. Seven Occasional Prayers and Thanksgivings.

. First Anthem on Easter Day.

. Collect for Easter Even,

. Clause of thanksgiving for *saints departed.’

. Rubrics for presenting Alms, and placing the elements.

. Rubric for ordering the bread and wine for consecration. .

. Rubric regarding consecration of additional bread' or wine.

10. Rubric for covering surplus consecrated elements.

11. Black Rubric, ) E

12. Inquiry of Obedience addressed to sponsors.

13. Reference to Canon 30, explaining the sign of the cross.

14. Ministration of Baptism to such as are of Riper Years.

15. Form for Banns of Marriage. )

16. *If he humbly and heartily desire it’ added to rubric on
Absolution of the sick.

17. Occasional Prayers added to Visitation Office.

18. Directions for shortened form in Communion of the Sick,

19. First Rubric in Burial Office, regarding unbaptized, eto.
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Much ill-directed ingenuity has been expended upon attempts
to find in these alterations a bias towa: ‘s a less reforming type
of Churchmanship. As the revisers’ Preface plainly says, if
their words do not redeem them from any such intention, the

changes themselves will be sufficient for that purpose to any

unbiassed mind. Indeed, without any change of a doctrinal
bent, the revision was -quite effective enough for the times:
more than 2000 ministers were lost to the Church of England
when the Book as revised became law in 1662. It was inevit-
able; the deprivations of a few years before, when more than
2000 clergy were as unjustly deprived, explain those of 1662.
Nothing could have saved the situation but the presence of a
spirit of love sadly absent in either party to the dispute.

The story of the Prayer Book since 1662 includes no further
revision save the small alterations caused by the changes of
sovereign, but it is not a finished tale even now. ~ In 1668 Tillotson
and Stillingfleet entered into negotiations with leading Non-
conformists for a method of inclusion, but Parliament stood
hopelessly in the way. The temper of the times destroyed
a similar effort of Stillingfleet in 1681. In 1689 a powerful
Commission actually prepared a revision, meeting the genuine
difficulties of the Puritans, but this time Convocation was an
insuperable obstacle, and the effort came to nought.

The Oxford Movement, initiated by the Tracts for the Times,
has made the nineteenth century memorable in the story of the

Prayer Book, the novel methods of interpretation suggested

by that School of Thought calied T'ractarian, and later, Ritualistic

20. Forms of Prayer for those at Sea.
21. Forms of Prayer for Jan. 30 and May 29.
(2) Re-arrangemant :—
) 1. Portions used at both Morning and Evening Prayer printed
in both.

2, Exhortations in Communion Office.

3. Catechism separated from Confirmation.

4. Rubric on Confirmation made into a Preface to the Office,

5. Psalms and Lesson appointed to be read in Church at burials,

(3) Changes :—

1. .* Bishops, priests, and deacons’ for *Bishops, pastors, and
ministers of the Church.’

2. New Collects for the Third Sunday in Advent, and for St.
Stephen’s Day ; Collect, Epistle, and Gospel, for a Sixth
Snnday after Epiphany. provided. . .

3. ‘ Then shall begin the Communion,’ at end of Marriage Service,
omitted, and compulsory order for newly-married to receive
on the wedding-day altered to a suggestion of its suitable.
Less either on the day, or soon after,

4. The name of the deceased omitted in Prayer at the grave.

THE STORY OF THE PRAYER BOOK xxxi

having effected in many cases a revision of the Prayer Book as
used in public worship, far more drastic than any actual revision
would have been. Appeals to Law have discredited the claims
of the Tractarians, so far as their legality is concerned, but they
have skilfully cast discredit upon the Courts, as unfit to legislate,
and episcopal reluctance to interfere with men of acknowledged
zeal, especially with the knowledge that imprisonment is the
penalty for breach of the law, has allowed generations to grow
up to whom the true meaning of the Book of Common Prayer
is utterly unknown. History is repeating itself, and the Ioss
of a large part of the nation suffered by the Church during the
Laudian Movement, is being experienced under the episcopal
toleration of the Oxford Movement. There is this difference to-
day, that the nation no longer expects to see one school of thought
exclusively dominant, and, the day of persecution having ceased,
Nonconformity, doctrinal or virtual, is fast alienating the péople
from the Church and its teaching in the Prayer Book. Yet the
true interpretation of that Book would convince the honest
student of its truly scriptural basis, and display the latent dis-
regard of its principles and teaching inherent in the new Anglican-
ism. Such honest study is alone able to preserve both the
National Church, and the Book of Common Prayer as its devo-
tional and doctrinal expression.* '

* The additions to the Catechism, passed by Canterbury Convocation
Lower House, in 1887, though dealing with a felt need, failed, and happily
failed, because their tendency was to disturb the doctrinal balance of the
Church’s formularies. The attempts at revision of the present time are
doomed to a similar failure, until it is recognized that the obvious need of
revision for adaptation of the Prayer Book to modern needs, must not be
made an excuse for doctrinal innovation.
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1. THE TITLE PAGE.

Tee Book of Common Prayer and Administration of the
Sacraments and other Rites and Ceremonies:—

1549. of the Church : After the use of the Church of England.

1552. in the Church of England.

1604. of the Church of England.

1662. of the Church, according to the use of the Church of
England, Together with the Psalter or Psalms of David, Pointed
as they are to be sung or said in Churches: and the form or
manner of making, ordaining and consecrating of Bishops,
Priests, and Deacons.’

: (London.

Printed by His Ma.%=* Printers.
Cum Privilegio.
M.DC.LXIL) *

From the Title Page we learn that the B.C.P. consists of :
(1) Common Prayer; (2) Administration of the Sacraments;

(3) Other Rites and Ceremonies; (4) the Psalter; and (5) the

Ordinal.

Common Prayer, i.e. Public Prayers intended for all. A
Book of Devotions to be used by Clergy and people,
as distinguished from private devotions. The words
¢ Common Prayer > more particularly refer to the Morning
and Evening Service together with the Litany.

This portion of the B.C.P. corresponds to the Breviary.

The Sacraments, i.e. Baptism and Holy Communion.
Baptism formed part of the Manual; Holy Communion

with the Collects, Epistles, and Gospels took the place of

the Missal,

Other Rites and Ceremonies, i.e. Confirmation (including the
Catechism), the Marriage Service, the Burial Service,
Churching of Women, ete.

These Offices (with Baptism) formed the Manual

* The words within the brackets are found in the early editions of the 1662
B.C.P., but they were erased in the Sealed Book, as not being found in th
MS. which it represents.

THE TITLE PAGE ]

The word © Rite,’ strictly speaking, refers to the Form
of Words used, as, for instance, in the Marriage and Burial
Services, ete. ¢ Ceremonies” are the accompanying actions,
as the putting on the ring in Marriage,.or the cross in
Baptism. Here, however, the two words are used almost
synonymously.

According to the Use of the Church of England.

Prior to 1549 there were several Uses, e.g. Sarum, York,
Lincoln, Hereford ; but by the Act of Uniformity of that
date it was enacted that the B.C.P. was to be the only
one used in Churches. Similarly by the Act of Uni-
formity of 1662 our present B.C.P. is the only Service
Book authorized to be used. Thus since 1549 the B.C.P.
has been the national Use.

The Psalter, or Psalms of David.

This description is used because David is the best known
of the Psalmists ; it does not imply that he is the author
of all the Psalms. At first the Psalter was not printed
in the B.C.P., but, like the old Psalterium, was bound by
itself. * .

Pointed as they are to be sung or said in churches ; i.‘e.
divided by a colon to mark the division of the verse
which corresponds to the same in the chant.

Making, Ordaining, and Consecrating of Bishops, Priests, and
Deacons; ie. The Making of Deacons, the Ordaining of
Priests, and the Consecration of Bishops. The word
¢ making ’ is used of Deacons to emphasize the difference
in status between them as members of the ‘inferior
Order,” and the Presbyterate.

This answers to the Pontifical,

————

N.B.—The books called ‘the Sealed Books’ are copies of the original

'B.C.P., annexed to the Act of Uniformity, 1662. They were printed by

the King's Printer, and certified by Royal Commissioners. These ‘Sealed
Books * were deposited at each of the Law Courts, at Westminster, the
Cathedrals, the Tower, and other leading centres.

* Ag early as 1604, the Psalter was printed in B.C.P., James Parker,
First P. B. of Edward compared, p. 408. The book of 1636 used by the
1661 Revisers had bound up with it a psalter, uniform in type with the rest,
though of later date. 1639, ’
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| same year both contain them.
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8. THE ACT OF UNIFORMITY.

- AN ACT

For tuE UntrorMiTY OoF CoMMON PRAYER AND SERVICE IN
THE CHURCH, AND ADMINISTRATION OF THE SACRAMENTS.

. PRIMO ELIZABETHZ.

Many students will be surprised to find that Queen Elizabeth’s
Act of Uniformity forms part of our Prayer Book, stands
in the foref_rontvof 'it, and is numbered 1 in the Table of Con-
- tents. This surprise is increased by the fact that many per-
sons have never seen a Prayer Book containing this Act, inas-
much as the authorized printers for many years iliegally
omitted the Act, and altered the numbers of the statutory Table
of Contents, making the preface No. 1. Why this was done
canngt now be aseertained. It is true that the“ Annexed Book,’
that is, the actual book annexed to the Act of Uniformity of 1662
was lost for many years, but copies known as the ¢ Sealed Books ;
were accessible all the time, and in all of these the Act of Queen
Elizabeth appeared as No. 1 in the Table of Contents. The
books issued as Books of Common Prayer must not vary from the
statutory Annexed Book except that the spelling may be modern-
ized, and of course subsequent statutory modifications must be
i}r;c;og;g;ateq. . (11&11 ez((lact copy of the Annexed Book as it stands
rinte 0se
be compm}-)ison.* , and may be used by students for the purpose
Acts of Uniformity were rendered necessary b i
constitution of the Church of England after :]Ze ({;,tteh %fpﬁﬁ;ﬂi:f
jection of the authority of the Pope and Church of Rome (see
Baker v. Le¢). The Church of Rome was and is a free Church
Le. it makes its own rules, commonly known as the canon law,
and with these rules no State or country interferes, unless the};

* By the King’s Printers. The student sh .
X ould also refer to ¢ 7'
ir:g::ltBso::t,uatzsenagged(l))yd the Ac(t}, of Uniformity, and amendehs Sbt;“g:i’;-y
1 , of by Orders in Council, with a Preface showi h
authorized changes corrected i i iti Forleson and
Chac L. B Wgright, IBe% ‘e in this Edition," by J.T. Tomlinson and
8
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clash with the temporal laws of the particular country. England

was no exception to this. Up to the breach with Rome, the State

never interfered with matters purely spiritual. :
The canon law having been abrogated, and considerable differ-

. ence of opinion existing among the principal ministers of religion

in England, the most learned of whom, including Archbishop
Cranmer, were gradually feeling their way towards the true Pro-
testant faith, there was from the date of the breach with Rome
4ill the date of the first Act of Uniformity (2 & 3 Edward VI)

First Act
of Uniform-

1o settled authority,and no legal standard of religion. The Lord ity of Ed-

Protector and the Privy Council of Edward VI had done their best *

to ¢ stay innovations or new rites,’ but not with much success.
The task was the more difficult as there had been in Roman
Catholic times in the realm of England and Wales diverse forms
of common prayer such as the Uses of Sarum, York, Bangor, and
Lincoln. Of course, these involved no differences of doctrine.
The doctrine of the Roman Catholic Church was uniform, but the
existence of these slightly diverse forms of prayer made it the
more easy for much more ‘ diverse and sundry forms and fashions’
to be used in cathedral and parish churches. To remedy this
and restore the uniformity which the rejection of the Papal author-
ity had destroyed, it was resolved to have a statutory Prayer
Book and enforce it upon the whole nation. The book was
naturslly in the nature of a compromise. It was (by the King’s
appointment) drawn up by the Archbishop of Canterbury and
certain bishops and other learned men of diverse views. The
tramers were directed to have ¢ eye and Tespect’ as well to  the
most sincere and pure Christian religion taught by the Scripture,’
as to the usage of the primitive Church. It wasin itself a ¢ godly’
form, but provided alternatives, so that those attached to Roman
Catholic forms of worship should not be too much offended.
Hence its failure as a ¢ Uniform’ Book. The alternatives were
made the most of and ¢ coaches and horses ® driven through some of
its provisions, so that, as the nation was now advancing in Protest-

" antism, it soon became necessary to have a new book. This, the

second book of Edward VI (which is practically the Book we now

_use), was established by authority of Parliament in 1552 (5 &

6 Edward VI, c.1). Itrecites that a godly order had already been
st forth, but that there had arisen in the use of it doubts as to the
fashion and manner of conducting the services, caused by the

ministers and mistakers of the forms; therefore the words of

_ the former book had been *faithfully and godly perused, ex-

plained and made fully perfect.” There was added thereto an
Ordinal, which in like manner was an explanation and per-
feting of the transition Ordinal of 1550.

a .

Second

Act of Uni-
formity of
Edward VI.



3 ' INTRODUCTORY-

ThirdActot - The Third Act of Uniformity, the statute 1 Eliz. c. 2, forms

Uniformity,

part of our present Prayer Book, and was passed after the inter-
regnum of Roman Catholicism in the reign of Queen Mary, and
its object was to restore the status quo of the ‘latter year’ of
King Edward VI. It repeals Mary’s Acts of Parliament which
had resulted in great decay of the due honour of God, and (as it
is mildly put) in ‘ discomfort’ to the professors of the truth of

. Christ’s religion.

Present
Act ot Uni-
formity.

The Act directs the second Prayer Book of Edward VI to be
used with one alteration in certain Lessons, the omission of the
reference to the Pope and ‘his detestable enormities,” and two
sentences only added in the delivery of the Sacrament to the
communicants and the alterations were to be ‘ none other or
otherwise.’ ) o : : )

The Act then directs with great particularity the various
penalties and punishments for non-user of the Book, and for
speaking in derogation of it.

- Then at the end of the Act comes the well-known proviso
containing the reference to the second year of Edward, the mean-
ing of which has been settled by the Privy Council and is referred
‘to later on; and lastly all laws prescribing other services are
declared to be utterly void. '

- The last Act of Uniformity (13 & 14 Car. II, c. 4) proceeds on
much the same lines as the preceding ones, the idea being that
all English-people should hold a uniform faith. It recites that a
Prayer Book had been ordered by Queen Elizabeth’s Act of Uni-
formity agreeable to the Word of God and usage of the primitive
Church ; that many persons nevertheless refused to come to theix
parish church ; and that the King had directed the Convocations
to revise the Prayer Book, which they had done. This book was
annexed to the Statute, whick enacts that all ministers must

‘use it, and a form of declaration is given by which they were to
‘declare their unfeigned assent thereto. (This form has since been
"altered.) Severe punishments were prescribed for such ministers
‘as might refuse. '

The Act then proceeds to enact the clause which led to the
secession of about 2000 of the clergy, that is: that every incum-
bent not Episcopally Ordained must procure himself to be. or-
dained: deacon according to the form of Episcopal Ordination before

'8t. Bartholomew’s Day, 1662 (Black Bartholomew) or be de-

prived. This new departure was followed up by another clause
which provided that no person could be admitted in future to.a

- living or be allowed to consecrate and administer the Lord’s Sup-

per unless a priest by Episcopal Ordination under the forms given
ih the new or old Prayer Books. The penalty for each offence
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wag fixed .at £100, a very large sum in those days, but it was not.
to apply to foreigners or aliens of the foreign Reformed Churches.
. The Act further contains regulations as to subscription to
Agticles, lecturers, licences to preach, the use of the Prayer Book
i Welsh and Latin, the alteration of royal names therein, school-
masters, with very heavy penalties for breaches thereof. Much
of this remains law to the present day, but much has been
altered, especially by the Acts of Toleration. The Act also con-
firmed the several good laws and statutes then in force for estab-
lishing the Book of Common Prayer, and, as we have seen, the Act
of Elizabeth was made part of the annexed Prayer Book.

For 300 years no deviation from the order and form in the st of Uni-

Prayer Book was allowed, in fact, until about the year 1840, {0

. . g . > Amendment
when ritualistic non-conformity began. It was, however, con- Act, 1872.

sidered that this ancient form of service, especially at Morning
Prayer, was rather too long, so in 1872 an Act was passed, called -
the Act of Uniformity Amendment Act;, by which a shortened
Order of Morning and Evening Prayer was introdueed.

¢ This form may be used on any day except Sunday, Christ-
mas Day, Ash Wednesday, Good Friday, and Ascension Day ;
if in a cathedral, in addition to, and if in a church, in Lieu of, the
usual form (sect. 2). This shortened form comprises what is
known as the * Order for Morning Prayer,” or “ Evening Prayer,’
with the omission, at the minister’s discretion, of all or any of the
following portions, viz. :—All the appointed Psalms, except one ;

“one of the Lessons (unless there are two proper Lessons for the day,

when both must be read); the Lesser Litany and the Lord’s
Prayer following the Creed ; the prayers for the King’s Majesty,
the Royal Family, the clergy and people. Each section of the
119th Psalm is deemed to be a separate Psalm. The Act also
directs that upon any special occasion there may be used in
any cathedral or church a special form of service approved by
the ordinary, but there must not be introduced into it anything
(except anthems or hymns) which does not form part of the Holy
Scriptures or the Book of Common Prayer (sects. 3,4).* The Order
for Morning Prayer, the Litany, and the Communion Service
may be used as separate services, either together or in varying
order, and the Litany may be said after the third collect at Even-
ing Prayer, either in lieu of or in addition to the use of the Litany
at Morning Prayer, but without prejudice to any legal powers

' # <Form part of’ has always been taken to mean ‘form part of the
toxt of.” But Archbishop Temple broached the opinion that it excludes
only such a service as ‘expresses any doctrine which you cannot find the
substance of either in the Bible or the Book of Common Prayer.’ See
Letter of Sir William Harcourt to The T'tmes, August 15, 1898.



