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ART. I.-TITHE RENT-CHARGE FICTIONS. 

IT is impossible to deal with all the quaint inventions of 
speculative ignorance which have been put forward, in 

order, notwithstanding what the titheowner has suffered by 
the loss of his property through the commutation of tithes, to 
establish a present grievance a~ainst him. Mr. Baylis is a 
gentleman who has stood in tne forefront in this respect. 
Perhaps it would not be easy to name anyone assuming to be 
an adviser of the tithepayers who has solemnly enounced so 
many fallacies, or who has stated them with such singular un
consciousness that he is arguing against himself. In a letter 
written not long ago to the Bishop of Oxford he says: " The 
Act of 1836 was passed in the days of Protection. The crops 
on the land were commuted on an artificial standard of 
twenty-six bushels of wheat per acre, instead of thirteen, the 
natural produce. But as long as Protection lasted the farmer 
was compensated for this error, as he obtained an artificial 
price for his corn. The repeal of the Corn Laws swept the 
artificial prices away, but the tithe was still levied on the 

• artificial produce. Was this right ? The tithe by the com
mutation became one-fifth of the profits, but now it is nearly 
one-half." With regard to the last st~tement, it does not 
appear what is meant by "profits." But it has elsewhere been 
shown that, !IO far from rising, the ratio of tit\Le rent-charge to 
rent had fallen from two-ninths in 1836 to, at most, two
fourteenths in 1885.1 As to the first statement, it is simply 
not true that the crops were commuted on any artificial 
standard of produce-bushels per acre, or anything of the sort. 

1 "Land Rental," p. 24. 
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What actually took place was this: When at the commutation 
the right to take tithes in kind was extinguished in a parish, 
there was erected in lieu of it a right1 to receive, in each suc
cessive year, the "variable value" of a fixed quantity of each 
of the three grains, such quantities being constant under all 
circumstances, and such va1ue-" to be paid by way of rent
charge issuing out of the lands charged therewith," and 
"payable on the first day of July and the first day of January 
in every year "2-being ascertained in each year by the re
conversion of such quantities into money at the average price 
thereof in the septennial period then next preceding.3 

Rejecting in favour of the landowner all such portions of 
tithe value as, through the sharp practice of the compounding 
tithepayer or the good nature or carelessness of the tithe
owner, had not been actually received by him, the tithe value 
of each parish was taken at the next previous seven years' net 
receipts, by composition or in kind, up to Christmas, 1835. 
One-third of this residual value was taken and converted into 
wheat, one-third into barley, one-third into oats, at the average 
price of the last seven years. The three grains, and not wheat 
alone, were taken for the express purpose of .more equally 
securing to the titheowner, in return for all that was taken 
from him, an income abreast of the fluctuations in the money 
value-that is, of living costs, and were taken to represent, 
however inadequately, all the articles of land produce. The 
number of bushels so ascertained formed the tithe rent-charge 
endowment, and the apportionment-deed of every parish 
specifies the amount of the rent-charge and the number of 
bushels into which it was converted. There is no fixed money 
value receivable. Thus, if the tithe-value were £100, this, 
divided into three equal parts, and each part invested 
separately in wheat, barley and oats, at the average price of 
each for the years 1829-35, gave: 

Of wheat, 94·95542 bushels, being £33 6s. 8d. divided by 7s. 0¾d. 
,, barley, 168·42108 ,, ,; ,, 3s. 11,!d. 
,, oats, 242·42424 ,, ,, ,, 2s. 9d. 

and so in proportion for any other tithe-value. The number 
of bushels thus derived is the measure of the quantity to 
which in all years the titheowner is entitled. But, instead of 
being paid in corn, its money value in each year is to be paid. 
The measure of vaJu~ for any ye_ar is the average price per 
bushel of each gram m the previous seven years. There is 
here no sort of reference to any average or other amount of pro-

1 W alBh v. Trimmer, House of Lords. 
: 

2 6 and 7 Will. IV. c. 71, ss. 57, 67 ; and 1 Viet. c. G!l, s. 4. 
3 '' Fluctuations of Prices," p. 9. 
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duce, artificial or natural, and Mr. Baylis is simply drawinO' upo~ 
his imagination when he so states it. The notion th~t the 
crops were commuted on a standard of twenty-six instead of 
thirteen bushels per acre is pure romance. It is even not 
easy to understand what he means. It does not help to make 
his meaning clearer that the Agricultural Department of the 
Privy Council estimates the ordinary average produce at 
twenty-nine (28·94) bushels per acre.I The quantities being 
thus permanently fixed, the continual accession of value to 
tithe, which had existed for many centuries in proportion to 
land produce, and subject to which land had always been 
bought and sold, was summarily stopped, and transferred 
with other portions of its intrinsic value, over to the land
owner. Thus a right to take a money value, ·variable only 
according to the prices of corn, and at this time largely 
diminished, was substituted for a tithe-value largely im
provable, and which, in the hands of the landowner, has largely 
improved pari passu with the rest of the produce of the land. 

Mr. Baylis's next assertion, that when the Corn Laws were 
repealed in 1846 the tithepayer became the loser and the 
titheowner the gainer, in consequence of the wheat price at 
the Commutation having been made artificially higher through 
Protection, is also singularly unlucky. For, in the first place, 
the commutation price of wheat in 1836, on the seven years' 
average, was 56s. 2d. (In 1835 the wheat price was 39s. 4a.; 
in 1834, 46s. 2d. It was only brought up to 56s. 2d. by the 
inclusion of the three very high years, 1829-31.) The average 
of the thirty-three years, · 1847-79, after the repeal, was 
52s. 4d. ; so that the extent to which the "artificial price 
was swept away by the repeal" averaged during this 1ong 
period less than 7 per cent. .And all that time land-rental 
continued to rise. 1876 to 1881 were the years of maximum 
rental. During the time, therefore, from 1836 to 1881, either 
the landowner was taking an unduly large share of the land 
produce as rent, or else the tenant was making equally im
proved profits as well. The share reserved to the titheowner 
rose only 12½ per cent., while the rental rose 65 per cent.2 

We may guess what the tenant's profits were .. It has been 
only withm a quite recent period, and under novel and, _we 
may reasonably hope, transitory circumstances o_f .foreign 
produce and freight, and under universal depression of all 
trade, that the effect of the repeal of the Corn Laws and other 
legislation upon land and tithe rent-charge has been developed 

1 "Agriculture Produce Statistics," 1887. "Parliamentary Papers,'' 
c. 5188, p. 27. 

2 " Land Rental," p. 22. 
2 P 2 
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in disaster. And it has been shown already, by comparison 
of the fall in the two properties, how much more severely the 
latter has suffered.1 Land has suffered in the whole a fall of 
(less than) 25 per cent-from 165 down to 124, but tithe 
rent-charg-e a full 25 per cent-from 112 to 84. 

Again, 1t is strange that Mr. Baylis should not see that the 
higher the price at the Commutation, the smaller and not the 
g1·eater must have been, and was, the number of bushels pur
chasable with the £33, which became the permanent endow
ment. Thus, in 1836, the average price oeing 56s. 2d. per 
quarter, the £33 purchased 95 bushels. Had the present 

· average price of 37s. 8d. prevailed then, the same sum would 
have purchased 141 bushels. That is, in so far as Protection 
artificially raised the wheat price, and the wider the differ
ence between the price then and the price to-day, so much 
the worse and not the better for the titheowner. He has 
ever since had only the current value of 95 instead of 141 
bushels to receive. Similarly of barley, 168 instead of 
180 bushels; of oats, 242 instead of 264. And he receives 
this year only £84 instead of what he would then have 
received, £100. Much the better, therefore, and not the worse, 
for the tithepayer, that the Act 'was passed in the days of 
Protection. Thus, through the intervention of the permanent 
bushel quantities, seemingly unknown to Mr. :Baylis, the 
"artificially higher" price of 1829-35 works exactly the con
trary way to that which he has supposed. It just reverses 
the whole action. 

These are not all of Mr. Baylis's mistakes. The Agricul
tural Gazette, of the 14th of November last, states that the 
following letter has been addressed by him to the Marquis 
of Salisbury: 

Wyfield Manor, Newbury. 
May I call your lordship's attention as to how the Corn Returns Act 

( 45 and 46 Viet. c. 37) is evaded, to the prejudice of the tithepayer? By 
s. 8 of that Act the Inspector of Corn Returns should convert the im
perial bushel of wheat into a bushel of 60 lb., the imperial bushel of 
barley into a bushel of 50 lb., the imperial bushel of oats into a bushel of 
39 lb. On examining the printed forms ,furnished by the Inspector of 
Corn Retnrns, I find no col_u~ns for the entry of the natural weight per 
imperial bushel. I have w1thm the la~t three years sold at Reading and 
Newbury m11;rkets _nearly 2,000 q~arters of barley weighing from 55 lb. 
to 58 lb. per imperial b~shel. On mqm~ I find that not a single bushel has 
been dealt with accordmg to the Act ; m consequence, the titheowner has 
received a benefit of from 10 to 16 per cent. Every week at our local 
markets wheat weighing 63 lb. t? 65 lb. is entered as 60 lb. and oats 
weighing 42 lb. to 44 lb. per imperial bushel are returned as 39 '1b. 

GEo. BAYLIS. 

1 CHURCHMAN, February, p. 233. "Land Rental," p. 25. 
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Mr. Baylis misapprehends the provisions of the Act and 
the inspector's duty. It is nowliere provided by section 8 
that wheat, barley, or oats, sold by imperial measure, should 
be converted into artificial bushels of 60, 50, or 39 lb. 
respectively, and that the price should be recorded of such 
bushels. It is only when sold by other than imperial bushel, 
or by weight, or by weighed measure, that they are to be so 
converted. Mr. Baylis, in fact, sells by imperial bushels. 

Such conversion IS unjust enough, on Mr. Baylis's own show
ing. For, in his anxiety to circumvent the titheowp.er, he has 
unwittingly let the cat out of the bag. Upon his own experi
ence he convicts the Act. For when corn weighs 65, 58, or 
44 lb. to the bushel, as Mr. Baylis says his does, the price 
recorded, in cases of weight conversion, will represent 60, 50, 
and 39 lb. bushels. That is, if the price per produce bushel 
of the higher weight be 4s., 3s. 6d., and 2s., the prices recorded 
per artificial bushel will be 3s. 8¼d., 3s., and ls. 9f-d., or a loss 
pro tanto to the titheowners and a gain to the tithepayer of 
7·7, 14·0, and ll ·4 per cent. respectively. 

The supposition on which the Act was passed was, that the 
60, 50, and 39 lb. weights truly represented the. averaie 
weights per bushel. It was contended, on the part of tne 
titheowners, that these weights were decidedly below the 
average weights (indeed Mr. Giffen, in his "Memorandum," 
admits that 60 lb. is a minimum weight for wheat), and that 
they would be damaged thereby. Mr. Baylis's undesigned 
admissions go a long way, in addition to other evidence, to 
prove that their contention was right, and that the Act is 
mjurious and unjust. As on the preceding point, Mr. Baylis 
is innocently unaware that his own statement is conclusive 
proof against his own argument. 

It is said, again, that the price of corn, which re()'ulates the 
tithe rent-charge, is made higher than it should be, because 
"tail-wheat," or wheat below good market quality, is not no~ 
included in the returns of prices. It would be very unjust If 
it were to be, because it was certainly not included in the 
Commutation calculation of quantities. So Mr. Chamberlain 
correctly told the Essex Chamber in December, 1880 : "You 
say that the tail-corn is not taken into account. But it never 
has been; and there is nothing new in the present system of 
taking averages." The landowner had the advantage, in the 
actual Commutation, of its not bein$' included, since on that 
very account a smaller number of bushels was adjudged as 
the endowment of the titheowner. If it had been included, 
it is obvious that the prices would have been lower, and the 
number of bushels 'bought would have been higher. To 
introduce it now would be to mulct the titheowner at both 
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ends. The question was fully in the minds of the legislators 
at the Commutation period. . 

But this is not the only answer. There are the questions of 
fact and of effect. 

(1) Of fact, whether there has actually been any such serious 
diminution of wheat marketed as is alleged, and, if so, whether 
such diminution has been caused by, and is correlative to, the 
fall in price ? 

In reply to the Chambers which raised the question in 1878 
and 1879, the Comptroller of the Corn Returns, Mr. Giffen, in 
an official Memorandum to the Board of Trade, in June of the 
latter year, wrote : " The fact that the quantity returned has 
not fallen off any more than in proportion to the decline in the 
acreage and yield of wheat, would seem to confirm the opinion 
that tbere has been no material diminution in the proportion 
of the corn grown by them which farmers bring to market." 
And, "there is no evidence of the returns being affected, and 
the price being higher than it would otherwise be, in conse
quence of a larger proportion of corn being:_ consumed by 
farmers at home than used to be the case." .tlut for occupy
ing too much space, I should be Erepared to demonstrate, upon · 
the grounds laid down by Mr. Giffen, and having regard to the 
varying acreage and upon the best estimates of produce, that 
his inferences are correct, and hold good down to 1882, and 
from 1885 to 1887.1 A diminution to the extent of 2½ per 
cent. took place in 1881 and 1882, fully accountable for by the 
difference of quality in those bad and wet seasons. Other
wise, there was no variation between 1873 and 1882, and a 
marked increase between 1885 and 1887. 

(2) But supposing it to be the fact that there has been, over 
the whole country, some extra consumption of wheat on the 
farms, what can have been the effect of it upon the value of the 
tithe rent~charge ? Here, again, I must be content with the 
assertion (reserving the proof) that the withdrawal could not 
possibly affect the general market of £37,000,000, so as to 
cause any difference, worth speaking of, in the value of tithe 
rent-charge. Very wild assertions have been made as to the 
quantity withheld. Mr. Harris, -a gentleman of comparative 
moderation, has estimated that two bushels an acre, or 
640,000 quarters, or one-fourteenth of the whole produce, extra 
have been withheld. Now supposing, what is really absurd, 
that the inclusion of this quantity, taken at a minimum or nil 
price, could lower the general market price in proportion to 
the whole market quantity, it could only diminish the wheat 

1 The two omitted years are those of the transition under the New 
.A.et. It does not seem that the returns of quantities marketed and the . 
estimates of produce for those years can be compared together. 
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price of 1887 by ~½d.! and the tithe_ren~-charge by lls. IOd. on 
the £100; or which is the same thmg mversely put, the with
holding of it could only enhance the wheat price and the tithe 
rent-charge by the_ same sums .. By still less, in proportion as 
the value of the tailcorn approximates to that of headcorn. It 
would be an exaggeration to set the enhancement of the tithe 
rent-charge, on Mr. Harris's estimate of quantity, at half-a. 
crown on the £100. The infinitesimal results, therefore, show 
the contention to be simply puerile. 

Another complaint is made. The basis of the weekly 
average is the division of the aggregate proceeds of all the 
sales by the aggregate of the quantities sold. It is urged that 
the primary sale alone, and not re-sales, should be induded in 
the average. But (1) if so, it is obvious that any amount of 
trickery could be applied to keep down the average price of 
the return. (2) A re-sale ipso facto proves that the primary 
sale does not represent the true market price. (3) It might 
fairly I:>e conte°;ded a priori that, as the very o~ject of 
tempermg the tithe rent-charge by the corn averages was to 
give the titheowner an income always commensurate with 
living expenses, the value which most nearly corresponds with 
what he has to pay for food must be the most accurate for the 
purpose, viz., the corn-factor's and the miller's, which must 
always be the last price, and the nearest to the consump
tion price ; and that therefore the medium point, the result 
of the average of all sales, must be below and not above 
the just amount. But the objections are fully answered by 
the Board of Trade reply. to the National Association of 
Millers in 1883: "Your Council appear to be under a mis
apprehension in supposing that the object sought by the 
official Corn Returns is the average price obtained by the 
British farmer only, and not those obtained by the corn
dealer. A reference to the earlier Acts conclusively shows 
that the original returns on which the Tithe Commutation 
was based were those of genercll market transactions, and not 
of purchases from farm,ers only." Obviously the same rule 
must be followed first and last. 

When the tithe-payer complains, as he is instructed by Mr. 
Baylis and his other advisers to do, of the above grievances 
and of others-such as that the rent-charge ought to depend 
npon the annual quantity of corn-produce, or that wheat or 
barley or oats ought to be excluded from the calculation of 
the averages in parishes where either is not grown, or grown in 
diminished quantity, or that, as corn-land is now worth less 
than it was, the rent-charge ought to be further reduced 
beyond the reduction provided by the averages, or that barley 
and oats are of greater influence than wheat in the calcubtion, 
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and others-he generally ignores several facts. He for~ots 
that, rightly or wrongly as regards the tithe-owner, the obJect 
of the Commutation was not to provide an income varying 
with produce. That system was the tithe-system, which, in 
the interests of the landowners and their tenants chiefly, it 
was expressly intended to do away with. With the extinction 
of tithes, all relation to produce, or to its value to the producer, 
vanished wholly. Tithe rent-charge, substituted for, and 
created on and after the extinction of tithe, has no relation 
whatever to quantity of produce; except in so far as that, 
when la,nd ceases to produce, the rent-charge value ceases, as 
rent-value does, to issue out of the land. It is not more 
because the crop is a large one; it is not less because it is a 
poor one. Nor has it anything to do with the produce-value 
to the producer, but is dependent upon the price to the con
sumer; and with that, only as affording (as hoped) a variable 
measure of the means of meeting the prices of all other 
necessaries. The statements of Lord John Russell, of the 
Poor-Law Commissioners, signed by Sir G. C. Lewis, and of 
Earl Grey, proving this, have been before quoted.1 We will 
here only repeat the following words of Lord Grey: "The 
variation of the payment according to the seven years' 
average price of corn was not meant to pro-·dde for varying 
the amount of payment according to the varying value of the 
crops (for if this had been intended the payment would have 
been regulated according to the annual value of corn, not 
according to its value on the average of seven years), but to 
guard against the loss the Church might sustain by a 
depreciation of the currency. It was also believed that by 
taking the average value of corn for periods of seven years 
the variations of prices from good or bad harvests would be 
to a great extent got rid of, and that a tolerably certain 
measured value would be obtained." 

The tithepayer complains that the seven years' avera~es of 
corn prices, required to eonstitute the corn values, work un
fairly upon him. That he is at. some temporary disadvantage 
in a falling market is true, because the tithe rent-charge 
moves down rather more slowly. But, for the same reason, 
he has the advantage in a rising market, the tithe rent-charge 
moving up more slowly. 

The subject, as dealt with in the 10th clause of Lord 
Salisbury's Bill, hll>S two branches : 1st, the policy of making 
the change from septennial to triennial periods ; and 2nd, the 
terms on which it is to be made. 

1. That the change will be to the advantage of either party 

,1 CHURCHMAN, February, 1888, p. 226. 
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may well be doubted. When the question wa$ one to which 
the tenant was a party, it might be of some advantage to him, 
as his tenure might be short. But when the landowner, a 
permanent holder, is to be the payer, the case becomes quite 
different. The tithe-receiver will certainly prefer to have his 
income as equable and free from extremes of fluctuation as 
possible. The established tenant tithepayer, if he at all fore~ 
casts his balance-sheets for a lease-period, must certainly 
desire to equalize that he may more precisely estimate his 
risks. But the landowner tithe:eayer, above all, must. prefer 
to have a charge as nearly fixed as possible. And it may 
safely be said that he will be the very first person to regret 
.the change, and that he will soon cry out with no small 
bitterness at having to pay sudden extremes of.value. 

The following will show the effect, in ten several extreme 
years, of the triennial and annual averages, as compared with 
£100 actually paid under the septennial: 

1840. 1848. 1851. 1855. 1856. 1861. 1869. 1877. 1878. 1887. 
Septennial 100 100 100 100 100 100 100. 100 100 100 
Triennial • 111 98 85 113 122 90 113 103 98 92 
Annual • 123 128 75 137 130 82 122 95 102 86 

Or, again, taking 
1837-1888 :1 

the whole range for the fifty-two years 

. . . Extent of Ex?••• of 
M!n1mum. Max1~um.Variation. Vpa!!_R

00
t10

11
nt •. 

The . Tithe Rent-charge, or the Sep- ., ., -
tennial averages, ranged from • 84·1 to 112·8 28·7 

Ditto Triennial ditto . • 76·0 ,, 122·5 4~·5 62 
Ditto Annual ditto 70·5 ,, 131 ·7 61 ·2 113 

It is inconceivable that either party could, on reflection, 
prefer the wider variations. , It must surely be the interest of 
all parties to leave the matter alone. · Both tenant-farmers 
and landowners have expressed their great dislike to the 
change. But the titheowner will be the one to suffer, because 
it will certainly before long be made a fresh grievance against 
him. . 

2. As regards the terms on which the change is to be made. 
Assuming the corn-prices of the first five months of 1888 to 
continue, the tithe rent-charge in 1889 will be .£81 2s. 8¾d. 
under the septennial system, and .£72 18s. 6d. under the 
triennial-a reduction of 10·12 per cent. Lord Addington 
bas kindly intervened to obtain some remission of the :eenalty 
by postponing the change for a year. The effect is this : the 
septennial tithe rent-charge in 189? will be £78 7s. 5¾d.; the 

. 1 In "Fluctuations of PriceP," Table A., is shown a comparison of the 
tithe rent-charge under each of the three schemes for each year fFOIIl 
1837 to 1887. See also p. 18 of the same. 
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triennial, £72 6s. 4d.-a reduction of 7·73 per cent. The 
concession therefore amounts to a remission of £2 7s. 9d. on 
the £10 2s. 5d. penalty as proposed. To that extent the 
douceur to the landlords is to be diminished. That is the 
utmost concession. 

Who has called for the substitution of the triennial for the 
septennial period? Not the titheowners. If anybody, the land
owners, or some of them; though, as above asserted, they will 
very soon refudiate it. But who is to suffer this loss of 10 or 8 
per cent.-o £330,000 or £245,000 ? Not the landowners, who, 
1fanybody, have asked for it; but the titheowners, who have 
not. In spite of the fact that one-half of the tithe property 
has been lianded over to the landowners; in spite of the fact 
that land-rent has not on the whole fallen, nearly, down to the 
level of the tithe rent-charge, a further spoliation, and together 
with it a further ground of grievance, is to be given as a sop 
to Cerberus. 

The clergy appeal, with good reason, to Sir Robert Peel's 
declaration on the second reading of the Tithe Commutation 
Bill : " Considering our peculiar situation as landlords, and 
also considering that the parties interested are the clergy, who 
have no direct representation amongst us, it is required, no 
less by a due sense of our own interests than by a proper 
regard to the rights and privileges of the clergy, that we 
should not appear to sanction any principle which we are not 
satisfied is consistent with JUSTICE." 

Titheowners ask no more than this. They submit that 
they are entitled to no less. 

C. A. STEVENS. 

--""1-

ART. II.-HOW MANY ISAIAHS ARE THERE? 
Isaiah: his Life and Ti1ne11, and the ·writings which bear his Name. 

By Rev. S. R. DRIVER, D.D;, Regius Professor of Hebrew, and Canon 
of Christ ehurch, Oxford. Nisbet. 

THIS is one of a series called " Men of the Bible :" and we 
can well imagine the satisfactic.n with which the general 

editor must have put the work into the hands of Dr. Driver. 
The successor of Dr. Pusey in the Hebrew Chair of Oxford 
had already made his fa.me before entering upon this high 
position. He has been a. careful Hebrew student from his 
youth up; in fact, it is currently reported that when he was 
a schoolboy he wrote purer Hebrew than is to be found in 
the Book of Genesis, though which of the various compilers 
thereof he took as his model has not been generally made 
known. 
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Much instruction may be gained from the volume before us. 
Dr. Driver "'.'rites revere~tly, ~odes~l~, and cautiously; he 
spares no pams to establish ):ns position and to make his 
arg?ment clear to t!ie English ~tudent. The writings of 
Isaiah are arranged m chronological order, and Dr. Driver 
enters into the spirit of each part, exhibiting as far as he can 
the foreground, immediate occasion, and historic colouring of 
the prophecy; and not ignoring the predictive element. If he 
is somewhat fond of quoting Robertson Smith and certain 
German writers of the advanced school, he also makes frequent 
mention of· Sir E. Strachey's interesting work on Jewish 
politics in Isaiah's times-a book which we think deserves to 
be better known than it is. 

Here we would gladly lay down our pen ; but there are 
reasons which make it desirable to go more fully into an 
examination not only of Dr. Driver's compact little volume, 
but also of that magRificent collection of mspired utterances 
which goes under the name of the Book of the Prophet 
Isaiah. .. 

In studying any such book, the first thing is to ascertain, so 
far as :eracticable, the chronology and history of the period in 
which it was professedly written; the second thing is to con
sider what parts of the book are properly assigned to the 
writer, and how they may best be divided; the third thing is 
to investigate the claims of certain parts of the book which 
are supposed by some critics to belong to a later period, or at 
least to be the work of a hand other than that of the writer 
whose name they bear. · 

I. Dr. Driver prefixes a chronological table to his book; 
but it gives little more than a meagre outline of the Assyrian 
dynasties, and has omitted several dates which are of real 
importance, because of their bearing on the Babylonian history 
of the period. Thus be might have given 721 as the date 
of Merodach Baladan's ascendency in Babylon, 720 for the 
overthrow of Hamath, 712 as the probable date of Merodach 
Baladan's embassy, 710 for the alliance between ~erod3:ch 
Baladan and the King of Elam 681 for the conflict with 
Merodach Baladan's son, 668 for' a further Assyrian conflict 
with Elam and Babylon, and 648 for Assarban!pal's great 
victory over Elam and Babylon.1 The mere ment10n of these 
things reminds us that Babylon was occupying as cons~icuous 
a position in As_syrian politics in a1;1d af~i: the time of 
Isaiah a~ Ireland is occupying in English politi~s now. Nor 
will Isaiah be ever understood until we realize how the 

1 For particulars with respect to these events see Mr. Budge's useful 
little work on Babylon, published by the R. T. S. 
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prophet continually sees the rise and fall of B.abylon behind 
the Sargons or Sennacheribs of his day. It must not be for
gotten that whilst we have comparatively few Babylonian docu
ments of the period, we cannot expect the Assyrian tablets 
to do full justice to the position of their ancient rivals and 
dangerous neighbours on the Euphrates. We know enough, 
however, to feel sure that Babylon and Elam1 when in alliance, 
were able to exercise a most disturbing influence on Nineveh; 
and we cannot wonder, when we remember the position and 
ancient glories of Babylon, that the Assyrian King Esarhaddon 
should take up his abode there, and should carry Manasseh 
captive to the city which was still "the glory of the Chaldees ;" 
nor can we be surprised to learn that when Nabopolassar, the 
father of Nebuchadnezzar, was sent thither by his Assyrian 
master to quell a disturbance, he elected to remain there and 
revolt from his sovereign. Besides, Babylon is Babel, and is 
always so spelt in the Hebrew Bible; and its primmval arro
gance was not forgotten in Isaiah's time. Its rise and fall 
symbolized the rise and fall of pride and worldliness from the 
beginning of the Bible to the end. 

All this is passed over by Dr. Driver. Of course he might 
fairly excuse nimself by saying that he was writin~ a life of 
Isaiah; but things will be touched on a little further which 
seem to call for a fuller discussion of the state of things in 
Babylon than we have got. It is very probable that the 
mounds on the Euphrates will yet bear still further testi
mony to the position of Babylon in or after Isaiah's time, and 
will supply a foreground for certain proJ>hecies which some 
writers wish to bring down to the days of Jeremiah. 

Before passing to our second suqject, it may be well to 
point out that Dr. Driver is inclined to believe that the first 
Assyrian king mentioned in sacred history, viz., Pul, is the 
same as Tiglath-Pileser, who is "mentioned elsewhere." But 
he does not point out that the "elsewhere" is not in some 
distant part of the Bible, but on the same page, one bein~ men
tioned in 2 Kings xv. 19, and the other only ten verses further 
down. It is not likely that the Hebrew compiler of Kings 
would have given the "shortened form" of the name first and 
the fuil title so soon afterwards; moreover, the Assyrian 
documents incline us to another supposition. Again, while 
assenting to the view that errors have crept into the Hebrew 
documents, especially with respect to figures, it must not be 
sueposed that the Assyrian tablets are immaculate. Dr. 
Driver holds that these clay documents "fix" chronology, 
whilst the compiler of the Book of Kings arrived at part of 
his system through computation. Neither of these statements 
must be lightly received. The late Mr. George Smith, to 
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whom we owe the excellent edition of the Assyrian Canon 
published by Messrs. Bagster, points out, with some diffidence 
and with a candid acknowledg-ment that his chronologic.al 
system was entirely open to revision, that the earliest known 
copy of the Canon1 1s 150 years later than the events with 
which it begins (ret. Benhadad), and that Sargon's cylinder 
differs by two years from the annals on · the walls of his 
palace as to the date of his expedition to Palestine ; and that 
there ate errors as to names and other matters in the tribute
lists of Assarbanipal. Then, as for the chronology of the 
Kings, the only matter which the compiler " computed" was 
the adjustment of the dates of accession of the Kings of 
Judah with those of Israel, and vice versa. The 1·eal difficulty 
in arranging the Kings lies in the fact that we do not always 
know how long sons were associated with their fathers on the 
throne. If instead of givins.- us the comparative chronology 
of Judah and Israel according to U ssher, W ellhausen, and 
the rest (p. 13), Dr. Driver had arranged the Kings of Israel 
and Judah under the guidance of . the Hebrew documents, 
having special regard to th~ conjoin~ reigns which are indi
cated, somewhat obscurely mdeed, m these documents, we 
believe that he would have found the main outlines of the 
Hebrew chronology to be in distinct accordance with the 
Assyrian Canon. His treatment of Hezekiah's reign is ob
scured by the lack of a clear statement of the facts of the 
case, though the materials for drawing it out are not far to 
seek. But, as he rightly says, these points form no impedi
ment to the study of Isaiah's life. 

II. We now proceed to the second part of our inquiry. Dr. 
Driver allows Isaiah to be the writer of the first twelve 
chapters, of chapters xv. to xxiii., and of chapters xxviii. to 
xxxiii., so that he altogether allots to Isaiah twenty-seven 
chapters out of the sixty-six which go by his name. We have 
learnt to be thankful for small mercies. Considering that 
half a century ago such learned men as Gesenius, Rosenmliller. 
and Hitzig threw doubt on the 7th, llth, 12th, 15th, 16th, and 
part of the 19th and 23rd chapters, all of which Dr. Driver 
accepts, we welcome his judgment to this extent. 

Dr. Driver is inclined to follow in the steps of most students 
of Isaiah in putting- the 6th chapter as the first chrono
logically, the precedmg five, which he locates in the time of 
Jotham and Ahaz, having been J>refix(ld by the compiler as 
forming an introduction to the book. In dealing with the 
7th chapter, in spite of some obscurity, there is nothing in 

1 See also Smith's "Assyrian Discoveries," p. 293, and "Records of the 
Past," iii. 116. 
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Dr. Driver's exposition which would be likely to give offence. 
"The figure of Immanuel," he says (p. 42), "is an ideal one 
projected by him on the shifting future .... It is the 
Messianic King whose portrait is here for the first time in the 
Old Testament sketched distinctly." 

If it had been possible, we would have gladly made extracts 
to show the spirit and style of Dr. Driver's treatment of special 
subjects, such as the destruction of Sennacherib's army, but 
our readers will expect to know somethinO' of the author or 
authors of the thirty-nine chapters of "Isaiah" which this 
"man of the Bible" is supposed by Dr. Driver not to have 
written. 

III: We will begin with the historical chapters. These 
Dr. Driver dismisses with the following words (p. 86): "The 
compiler excerpted chapters xxxvi. to xxxix. from the Book of 
Kings, the composition of which evidently cannot be earlier 
than the close of the monarchy." There is a sweet simplicity 
about this statement; but it raises the question, From what 
source did the compiler of the Book of Kings "excerpt" 
them ? The natural answer is, Either from Isaiah, or from 
some other contemporary writer whose works Isaiah uses. 
Dr. Driver must have written the notes just referred to 
off-hand, without full consideration. The fact is that the 
historical books bear the marks all the way through of being 
composed from ancient materials; and the section now under 
consideration is specially interesting. Let us look at it. 

Let the reader "excerpt" from an old Bible the portion from 
2 Kings xviii. 13-xix. 37, and put alongside of it Isa. xxxvi. 
1-xxxvii. 38. He will find, whether he reads in English or 
in Hebrew, that he has the same document before him. 
There are some very slight additions in the way of sup
plementary words in Kings, and one important sub-section 
(2 Kings xviii. 14-16) which ought to be thrown into a 
parenthesis as a separate historical event, chronologically 
distinct from what follows. Let the reader then take 2 Kings 
xx. 1-19 and put it by the side of Isa. xxxviii. 1-xxxix. 8; he 
will be confronted again with the same document, except that 
Isaiah retains the hymn of Hezekiah, which the compiler of 
the Kings has n9t given us. Thus we have the defiant 
messaO'es of Rabshakeh, · the prayers of Hezekiah, the promise 
made 

0

by Isaiah, with the· sequel; also the sickness and 
recovery of Hezekiah, and the mission of the Babylonian 
ambassadors, told in the same words in both these books. 
Who wrote them? Dr. Driver says it is doubtful (p. 75), and 
we have seen the unfortunate slip by which he considers that 
Isaiah's compiler cannot have fallen in with them till the 
time of the Captivity. But long before Dr. Driver came into 
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the world a book .was written which is called the Book of 
· Chronicles. Usually this book gives very full accounts of the 
ups and downs of Judean history, but for this period it gives 
the most slender abstract, and adds for the .'benefit of all· 
posterity (2 Chron. xxxii. 32): "Now the rest of the acts of 
Hezekiah, and his goodness, behold they are written in the 
vision of Isaiah the prophet, the son of Amoz, and in the book 
of the kings of Judah and Israel." The Revised Version 
follows the Hebrew more exactly, but the general conclusion 
is the same. The. chronicler does not think it necessary to 
give a full account of the most remarkable events in Hezekiah's 
reign because they are already extant in two books, the 
Vision of Isaiah and the Book of Kings. Now, Isaiah was a 
well-known historian as well as a distinguished prophet. He 
had composed a life of Uzziah (2 Chron. xxvi. 22), and the 
natural conclusion is that he also put down the most notable 
events connected with Hezekiah's life, nor can we see anything 
either in the substance or language of these chapters to 
remove them from their position as part of the writings of the 
prophet Isaiah. 

We now have a harder task before us, and must beseech our 
readers' attention a little longer, whilst we try to exhibit the 
case concerning the other chapters which Dr. Driver will not 
assign to Isaiah. The theory which he holds, in common witp. 
many others, is that the remaining chapters or sections are 
anonymous documents which fell into the hands of some 
compiler or compilers who grouped them with Isaiah's 
writings as being m some respects of the same class, though 
of widely different dates. It· is perfectly allowable, indeed 
necessary, to hold that an historical book, such as Kings or 
Ezra, may be a compilation, or that a volume of sacred poetry, 
such as the Psalms, may take its name from the most notable 
of its contributors, or that a chapter may be appended to such 
a book as Deuteronomy or Jeremiah without affecting our 
judgment as to the authorship of -the book as a whole; but 
when it is proposed to cut off more than half of Isaiah and 
distribute it among several later anonymous writers, we may 
be excused if we demand very convincing proofs. Here is a 
Jewish book accepted as the work of one author by our 
Lord and His Apostles, referred to as Isaiah's by the Apocryphal 
writers considerably earlier (see especially Ecclus. xlviii. 24), 
and apparently quoted by prophets who lived wi~_hin a century 
of the supposed author (see, for example, Isa .. xlvn. 8, compared 
with Zeph. ii. 15, and Isa. Iii. 7 compared with Nahum 1. 15). 
On what grounds is such a book to be disintegrated? 

· This, fortunately, is not a case, like that of some of the earlier 
books, where verses are subdivided between Elohists, Jehovists 
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and later editors. We are dealing with considerable sections, 
not with fragments of verses. Putting the matter shortly, the 
whole case is made to rest on two main arguments-one of 
which is theoretical, and the other linguistic. Dr. Driver 
holds a theory which is excellent, and which the celebrated 
wi:-iter Davison expounded in his lectures on Prophecy with 
o6nvincing power years and years ago-viz., that prophecy has 
a foreground and a background. This may be called a general 
propositfon, but Dr. Driver makes it a universal proposition, 
and argues thus : Every prophecy has a foreground ; there 
was no suitable foreground for certain prophecies contained in 
" the Book of Isaiah ;" therefore these prophecies were not 
written by him or in his time. " Whatever the prophets 
announce, it is always brought into some relation witli the 
age in which they live" (p. 3; see also pp. 117, 126, 186). But 
a universal rule can only be based on an examination of in
stances, and it looks like a petitio p1·incipii to make a general 
rule into an absolute one, and then cut off all passages and 
prophecies which do not fall in with it. Dr. Driver argues as 
1f Isaiah must have seen everything- from one point of view, 

. and must have constructed all his prophetic addresses or 
poems on the same lines. In pressing this view we believe that 
Dr. Driver has undervalued Isaiah's natural powers, the 
changing spirit of the long period through which he pro
phesied, and the creative force of God's Holy Spirit by wliom 
this wonderful man was inspired. We candidly state our con
viction that the man who could write such chapters as Dr. 
Driver assigns to Isaiah could write anything. There is a 
wealth of language, a force of style, a power of imagination 
about Isaiah which makes one feel unable to deny him any
thing-except tameness. 

Besides, if Assyria is usually in the foreground in this book 
and in Isaiah's age, Babylon is in the middle distance, some
times more in the front, sometimes towards the horizon. Dr. 
Driver must frequently have been struck with the words of 
.Micah, Isaiah's contemporary and co-worker, who says t.o the 
daughter of Zion (iv. 10) : "Thou shalt go forth out of the 
dty; thou shalt go even to Babylon ; there shalt thou be de
livered." What was Micah's fore~round when he uttered these 
words ? We happen to know the date of this prophecy of 
Micah's, for it is referred to in a later book as liavmg been 
in the time of Hezekiah(compare Micah iii. 12 with Jer. vi. 18). 
It seems difficult in the face of this fact to accept Dr. Driver's 

· theoretical argument. 
Take the doubtful sections in their order. Chapters xxiv. to 

xxvii. were written (according to Dr. Driver) on the eve of the 
Babylonian Captivity, and the hymns which they include are 
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"' penetrated by a deeper and more delicate vein of feeling 
than the one in chapter xii." (p. 125). This is a matter 
which anyone may judge for himself. To our mind, the con-· 
necting links in thought and the use made of earlier for
mulre in each case tend all to show that these chapters are 
Isaiah's. We see no reason to bring them later. 

The Babylonian chapters. (xiii. 1----:-xiv. 23), ~re supposed by 
-our author to have been written durmg the e:x;1le (p: 127) · and 
in order to make the theory work, the 24th and three fohow
ing verses of the 14th chapter, beins- Assyrian, are cut off, and 
.assigned to Isaiah hirl:se~f. But take the whole as Isaiah's, 
.and you have Assyria m the foreground and Babylon· in 
.the background. Dr. Driver calls the little Assyrian section 
.an" artistically finished prophecy" (p. 75). It may be artisti
,cally finished, but it can hardly be said to be artistically 
begun; for it opens thus: "The Lord of hosts hath sworn, 
saying." etc. But this is by no means the ordinary way in 
which prophetic artists do their work. 

We next come to the chapters on Edom (xxxiv., xxxv.). Dr. 
Driver is not quite certain what to do with them, but-" Isaiah 
.addresses Edom in a very different strain" (p.131 ). The passage 
referred to is in chapter xxi. 11, which contains "the burden 
-0f Dumah." But is Dutnah Edom? Our author thinks th~t 
Dumah is an anagram for Edom. This seems a shiµder 31rgu
ment: Dumah stands for Edom, and is dismisse9- in half .a. 
verse in Isa. xxi., therefore Isaiah did not write cha,pters :x;:x;.x;iv • 
. and xxxv. The logic is hardly convincing. We ,ip.vi~e oµr 
readers to study ~he two chapters for themselves ~n!l .4ra.w 
their own conclusions. 

So far Dr. Driver can hardly be said to have succeeded in 
,shaking the integrity of the book. But we now c9me tothe 
rern.aining section (chapters xl. to lxvi.), which is certttinl,r 
unique. We may regard it as a vast prophetic drai:µa which is 

still in course of being fulfilled; and in coming to,~hi_s 'conclqsion 
we are entirely guided by the use made of It IP the ~ew 
Testament. The foreground is the experience pf (JQd's fa1th,
fulness to His word and purposes in the past, froµi. creation 
-onward; the background is the inspired c9nvictiop. that His 
plans, still future in Isaiah's time, would aU1be folfilled. We 
believe that the work is Isaiah's ; we see ~lie ~ame g-rand_eur 
-0f conception, the same fondness for reiteration and alhterat10n, 
the same brief disconnected sentences, the same sudden 
.changes of person and number, the saJ?~ use. of the singular: 
for the plural, the same rermukable aflirnty with _the Book of 
Job, the same power of illustmtion from hort1c\1ltnre and 
agricultnro, the same fe1Ticl appeals to Cod, and, m :i. ,ronl, 
the imme style ancl spirit. 

YOL. II.-xmv SERIES, NO. X. '..: (} 
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Still, we acknowledge that the whole is marvellous-like 
Nebuchadnezzar's dream, Saul's conversion, the Apocalypse, 
and a thousand other things in the Bible. Jerusalem is 
addressed as in a state of desolation, its temple needing to be 
rebuilt, its sanctuary is trodden down by adversaries, it is 
suffering violence at the hands of Babylon and the Chaldees, 
and no man is going through its streets. It is a captivity 
period. And yet intermingled with these things are indi
cations that the violence, oppression, and idolatry of the time 
of Manasseh are in full swmg, and alongside of it, oblations, 
incense, fasts, and Sabbaths of the old covenant are apparently 
being kept up. The Messiah takes the form of a servant in these 
chapters, and while the final triumph of God's people and the 
incorporation of the Gentiles is m the background, Cyrus, 
who lived above 150 years after Isaiah, is described as if shortly 
to be engaged in the work of restoration. 

Dr. Driver gives up these chapters, and assigns them to the 
close of the Captivity period, not only because of the absence 
of any relationship between them and Isaiah's time, but also 
on linguistic considerations. He considers that chapters 
xl. to lxvi. (which for convenience we will call B) differ from the 
Isaiah proper (whom we will call A), inasmuch as they possess 
new ideas, new ways of putting things, and fresh terminology. 
We assent to these three statements at once, but not to the 
inference which Dr. Driver draws from them. The chapters 
in question have nothing personal in them; they have hardly 
any contemporary "foreground," or local colouring. It seems 
a question even to Dr. Driver whether they were written 
by a captive in Babylon or whether by one of the remnant 
who went down with Jeremiah into Egypt. 

Certainly the writer has projected himself to an unheard-of 
degree into the exilic period ; and yet there are in these 
chapters occasional hints that the land and the people were 
in very much the same condition as when the 1st, 5th, and 
llth chapters were writt!;ln. In fact, the state of thincrs de
scribed in the last three chapters is singularly like that ~hich 
existed in the time of the first three. The real key of the 
position probably lies in the early part of Manasseh's reign, 
when he undid Hezekiah's work, was invaded by Esarhaddon, 
and carried captive to Babylon. The city probably suffered 
greatly at the time; hence the subsequent repairs (2 Chron_ 
xxxiii. 14-16). We sometimes wonder what Dr. Driver, and 
others, would accept as sufficient proof that these chapters 
are Isaiah's. If we show points of resemblance, we are told 
that they prove nothing; they may have been quoted, as 
Jeremiah quoted his predecessors. If we show that the same 
word is frequently used for the same thing, we are told that 
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this is to be ~xpected _i1;t the prophetic Scriptures; and we 
cannot deny 1t. Tradition and repute count as nothinO' .. 
Some critics have no difficulty in supposing that these ma(l'ni
ficent chapters should have been written by a nameless 
personage during the exile, and appended to writings which 
were a hundred and fifty years older, and passed under his 
name. In vain we point out that parts of A have certain 
g-erms of thought which are fully developed and portrayed 
m B. In vain we remind the critics that there is nothing 
more extraordinary in Cyrus1 or his dynasty2 being named 
by Isaiah than there is in Josiah being named by the man of 
God who went to Bethel. The matter finally becomes a sort 
of "word-game." Lists upon lists have been ,made of words 
and expressions which are in A and not in B, or which are 
in B and not in A ; and the gist of Dr. Driver's argument is, 
that there are a great many words in B which are not in A, 
and that therefore the writer of A did not write B. In 
dealing with such an argument, we need much care and skill 
lest we should prove too much. Had Isaiah got to the end of 
his vocabulary when he had written A? The case may fairly 
be put thus. Here are certain passages in B which have a 
general resemblance to passages in A ; we should therefore 
expect the same set of words to be used in each ; but we do 
not always find them; in fact, the differences are so marked 
that, taken in connection with the lack of Assyrian foreground, 
the presence of the names of Cyrus, etc., we come to the con
clusion that we have a distinc~ document, and that written at 
a much later time. To put it in Dr. Driver's words, "The 
.accustomed marks of Isaiah's hand cease, and new conceptions 
and new phraseology make their appearance . . . the difference 
is one of mental habit-in other words, of personality" (pp. 
208, 209). 
· One would not like rashly to oppose any conclusion which 
has been arrived at by so patient and candid a student 3:s 
Dr. Driver; but it seems curious that he illustrates his pos1-
f;ion from St. John and St. Paul, of whom he says that they 
preserve each, in all that they wrote, the same individualities 
of conception and expression (p. 209). We .sh?1;1ld have 
thought that, having in view the linguistic pecuhar1~1es of the 
Pastoral Epistles and the Apocalypse, the conclusion would 
have been otherwise. 

1 Dr. Driver follows Mr. Sayce in believing that Cyrus_was a po_lytheist 
because he repaired heathen temples. We hop~ he will abstarn from 
drawing a similar conclusion from the former pohcy of our Government 
in India. 

2 Cyrus' grandfather was named Cyrus. He may have had a prede
cessor of the 8ame name in the time of Isaiah. 

2 Q 2 -
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_ Dr. Driver's views of the linguistic differences between A 
and B do not satisfy us. To our mind he has unconsciously 
undervalued not only the linguistic but also the structural 
relationship between A and B, and, above all, he has under
estimated the wealth of language and thought with which 
such a man as Isaiah was endued, and which he could pour 
out when under the special elevating influence of the Holy 
Spirit. This point was well worked out by Professor Stanley 
Leathes some years ago. 

If, indeed, it could be shown that the Hebrew of B was 
considerably later than that of A, the case would have been 
different. Dr. Driver says that "the language of B is rela
tively free from the marks of a later style, but not so free as 
the language of A." We have not enough of contemporary 
literature to speak decidedly as to the dates of expressions. 
Even arainaisms do not always prove a late date; they may 
be provincialisms. Curiously enough, Dr. Driver only gives 
us one sam~le of an aramaic word in B, viz., the word ir,~.::, 
(Ke-echad), m Isa. lxv. 25. But this is a good Hebrew word; 
the aramaic form is to be found in ·Daniel, and is spelled 
differently. What Dr. Driver meant to say is probably that 
the word given above· does not happen to be found in the 
extant writings of any author earlier than this book, unless 
:indeed the Book of Ecclesiastes may be so reckoned. It is 
found, however, with a slightly different punctuation and 
sense, as far back as Gen. iii. 22 ; and in its adverbial sense it 
is only a condensation of a common expression which may be 
seen in Numb. xiv. 15. 

But we must draw to a conclusion. It is possible that 
Dr. Driver is right, and that the writings of some later 
prophets have been incorporated with those of Isaiah. But 
it is not · probable. It is far more likely that such writings, 
if discovered at about the time of the return from captivity, 
would be connected with other works of the same date. 
There would be absolutely no reason for appending them to 
Isaiah rather than to one of the later propliets ; in fact, the 
probabilities would be all against it. Certainly it would not be 
easy to find any lines of argument more likely to influence the 
general reader than those given in Dr. Driver's book; but after 
all the student may venture at least to keep ·1;t1s · mind in 
solution, and to wait. Some people think that Shak~speare's 
works are not his. Possibly three hundred yJars' bence they 
will be ascribed to Mr. Gladstone. If works off s~Jte a date 
are thought by some to be of uncertain atithorship,'we must 
not be surprised tha,t the integrity of Isaiah shouhl:be doubted i 
Lut at the same time it would be folly to throw overboard the 
traditional view of a book which has travelled, down intact 
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through more than 2,000 years, except on the strength of facts 
and arguments (linguistic or otherwise) which carry absolute 
conviction with them. 

Even Canon Driver's book may be discovered hereafter to 
be the work of two authors, one a D.D. (as on the title-paO'e), 
the other an M.A. (as on the cover of the book); one giving 
positive expositions of the text, the other criticising the author
ship; one under the influence of Assyrian inscriptions, the 
other inspired by a Hebrew concordance. It has been said of 
some heretics that they are right in their affirmations and 
wrong in their ne~tives; and it is true of some critics also. 
We trust that Dr. vriver will throw the weight of his name. and 
fame into the scale of positive truth, and not allow himself 
to be tempted further into the paths of destrm?tive criticism. 

R. B. GIRDLESTONE. 

---®{©---

ART. III.-NEW EVIDENCE AS TO THE ORIGIN AND 
MEANING OF 'EIIIOYlIO:S IN THE LORD'S PRAYER. 

AFTER the exhaustive treatise upon s'11",Gu0'10; by the present 
Bishop of Durham in the Appendix to his work, "On a 

Fresh Revision of the English New Testament," published in 
1871, it would be mere presumption to enter the arena of the 
controversy respecting this important word without having 
fresh evidence to adduce as to its origin or meaning. In that 
treatise Dr. Lightfoot did break fresh ground and did adduce 
fresh evidence, but the importance of this fresh evidence does 
not seem to have been duly appreciated, consisting as it does 
of a single, isolated, intei:jectional expression in a Greek comic 
author. I hope that the new evidence which I have been 
enabled to discover, and am about to adduce, will place the 
conclusions at which he has properly arrived upon an ab
solutely certain and impregnable basis. 

But it will be desirable first to give a slight sketch of the 
present condition of the controversy, as, probably, it is not 
every reader of the CHURCHMAN that has made a special study 
of it, with all the stores of learning that have been lavished, 
and indeed thrown away upon it, simply for want of evidence, 
which has been all the while close at hand, but has been 
most unaccountably overlooked . 
. As to its ori~in, 'sr.,~0~10, ~as, been derived (1) fro~ ~'ll'1i,a,,. 

either through its participle ,mw~, or through the fe~mme of 
that participle, ii e'11'10VO'a, which had become l?ract1cally a 
substantive; (2) from ,T,a,, through the preposition i1ri and 
the substantive ouO'ia. This latter derivation admits of any 



526 New Evidence as to tke Origin and Meaning 

amount of theological subtilizing, but cannot be traced to any 
source earlier than Ori()'en ( de Orat. 27), who gives it the 
preference over (1), which he also mentions to reject later on 
m the same chapter of the same treatise. 

The objections to (1) are purely subjective and theological. 
The objections to (2) are purely objective, grammatical, and 

historical. 
As to history and tradition, Bishop Lightfoot proves con

clusively that the earliest authorities and versions give trans
lations which unquestionably connect the word with ,i E'7l'1ou11a 
,i,1J.;pa. The Apocryphal Gospel according to the Hebrews, 
whose weight in the controversy consists in its early date, 
even goes so far as to use the word Mahar, "to-morrow," in its 
paraphrase. The Curetonian Syriac translates Matt. vi. 11: 
"And our bread continual of the day give to us;" and Luke xi. 
~: "And give us the bread continual of every day." Of the 
Egyptian versions, the Memphitic in Matt. vi. 11, neglecting 
the contradiction in terms, has "Our bread of to-morrow, 
give it to us to-day," but in Luke xi. 3, " Our bread that cometh, 
give it to us daily." The Thebafo version translates Matt. vi. 
11, "Our bread that cometh, give Thou it to us to-day." The 
Old Latin version renders s 1r1oorr1ov by quotidian urn in both 
Evangelists, and this rendering has happily been preserved in 
our own Church and to our own day, and will ere long be 
proved to be as correct, both theologically and grammatically, 
as any that can be furnished by either the Latin language 
or our own. 

In the Journal of Philology there appeared (vol. v.) in 
1874 an article on E'7l'10011io. with the signature "W. Kay," which 
is manifestly intended as a reply to Dr. Lightfoot's treatise, 
and deals with his conclusions m an extremely arbitrary and 
authoritative manner. Mr. Kay attempts to meet the argu
ment that, though '"Efrnvrrio; is correctly formed from '7l'Egi and 
,ip,;, the form from s'7l'i and ,;µ,, would be 1'7l'ou1110,, not e;rioua,o,, 
by bringing forward the co-existence of such words as e'7l"io;rro, 
and i'7l'o'7l'r°', e'7t'1avilav1,J and i\Z)c.:vMr/,J. But he entirely neglects 
Li"htfoot's incontrovertible statement that "all these words, 
without exception, were originally written with the digamma 
/'7l'iFo'7l'ro,, e'71"1FavMv/,J, etc., so that elision was out of the question, 
and even when the digamma disappeared in pronunciation or 
was replaced by a simple aspirate, the old forms maintained 
their ()'round." He moreover neglects the known existence of 
the w~rd E'7l'ou11,w/h1;, which goes far to disprove the possibility 
of th~ c~mpound derivative of i'7l'/ and oiiafa being E'7l'10{,11,o, rather 
than e'7l'ourr,o;. 

But Mr. Kay goes on to take what he unfortunately terms 
"stronger ground" : 
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It is unquestionable (be says) that no such form as i1rwv is anywhere 
!o ~e f?u~d., Consequently we must admit that the present participle of 
,1r,,vm 1s e:rruav, unless some very good reason can be pl'oduced for leaving 
i1re"iva, destitute of a present participle. For, when we find in actual use 
the following correspondent sets of phrases : · · 

(1) TO 1rapo,,, 0 1rapwv vvv xpovo,, ,, 1rapov11a ••vv 11/l•pa 
(2) rO i1r1.0v, 0 i1riWv xpOvo{;, 1i E1rwVcra 1iµEpa, ' 

it seems little short of a certainty that the participles of the latter set no 
less than those of the former (with which they stand in sharp contr;st) 
are to be taken as coming from e1vm. ' 

];[ere it may be remarked that it is equally hard upon 
im,vai to take its acknowledged participle i1r,wv from it, and 
hand it over to •1r,ivai, thus leaving it destitute of a participle; 
or, if Mr. Kay does not intend to go so far as that, but means 
i1r,itai and im•vm to have a common particip~e, imwv, that it is 
cru,el to i1r,,va, to force it to be in continual hot water with 
•1riivm, with whom it has hitherto lived on amicable terms, 
respecting which of the two the participle imwv belongs to in 
each particular case. 

But the real fact is that i1r€1va, does possess a participle, 
•:rrwv, well-known to Plato and Demosthenes, though unknown 
to the controversialists upon i1rwu11w,. Plato has it twice, in 
the "Lysis," 217 C., o1ov To i1r6v, where i1rov is a certain correc
tion of Heindorf's for fr, /iv ; and in the " Parmenides," 132 C., 
o i1r, '/l"U<HIJ i,iivo TO VOrJ/la i1rov voii. Demosthenes has it in the 
"Oration against Meidias," p. 517, line 15, i1rovTo, Tov <f>6~ov TouTov. 

:( think the false analogy between 1repwv1110, and i1rwu11w, may 
now be dropped, and the claims of i1r, and ,Zvm to have origi- .. 
nated i1rwu11w, set aside for ever. . 

But the second grand point that Mr. Kay makes against.: 
Dr. Lightfoot's view that ,:rrwvaw, is derived from [,,.J imovaa 
[,)µ,pa] is this : 

There is a serions reason against this derivation. Such a prayer as 
"Give us this day the bread of to-morrow" is both harsh in itself a!!~ at 
variance with what Christendom generally has understood by the pet1t10n. 

But why has Mr. Kay neglected_ the eviden~e, which, Dr. 
Lio-htfoot has been the first to brmg forward, m proof that 
,1 ,~wv11a docs NOT in itself sio-nify" to-morrow"? This first piece 
of evidence is contained in° a speech in the " Ec~lesiazusre '' of 
Aristophanes in which very early in the mornmg (,ea, To, :rrpur 
iipS-pov y' iariv (line 20), ' .. 'tis close on daybreak") Praxagora 
exclaims, line 105 : 

-ro{1rov ye rot, vrJ r1Jv i1rwVaav rjµEpav, 
ro'/l.µ11µa To'/1.µwµ,v TOWVTOV ollvu,a. 

On this account I swear by the on-coming day, 
We are venturi~g upon this great enterprise. 

Ther(,'} v;, TYJV avp,ov would have been clearly out of place, and it 
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is manifest that ,j imoiiaa ,jµ,pa, "the on-coming day," is something 
different from ,j a,,piov, the morrow. 

But possibly Mr. Kay considered this passage by itself to be 
evidence too slight and isolated to be worth dealing with. I 
do not think anyone will be able to entertain any such 
opinion with regard to the passage, which (secondly) I aru 
now about to adduce from the " Crito" of Plato, p. 44, A. 
In this, very early in the morning (up&poc (3a!:vd, Crito is repre
sented as coming to Socrates and informing him that the 
fatal ship had an·ived at Sunium, and that on the morrow 
Socrates must end his life. The dialogue then proceeds : 

SocnATES: "Well, Crito, with good luck may it, he! If so it pleases 
the gods, so let it be. I don't, however, think it will arrive to-da,11 
( ri,µEpov)." CHITO : "Whence do you infer this?" SocRATRS : "I will 
tell you. I presume I am to be put to death the day after that on which 
the ship arrives." CRITO : "At any rate, so say the authorities in the~e 
matters." SOCRATES: "Well, I don't think it will arrive on the 011-corning 
day (rii!.' briou,nn; ,jµ;pac=rqµEpov), but on the next (rik ir;pa,). And I 
infer it from a vision, which I have seen this night a little previously ; 
and it seems that you forbore to wake me very opportunely." Cnrro : 
".And what was the vision?'' SoctUTES : "Methought a lady, handsome 
and comely, dressed in white, calJed me aud said, 'Socrates, on the t/iird 
day thou wilt come to fertile Phthia."' 

Three days are here mentioned. The first is termed both 
T)Jf<Epov and rijc ,1rwvm1s, the second rijc iripac, and the third 
r11 vunpai,, [rijc Mpac]. Hence it is clear that in the early morn
ing, the day, of which the major part is yet to come, is repre
sented by ,j ,movua. This makes it manifest that ,j ,r.wvua is not 
in itself equivalent to ,j avpwv, although very often the context 
allows it to be so used. 

Thirdly, there is also a passage in the Acts of the Apostles 
in which, if the usual punctuation and syntactical arrangement 
be retained, r,J imovup is led by the following r,J Mp<1 to bear the 
same signification as in the above-cited passage from the 
"Crito" of Plato. In Acts xx. 15 we read: icaicii~w (from 
Mitylene) ll11"07rAEVITaJJTEC, TY E1rtOVl1'1 1'llT1}VTJJUaµEv avracpv Xiov, ry OE .,.;/J'I 
1rapEf;ClAOf<EV Ei!; l:aµov, rii /3' •xoµEvp ij)..!JoµEv Eis MD\1JTOV. The Revised 
Version translates: "And sailing from thence, we came the 
following day over against Chios, and the next day we touched 
at Samos, and the day after we came to Miletus." 

This translation gives us, according to the common accep
tation of r,J E7rwvup, FOUR days from Mitylene to Mi1etus, two of 
which are taken up in getting "over against Chios," which 
seems an unconscionable time by the map. We have (1) the 
day of starting ; (2) the following day, r,J i1rwfop; (3) the 
"next" day, rii Mp<1, which ought to have been rii rp,ry, but 
which cannot be equivalent to rii rpirp; and (4) •ii •xoµin,1 
(rijc Mpad. 
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But if St. Luke-the ship having, as a matter of course, 
made an early start-has used rj A1rwvrrp in the same way as 
Plato an~ Aristoph~ne~, we have only three days for the · 
v_oy~t\'e, '!ith ry ,.,.;p,;i m its ~roper place and with its proper 
s1gmtication. Thus, comparmg the three days expressed as 
above by Plato with the three days of St. Luke, we have: 
Plato (1) j "J.l'"fov,, (2) rii!; Mpa,. (3) rj v,mpai,;i [r1k Moa,] 

'rl]!; E7rtDVl11)!;, ' • 
St. Luke (1) rj i1rw1111y, (2) rj Mp,;t, (3) ry •xoµ;vy [rfjc Mpa,], 

But I admit that if ry i7rlov11y of St. Luke be taken, contrary 
to the rhythm of the passage and the general agreement of 
commentators, with the preceding ci1ro1rX£foavr,i:, the days corne. 
out correctly, and my reasoning falls to the ground. 

Fourthly, let us consider the passage in Proverbs (xxvii. 1) 
in which ,; ,1rwv11a occurs, and see whether the expression does 
or does not fall under the signification above established from 
Plato. The English translation corresponds so nearly with. 
the Hebrew that it would be mere pedantry to refer to tqe 
Hebrew original. The proverb runs : "Boast not thyself of 
to-morrow, for thou lmowest not what a day may [ or willJ 
bring forth." Now what day is here indicated by a clay? It 
cannot well be the morrow, for it simply spoils the proverb to 
paraphrase: "Boast not thyself of to-morrow, for thou knowest 
not what to-morrow may bring forth." Surely a clciy must be 
used-the general for the particular-with special reference 
to the day's space between now and to-morrov,. Thus the 
meaning, as deduced from the Hebrew, will be : " Boast not 
thyself of to-morrow, because thou knowest not what may or 
will ha_£pen between now and to-morrow." Now let us take 
the LXX. of the verse : Mq 1<avxw ra ,ii; avpw,,, oi, yap yivWl11CE<(: .,., 

.,.,1;,.,.ai ,, i7rlov11a, Here we have no choice between may and 
will, but the translation must run : " Boast not with regard 
to to-morrow, for thou knowest not what the on-coming day 
will bring forth." Is it not preferable, and much more cor
responding to the spirit of the proverb, to understand ;, i1r,ov11a, 
"tlie on-coming day," in the sense established from Plato and 
Aristophanes, and perhaps St. Luke also, than to consider it a 
mere synonym of ;, avpwv? Thus the Greek of the LXX. will 
be not a literal translation, but an extremely vivid and correct 
gloss upon and paraphrase of the original Hebrew. . 

Fifth1y! ther~ is a passage in Xenophon's "Anabas1s" (i: ~. 
1 and 2) m which the two senses of i1rwfo,, appear to exhibit 
themselves in very close proximity. It runs as follows: 

At the third halting-place Cyrus holds a review of the Greeks and the 
.Asiatics in the plain at midnio-ht for he thought that at the oncoming 
dawn (elr; rqv i1rwv11av •w) the ki":ig ~ould arrive with his army to fight. 
And he ordered Clearchus to lead the right wing and Meno i.t.te Thessalian 
the left, but arrayed his own people himself. And after the review, with 



530 Urigin and Meaning of Enwua-wr; in the Lord's Prayer. 

the oncoming day (lIµa ry hrwvrn; ,jµlpi), deserters fram the great; king 
began arriving and giving Cyrus information respecting the king's army. 

Here Cyrus considers overnight that the king would 
probably attack him at dawn the next day. So that the sense 
of imov11a in Eh: ri/v ,,rwi'J.,.av ,w is equivalent to its ordinary expla
nation of" the morrow." But, after holding the review, wliich 
would take up a considerable time, and after dawn-for ,)µ!pa 
clearly implies a period in the day later than ,ws-•i hrwvO'a ,jµipa 

is used for the oncoming day, the day of which the dawn is 
already :east. Of course, the translation " oncoming " dawn 
or day will suit both places; but in the first case the day in 
questron is not yet come, while in the second it is already 
somewhat advanced, and the major part of it is yet to come, 
thus agreeing with the quotations above given from Plato and 
Aristophanes. 

Ancf now what is the practical outcome of all this, over and 
above the establishment of Dr. Lightfoot's view of the origin 
and meaning of '"'°""'°s 1 Even this, that we have in the sense 
of iJ imov11a, as thus established, the ground and reason of the 
alternative formulre of St. Matthew and St. Luke in the Lord's 
prayer. 

In Matt. vi. 11 we have: "Give us this day (11hµ•pov) our 
daily bread, rav aprov TOI' E1rLOV<1LOV, rov aprov T'{I!;' E1rLOV<11J!:, the bread of 
the on-coming day, of the day, the major part of which is yet 
to come. This, then, is the proper formula for a morning 
prayer, or a prayer said at the beginning of, or early in the 
day. 

In Luke xi. 3 we find: "Give us day by day (ro icaS-' ,jµlpav) 

our daily bread." Here, ro icaS-' ,jµlpav being allowed to have its 
full distributive force, we must be supposed to ask at any 
time for the bread of the on-coming space of a day, reckoning 
from the moment of using the prayer. 

A. H. WRATISLAW. 
26, Market Place, Rugby. 

ART. IV.-" TEACHING OF THE TWELVE APOSTLES." 

THIS book may now be considered as fairly settled in its 
proper place among our literary possessions. The story 

of its discovery, its subJects and character, and the period to 
which it is to be assigned, is now pretty generally understood. 
A fresh accession to the documents of a most interesting and 
most obscure stage of Church history, and to ecclesiastical 
literature in its scantiest and feeblest stage, is not only an im
portant fact in itself, but suggests the possibility that other 
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like treasures may lurk in Eastern monasteries which another 
Bryennius may hereafter bring to light . 

. The five years which have p~ssed since publication hav.e 
g1y~°: space for all the suspici?1;1s, debates and searching 
criticism~ which such an appar1~10n from the distant past 
must excite. It has been recognised as the book mentioned 
by Eusebius and Athanasius in the enumeration of sub-apos
tolic documents ; and by a general consensus of competent 
opinion it has been assigned to the earliest part of the second 
century, possibly even to the close of the first. As a book of 
instructions and directions, it may properly bear the title of 
"The oldest Church Manual," which Dr. Schaff has given it in 
his useful published account. The main questions being thus 
settled, those who could contribute nothing of consequence to 
their settlement have now scope to make their observations, 
and take part in estimating the character and value of the 
new acquisition. 

The library of the Church is a grand and imposing spectacle, 
and the history of its formation is a study m itself. There 
seemed no promise at first of the immense intellectual activity 
and culture which it now represents. Let us take the literary 
survivals of successive periods as exhibited on its successive 
shelves. On the highest shelf stand in solitude the Holy 
Scriptures, compact and solid, pregnant with the ideas which 
have made the life of the Church, and dominated the thought 
of the world, condensing materials to be utilized in the labours 
of ensuing- ages. These labours do not appear at once. In 
the next hne a little narrow shelf reJ_)resents the generation 
between the Apostles and the Apologists. That second shelf 
contains but very few and very • slight productions, marked 
with the names of Clement, Barnabas, Hermas, Ignatius, Poly
Cfl.rp, and some fragments secured from later quotation or 
report. It is on this shelf that we now place another thin 
little volume, lettered as " Teaching of the Twelve Apostles." 
We look with some surprise on this small collection, which 
gives such faint reflection of the writings which preceded, 
and are far from being an earnest of those which will follow. 
It is not at this time in literature that the intellect of 
Christians finds vent. It even seems that it is still true that 
"not many wise are called." But if the Church is not writing, 
it is growing. The knowledge of Christ, mighty for the con
science and the life, mighty to convert and sanctify, to spread 
from heart to heart and city to city, mighty to create pure 
examples, bold testimonies, and noble martyrdoms-thi~ know
ledge, as knowledge, could not in the nature of thmgs be 
intellectually mastered at once. In the presence of" unsearch
able riches " the mind is for a time arrested before the real 
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search begins, and such possessions are at first appropriated 
in fragments and developed by the impulses of controversies 
or occasions. We are too much accustomed to think of 
primitive Christians as advanced in spiritual knowledo-e, and 
as explicitly conscious of all that their faith implicitly con
tained. But this is to ignore the natural conditions of mental 
growth, and to ascribe to communities in different stages of 
formati_on a common possession of the entire New Testament, 
of a .settled canon, ana of a mature theology. 

There are thus two thoughts which arise in our minds in 
passing from the apostolic to the sub-apostolic remains. First, 
the divine stamp on the canonical Scriptures stands out in 
strong relief from the contrast with works so near in time, so 
incalculably distant in character. The clearness and the 
depth, the fulness and the force of the apprehension of the 
thmgs of Jesus Christ in St. Paul, St. Peter, and St. John, are 
felt as communications from the Lord Himself, made to them 
and through them for universal and perpetual information. 
The origination of our Gospels and Epistles from ordinary 
human motive, on the level of thought with which we soon 
become familiar, is seen to be a supposition impossible to en
tertain. 

In the second place, we are reminded that, as a matter both 
of natural probability and of historic fact, time was needed 
for these writings themselves to be collectively known and 
recognised, and for their teachings, when known, to be 
thoroughly understood and assimilated, in the various mental 
habits which men had "received by tradition from their 
fathers." 

These observations have their bearing on the present 
subject, modifying our criticism of this little book as well as 
of its compamons on the same shelf. Unreasonable expecta
tions naturally entail unreasonable disappointments, and tend 
to depreciate the estimate we may form below what is just 
or fair. 

The book is by an unknown author, apparently in a Jewish
Christian community, and its disappearance in later time may 
be attributed, partly to this special cast and colouring, which 
connected it with a swiftly vanishing element in the Church, 
partly to change of times, which made some of its ecclesiasti
cal ~irections no l~nger 3:pplicable, and partly to the repro
duct10n and expans10n of its moral teachmgs in larger works, 
notably in the Apostolical Constitutions, which retain the 
language as well as incorporate the matter of the Didache. 

The name ..:l,oa,cil r~, owosxa a-;TMrt"w1 is enlaro-ed by a second 
and fuller title, as "Teaching of the Lord by the Twelve 
Apostles to the Gentiles." This represents the Apostles not as 
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authors of the book, but as channels of the instruction which 
it contains. As reproduced in a later book, " The Canons of 
the Holy Apostles," the several parts of the teachino- are 
assigned to the several Apostles, as was also the case with the 
sentences of the Apostles' Creed. But there is no such fiction 
here. The teaching is that of the Lord Jesus. It comes 
through the Apostles whom He had chosen. It is here pre
sented as instruction for the Gentiles-who nre afterwards 
spoken of as coming to baptism, and so having to learn the 
character of their new life. The specification of" the Twelve" 
on_ the one side, and of "the Gentil_es" on ~h~ other, is quite 
s~1tab~e to the atmosphere of a J~w:sh-Chn~tian community; 
of which the whole tone of the little book 1s redolent. This 
,character is fully exhibited in Dr. Taylor's le.ctures before the 
Royal Institution ; and the rabbinical learning of the Master 
of St. John's has made him the most competent commentator 
from that point of view. There is even an appearance of its 
being:a Christianized form of an accustomed Jewish teaching 
to proselytes, which would account for the line taken, as well 
as for many separate expressions. Dr. Salmon, in his valuable 
" Introduction to the New Testament," has, I think, exagger
ated the effect of this impression : 

If [be says] the Didacbe, as we know it, was a work of very limited 
circulation and influence, which spread but little aud slowly outside the 
purely Jewish section of the Church, it ceases to be of much importance 
in the history of the Christian Church : but it even gains in importance 
when regarded as a contribution to the history of Judaism, exhibiting the 
religious training received by pious Jews before the Gospel was preached 
to them (p. 614). · 

I cannot see that this is a reasonable conclusion. Admitting 
that the use of the book was limited, and (for reasons already 
given) soon superseded, its value as testimony remains, and 
any contemporary testimony which we can obtain of the mind 
and habit of the Christian Church in that obscure period of 
its history must be precious information. Testimony from 
any section of the Church is important, and not least from a 
section which lies nearest to the original stock, though cleav
ino- to it as a partially developed offset. Thinking thus, we 
fe~l that we have come, not upon a fruitless discovery, but 
upon one that makes substantial contributions to our know
ledge of doctrinal and ecclesiastical history at that most inter-
esting stl}ge of it of which least is known. . . 

The little book is continuous, but has been d1v1ded by 
Bryenniu~ into sixteen chapters. The lar$'~r divisi~ns, accord
ino- to suq1ect, are adopted differently by different writers. But 
th~re is one distinct and obvious division at the end of the 
sixth chapter. There ends the teaching called" the two ways," 



534 "Teaching of the Twelve Apostles.". 

being instruction in Christian morals, incorporating much of 
the Sermon on the Mount. This is a charge addressed to the 
individual catechumen in the second person singular, and in 
certain parts as" my child" (-rehou µ,ou). The rest of the book 
is a liturgical and ecclesiastical directory addressed in the 
second person plural to the Church or its members, ending 
with a high-toned warning on the Lord's coming and intima
tions of the last things. 

FIRST PART. 

. This is described as the Teaching of the Two Ways, the way 
of life largely, and the way of death briefly, set forth; meaning 
the moral habits and characters' which belong to these two 
opposite conditions. It is to this division of the book that 
the title of the Didache seems properly to belong, for which 
opinion I would give three reasons. 1. All that is found in it 
may justly be described as "Teaching of the Lord by the 
Twelve Apostles," whereas the next section reports no teaching 
of the Lord Jesus, and deals with contingencies of later time 
than that of the Twelve. 2. It seems that the word o,oax~ 
early acquired a recognised meaning as applying to Christian 
morals rather than to ecclesiastical directions. This is the 
tone in which it is largely used in the later Epistles, e.g., the 
Bishop appointed by Titus must be a man "holding fast the 
faithful word, which is according to the teaching "--rou xa-ru 
du 01oux~u mmii ,,6you; and this is said to be a word which will 
qualify him both to exhort in healthful doctrine and to convict 
the gainsayer. Here, xa-ra nlu o,ou;d~ is plainly a reference to 
some recognised scheme of instruction which would have these 
effects ; and it would be known in difforent Churches with 
various modifications, but in substantial identity ; and I think 
such a form as we have here would be a fair representation of 
a certain aspect and a certain portion of it. 3. The document 
itself seems to appro:eriate the title to this first portion. It 
commences, after recitmg the two great comma~dments, "Now 
of these words the teaching is this:" and it closes, "See that 
none lead thee astray from this way of the teaching." For 
these reasons it seems to me that the authoritative title is 
proper to this first section, and the rest of the book is not the 
Didache, but an appendix to it . 

. With regard to tbis section it will be enough to say that it 
is based on the second table of the Decalogue, as interpreted 
in the Sermon on the Mount, the very words of which are 
largely ado:pt~d and repeat~~; and_ that its own devel9pme1:1ts 
of th1s Christian law are spmtual, m the sense of dealmg with · 
inward dispositions as well as outward acts, and practical, in 
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the sense of various applications, and also of distinct bearing 
on the surrounding state of morals, as is evident in such 
additions as OU '71'(1.JOO<poog~lfEI,, OU µ,aye{uw;, OU <pagµ,a'XEU(fEf~, OU rpoveu1m. 
•rfavov sv <po°!Jogif, ouoe ym71°!Jh U'7f'Ol!ime7;. It is practical also in the 
checks and modifications which must attend, and are meant 
to attend, the application of principles to facts. Thus, after 
the charges about the receiving a blow on the right cheek, the 
being compelled to go a mile, the taking away of the cloak, 
and the giving to everyone that asks, there follow words 
precautionary against mischievous consequences that may 
be allowed to ensue : 

Blessed is be that giveth according to the commandment, for be is 
guiltless ; but woe t~ him that taketb ; for, if indeed one taketb, having 
need, be shall be gmltless ; but he who bath no need shall give account 
why he took, and for what purpose, and coming under arrest, srall be 
examined concerning what he did, and shall not go out thence till he pay 
the last farthing. But concerning this also it bath been said, Let thine 
alms sweat into thine hands till thou know to whom thou shouldest give 
(chap. i.). 

These warning words to those who might encroach on the 
large charity of Christians, and these admonitions to those 
who administer to be considerate, are evidence that the divine 
principles were taken as real obligations, and were being acted 
out in the community. 

I read also a proof of the same practical spirit in the closing 
words of the whole first section, the "teaching" properly so 
called: 

See that no one lead thee astray from this way of the teaching, for 
apart from God does be teach thee. For if indeed thou art able to bear 
the whole yoke of the Lord, thou shalt be perfect ; but if thou art not 
able, what thou art able this do. But concerning food, what thou_ art able 
bear; but of that which is offered to idols beware exceedingly, for it is a 
worship of dead gods (chap. vi.). 

Many have remarked on the tolerant SJ>irit which lays on 
the disciple only such burdens as he is able to bear, while no 
compromise is allowed in regard to the ,Jow1,.60uv-a. Nor can any
one fail to observe the relation to the discussion in Acts xv., 
in verbal coincidences as well as in the spirit of the conclusions 
arrived at. It is generally assumed that the ceremonial law 
of the Jews is in this place intended by " the yoke of the 
Lord." We know how familiar was the expression "the yoke 
of the Law;" but "the yoke of the Lord" is surely another 
thing. It, may not have the free spiritual meaning with which 
the Lord Himself applied it in "~ake MY. yoke upon you;" 
but it must, I think, represent a Christiamzed code of "the 
customs" (Acts xx. 21) of life and devotion, which is here re
commended to the disciples as a godly rule and counsel of per
fection. · To impose it in its old form and stringent obligation 
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would be to "lead them astray from this way of the teach
ing." 

'In the "teaching," taken as a whole, the chief disappoint
ment and main defect is the absence of motive. Spiritual and 
practical in the senses already indicated, in this respect it is 
neither spiritual nor practical. We must take it for what it 
is, a code of Christian morals; and we have no right to 
complain because it is not an exposition of doctrine, or an 
expression of devotion. But in the point now mentioned the 
contrast with the moral teaching of the New Testament is too 
striking to be passed without notice. If we compare it with the 
Sermon on the Mount (so much of which it reproduces)-where 
the living relations with the Father in heaven are kept in 
continual play upon the soul-or, again, with the o,orzx,h, or 
practical teaching in the latter :part of St. Paul's Epistles, 
in which the powers of the faith m Christ mingle with every 
charge and steal into every precept, we fool at once how power
less the very law of Christ appears when not pervaded by the 
truths and vitalized by the spirit of His Gospel. 

SECOND p ART. 

In passing from the Teaching on the Two Ways to the direc
tions which follow, we find ourselves in a region of less 
authority but of greater interest, as casting light on liturgical 
and ecclesiastical history at a period on which information is 
most scanty, and therefore most welcome. 

We begin from chapter vii. : "Now concerning baptism, 
thus baptize ye." Baptism is to be administered in the name 
of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost, in 
running water ; but allowance is given for other water, and 
warm if necessary, or by effusion thrice upon the head ; and a 
fast is to be kept for a day or two before. 

Fastings and prayers are to be so appointed as to distinguish 
the Christian from the Jewish observances. The Churches to 
which the document belongs are evidently in contact with a 
Judaism, from which they have at no distant time emerged, 
and the separation of the days observed by the two com
munities would be a fence between them, and a prevention of 
reabsorption. The fasting-days in the week are not to be the 
second and fifth, which are kept by " the hypocrites," but the 
fourth and the preparation day (the Jewish name for Friday as 
preceding the Sabbath-",iv flq,p~<fxw~ o t<fr1 '71'fOlfa{3,Srzrn," says St. 
Mark, speaking of the Lord's burial ; and the name occurs six 
times in the.Gospels). The reasons for the observance of these 
days in connection with our Lord's Passion are not stated, 
being plainly there understood, though in later writings fully 



"Teaching of the Twelve Apostles." 53'7 

explained. The adoption of our Lord's denunciatory words, 
" the hypocrites," is a further evidence of the nearness of the 
Jewish element, and of the shrinking from it. 

Prayer also is not to be " as the hypocrites, but as the Lord 
commanded in His Gospel." Then follows the Lord's Prayer 
with tw~ ve_ry slight variations, ending with the doxolo()'y'. 
"For Thme 1s the power and the glory for ev:er," and with the 
direction, "Thrice in the day pray ye thus." 

In what follows," concerning the Eucharist," there is nothin()' 
systematic, the purpose being only to give suggestions of som~ 
short liturgical forms, and some directions about those who 
may minister at the celebration; and this leads to further 
treatment of the subject of the ministry, and to orders and 
cautions which were then and there required concerning it. 
After this, in chapter xv., the keeping of Sunday brings us 
back to the Eucharist again. Nothing is said in either place 
about the reason or meaning of the act, nothing of the truths 
which it testifies, nothing of the sacrifice of the death of 
Christ, nothing of the Body and Blood. Neither is there any 
intentional account or distinct evidence of the order of cele
bration. All is taken as understood by those who knew their 
own customs, but by us can only be inferred from the expres
sions used, and from the order in which they occur. The 
inference appears to be this: 1. The whole celebration includes 
the Eucharistic meal (the xv~1axov o,7';;-m of 1 C0r. xi. 20, the 
agape, as it was also called), and closes with the sacramental 
act. 2. The course of proceeding keeps very nearly on the 
lines of the Paschal Supper,.as celebrated by the Lord and 
His disciples, and as ended by the act of institution. 

There is surely a great interest in this close adherence to 
the original type and to the Lord's own act, and through it in 
this perpetuation of the organic connection between the 
Eucharist of the old covenant and the Eucharist of the 
new. A Jewish-Christian Church had an advantage in this 
respect, which the Churches of the Gentiles did not and could 
not share. To the former the old associations of the sacred 
history, the inherited sweetness and solemnity of the Paschal 
feast, passed naturally into the Eucharistic meal, and made it 
a distinctly religious act, and .an introductory_part. of the cele
bration. To the latter such connections of feehng did not come 
naturally. To them the meal was simply an act of brotherly 
communion, an idea which had not sufficient practical power 
for its own sustained realization, as appears from. the scene 
depicted 1 Cor. xi. 20-22. It was only an aga:pe: _it c?uld be 
displaced from before the sacrament and used after it ; 1t could 
be laid aside altogether. The Apostles broug~t the custom 
from the Jewish into the Gentile Churches; but 1t had not for 
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them the same significance ; it had not the roots in the one soil 
which it had in the other. 

I have said that the order supposed is matter of inference. 
The following are grounds for it: the first prayer given is 
"about the cup," the second about the broken bread (xM<Jp,a). 
So it was in the Paschal meal: first, the cup and its benediction,1 

- then the bread broken, a part eaten, and a part reserved to 
the close, which latter part was the material which the Lord, 
at the close of the supper, broke and distributed in the act 
-0f institution. The prayers supplied for the cup and the 
'Y.°Aa<Jp,a are interesting : 

We thank Thee, our Father, for the holy vine of David Thy servant ( or 
-0hild, 1ra,i56r) which Thou madest known to us through Jesus Thy servant: 
to Thee be the glory for ever. We thank Thee, our Father, for the life and 
the knowledge which Thou madest known to us through Jesus Thy 
1iervant : to Thee be the glory for ever. Just as this broken bread was 
1icattered over the hills, and having been gathered together became one, so 
Jet Thy Church be gathered together from the ends of the earth into Thy 
kingdom : for Thine is the glory and the power, through Jesus Christ, for 
ever. 

• 
The formula for the cup seems a mystical enlargement of 

that for the first cup of the Passover, "Blessed art Thou, 
.Jehovah, our God, Who hast delivered the fruit of the vine." 
The holy vine of David made known by Jesus, may represent 
the life of the Church existing in Israel and concentrated in 
the line of David, but now revealed in Jesus the root and 
offspring of David, "the True Vine," from which the branches 
draw their life. The gist of both these thanksgivings is to 
make the eucharistic meal an act of participation in the life 
-Of the corporate Church, viewed in its stock and descent, in 
its gathering from the ends of the earth and in its final 
-entrance into the kingdom. Perhaps we, in our day, have 
something to learn from this. That the supper is here intended 
appears from the words "after that ye are filled," by which the 
next devotions are introduced. These ,are followed by voices 
which sound as an introduction to the sacramental act itself: 

Let grace come, and this world pass away ! Hosanna to the God of 
David. Whoever is holy let him come : whoever is not let him repent ! 
Maran-atha. Amen. 

The Aramaic word for "our Lord cometh," with which St. 
Paul closes the first Epistle to the Corinthians, as a kind of 
Christian watchword sealing the exclusion of those "who love 
not the Lord Jesus," here, on quite another side of the Church, 
where probably St. Paul's Epistles are unknown, breaks in 

1 The cup in the supper is distinguished from the cup in the institution 
(Luke :x:xii. 17-20). 
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with the like force, immediately (as I suppose) preceding the 
act which "shows the Lord's death till He come." It is 
observable also that the combination of the two pregnant · 
words, Hosanna Maran-atha, preserves the continuity of the 
Messianic Psalm used in the Jewish Liturgy for the Feast of 
Tabernacles, in which the Hosanna verse "Save now, we pray," 
is followed by the words, " Blessed is he that cometh in the 
name of the Lord," or (as in Dean Perowne's note) "according 
to the accents the rendering would be "Blessed, in the name 
of the Lord, be he that cometh." 

In this chapter x. the eucharistic subject is treated as 
following on that of baptism. In chapter xiv. it is resumed in 
connection with the Sunday. "On the Lord's Day of the 
Lord, xct-ra xug1ctx~v ils xug16u (so it is expressed), being assembled 
together, break bread and give thanks, Eux,ctp111-r~r1ct-r,." 

The name for the day, which occurs once in Scripture 
(Rev. i. 10), here appears as in common use in a formula which 
(Dr. Taylor observes) "is both Jewish and anti-Jewish; since 
it is framed on an Old Testament model, whilst it deposes the 
Sabbath from its ancient place as the day to be specially 
dedicated to the Lord. ' Sabbath of the Lord' occurs 
Lev. xxiii. 38, but the Christian no longer celebrates a Sabbath 
of the Lord; but a 'Lord's Day of the Lord.' " 

The main purpose of the assembly on this day is the 
Eucharistia, which, as appears from the former section, is the 
whole act of thanksgiving-worship; but in this place the 
character of sacrifice is made prominent, in connection with 
the passage, Malachi i. 11, so often cited by early writers: "In 
every place incense shall be offered unto My name, and a pure 
offering for My name is great among the Gentiles." The 
"offering" here is not zebach, representing death and atone
ment, but mincha, the meat-offerino-, with its libation which 
followed upon it, as expressing thankful communion, and this 
character naturally connected it with the Christian sacrifice 
of praise made after commemoration of the one pro~itiatory 
Sacrifice, in which a like sense of thankful commumon was 
expressed, and in which even the like material elements were 
us'1d. Here the passage is introduced as demanding that the 
offering shall be pure-a purity which is to be secured by 
previous confession of sins to God, and by a precedent re
conciliation among neighbours wherever controversy may 
exist. 

There is another subject of much interest on which light 
is thrown in the course of these directions. We find our
selves in a transition stao-e of the order and ministry of the 
Church. After the prescribed thanksgivings, it is added, "But 
suffer the prophets to give thanks as they will." Then follow 

2 R 2 
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directions which suppose the arrival of Apostles and Prophets, 
whose recognised office and inspiration give them a right of 
action independent of the regulations of the churches which they 
visit. It is expected that they will pray and give thanks as they 
are moved, that they may do abnormal and parabolic acts like 
the prophets of old, and may order special eucharistic feasts or 
other celebrations. The instructions to the Church with regard 
to the treatment of these visitors present a curious and, I think, 
inevitable mixture of confidence and suspicion. Every Apostle 
who comes is, according to the ordinance of the Gospel, to be 
received as the Lord ; but he is only to stay a day or two. If 
he remains three days he is a false prophet: and when he 
goes he must only take food for his next stage, and if he ask 
money, he is a false prophet. "Every prophet who speaks in 
the spirit ye shall not juage," and the danger of the unpardon
able sin is hinted. " But not everyone that speaketh in the 
spirit is a prophet, but only, if he have the ways of the Lord." 
If he orders a meal in the spirit and eats of it, he is a false 
prophet. "If in the spirit he says, ' Give me money,' ye 
shall not hear him ; but if for others in need he bids you give, 
let no one judge him." Christian travellers in like manner 
are to be carefully dealt with. Such a man is to be helped; 
but if he stays he must work. "Let no idler live with you 
as a Christian: such a one would make a gain out of Christ." 
If, on the other hand, a true prophet settles in the Church he 
is worthy of support, and is to receive the first-fruits of every
thing as under the Law, for the Prophets " are your High 
Priests." 

The first observation I make on all this is that it is entirely 
in accordance with the state of things revealed in the later 
Epistles-St. Paul's words about those "who made a gain of god
liness;" St. Peter's about "false prophets and teachers;" St. 
John's about "not believing every spirit," and about "those who 
say they are Apostles, and are not, but do lie;" St. Jude's about 
those "who in your love-feasts, when they feast with you, feed 
themselves without fear "-these words ill1mediately rise to our 
minds, and in this document we find ourselves still in much 
the same state of things in which those Epistles had placed 
us. It is strong evidence of the date. 

My second observation is upon the evident unfitness of such 
a system for continuance, and on the Divine wisdom which 
brought it gradually to an end. The recognised existence of 
immediate commissions and inspirations, taken in connection 
with the ease with which they could be alleged or simulated, 
must have created an ever-increasing anxiety, uncertainty, and 
embarrassment. Consider the power of mysterious spiritual 
influence, the uses to which it may be turned, and the strange 
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attraction which it has for a certain order of minds ; consider 
the excitements and strong impressions which border on 
spiritual possession, and may sometimes become possession of . 
a questionable kind ; consider the readiness of men and 
women to become adherents of persons who make bold pre
tens~ons, and of d?ctrines which suit. t~eir feelings or their 
fancies, and you will understand the difficulty and anxiety of 
discrimination, and the hesitation that must often have been 
felt between implicit deference and indignant r~jection. 
Thankful we may be that the methods fitly, and indeed 
necessa6ly, used at the opening of the kingdom of God 
dropped insensibly away as it assumed larger extenston and 
more organic form. 

1\'Iy last observation shall be that transit.ion to the per
manent system is here in progress, as a later direction shows. 
After the provisions for the purity of the eucharistic worship, 
it is said: 

Elect therefore to yourselves bishops and deacons worthy of the Lord, 
men meek, and not lovers of money, truthful and approved; for they too 
minister to you the ministry (>--Hrovpyov,n r~v AHrovpyiav) of the prophets 
and teachers. Therefore despise them not, for they are those that are 
honoured among you with the prophets and teachers. · 

The Apostles and Prophets belong to the initial stage of the 
Church ; the Bishops and Deacons to its permanent form. 
The first have a general commission, the second a local charge. 
The Apostles are plainly not of the company of the Twelve 
whose. name gives authority to the document; but •of the 
larger class, to which the title is extended, in a secondary 
sense, in a few passages of Scripture-men who are recognised 
as having a mission with credentials not by us easy to be 
traced, and whose name here appears as almost interch~nge
able with that of the Prophets. These unattached mimsters 
of the Church at large were needed in early communities 
which scarcely supplied persons qualified for teac~in&" and 
holy offices; but as the local ministry became qua!ified and 
settled this would take the place of the occasional and 
special' visitor-whose passing work of public ministry ~nd 
teaching would thus be locally and regularly. supplied. 
These offices, by the identification ,of their work with tha~ of 
the Prophets and Teachers and by its immediate connection 
with the Lord's Day and the Eucharisti~ Service, are vi~di
cated here from the secular and financial· character which 
recent theories have assigned to them. 

Here, too, as in the New Testament writings, we see the 
joint existence of these two ministries ; the one unattached 
'and specially empowered, the other local an~ systematically 
appointed. Apostles, Prophets, and Evangelists on the one 
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side; Bishops and Deacons on the other. We see also that. the 
second order, as it becomes qualified to do so, is intended to 
fulfil the functions of the first, and that the difficulties attend
ing special commissions and inspirations may naturally lead to 
their cessation. Attempts from time to time have been made 
for their supposed recovery, as in the Montanist heresy, as it 
has been called, though it was no heresy, but only an ex
travagance that became schismatic. It has lately been 
vindicated as a return to the primitive system. So it was, but 
at a time when the return was not permitted. It was out of 
date, and therefore untrue in its pretensions, and unhappy in 
its effects. The same must be said of the like attempts made 
under the same ideas, though in very different directions, by 
the Irvingites and the Plymouth Brethren. They have not 
understood the Divine wisdom which ordered that the early 
growth of the Church should have the assistance of pro
visional aids, which were to drop away, and did drop away, 
from its permanent form. · 

The directions close with the words: "But your prayers and 
your alms and all your acts so do ye as ye have it in the 
Gospel of our Lord." Then follows a conclusion like a sudden 
trumpet-not~ warning of the Lord's coming, with its signs and 
antecedent!;. Well-known words, which appear in our written 
Gospels and Epistles, are here heard as if everywhere sound
ing through the Church. 

Chap. xvi.: Watch for your life; let not your lamps be quenched, and 
let not your loins be loosed, but be ready : for ye know not the hour 
in which our Lord cometh. But often shall ye be gathered together, 
seeking the things that befit your souls ; for all the time of your faith 
shall not profit you, unless in the last time ye be perfected. For in the 
last days the false prophets and the corrupters shall be multiplied, and 
the sheep shall be turned into wolves, and love shall be turned into hate; 
for when lawlessness increaseth they shall hate and shall persecute and 
deliver up one another : and then shall appear the world-deceiver 
(o 1<011µ01r>..avoc) as Son of God, and shall do signs and wonders; and the 
earth shall be delivered into his bands, and he shall do unlawful things 
which have never been from the beginning. Then shall mankind come 
into the furnace of trial, and many shall be offended and perish ; and 
they that endured in their faith shall be saved by the curse itself. 

And then shall appear the signs of the truth ; first a sign of expansion 
in heaven, then a sign of a trumpet's voice, and the third a resurrection of 
the dead ; yet not of all, but as it is said : " The Lord shall come, and all 
his saints with Him." Then shall the world see the Lord coming upon 
the clouds of heaven. 

The document which we have reviewed leaves at first a dis
appo~nting impressi?n. T~e great _facts of the Gospel are not 
ment10ned, nor are its mam doctrmes referred to. save in the 
baptismal formula, and elsewhere by implication only. From 
this fact, and from its Judaic tone, one commentator (a 
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Roman Catholic) has ascribed its origin to an Ebionite com
munity at a later date. But there is no token of the Ebionite 
spirit, opinions, ?r prac:ices. There is nothing against its 
ort"!iodoxy but si1;1pl~ silence. There must be grounds ori 
which Jesus Christ is acknowledged as Lord, on which 
the teaching rests its authority, on which men seek and 
receive baptism in the triune Name, on which they keep the 
Lord's Day and celebrate the Eucharist. But it is not within 
the purpose of this document to state them ; and the brevity 
and reserve of its language accords with the early habit of 
treating the articles of the faith and the significance of the 
mysteries as matters for oral communication. It is a short 
manual of instruction to be given on the moral law of Chris
tianity, with directions for guidance of the Churches to which 
it belonged, on points on which such guidance was needed 
then and there. These things it does clearly, and it is not to 
be depreciated because it does not do something else. It 
indicates the cast of religion in a certain region of the Church, 
and that, so far as it goes, is a contribution to the history on 
the whole. It shows the Christian code marked by a practical 
adaptation to surrounding morals, but with a certain cbaracter 
of externalism, savouring of Jewish descent. It confesses 
Jesus Christ as Lord to the glory of God the Father. It 
appeals to the authority of "His Gospel," to which it makes 
frequent references, implying that a written form of it is 
known or accessible to all. The Gospel of St. Matthew, 
proper to Hebrew Christianity, appears to supply the great 
mass of these references, an\i thus we have fresh evidence of 
its existence. Single expressions which we find in St. Luke, 
and some instances of the special language of St. John, are 
no proof that they are extracted from written Gospels. 

The book also testifies to the administration of baptism in 
the name of the Father, the Son, and the Holy Ghost; to the 
habitual use of the Lord's Prayer by all members of the 
Church, and to the recognised sanctity of the Lord's pay as 
taking the place of the Sabbath. It exhibits initial specimens of 
liturgical forms to be used when no prophet is present whose in
spiration gives the ricrht to supersede them. It shows" the break
ing of bread," and th~ whole eucharistic celebration as proper to 
the Lord's Day, and as the central act of devotion, having the 
character of a sacrifice of thanksgjving, and expressing com
munion with the entire Church. ln regard to the organiza
tion of the Church, it exhibits a transitional stage, in which 
provisional inspirations and commissions are J?assing into the 
permanent ministry and order, and it clearly intimate~ what the 
character of that ministry is in respect to worship and to 
teaching. Finally, it is a fresh evidence of the ever-preserlt 
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expectation of the coming of the Lord which had such living 
power for the early Christians, which for us the lapse of time 
has made more faint, while it has, in fact, brought us nearer 
to its fulfilment. 

So early and independent a witness of these points is surely 
a distinct contribution to theological information, and an 
appreciable accession to historic evidence. 

T. D. BERNARD. 
___ .,,r" __ _ 

ART. V.-" ROBERT ELSMERE." 

IT is curious, as well as instructive, to note the varieties 
of attack which in one age or another are made on the 

Church of Christ.1 Now it is complained that she is indif
ferent to the wants of humanity, and the moral evil rampant 
in the world is charged upon her. Now it is affirmed that her 
continual interference with men's spiritual lives drives them 
to rebellion, when they would otherwise obey. It is com
plained at one time that she claims to exercise an authority 
which she does not possess; at another, that she possesses an 
authority which she will not exercise. According to one 
assailant, she fails because she does not preach the true Gospel 
committed to her; according to another, she fails because, 
though she preaches the Gospel committed to her, that Gospel 
is untrue. 

The authoress of the book under review maintains the last
named of these objections. Mrs. Ward nowhere appears to deny 
that the clergy honestly discharge the duty they have under
taken, but argues that it is impossible to discharge it with 
effect, because it is in itself falsehood. It is no error belonging 
to the present times of which she complains, no evil arising 
out of the ignorance, neglect, or sinfulness of previous genera
tions. Christianity, as it has always been known to men, is, 
according to her view, radically untrue. 

This will seem to most men a bold thing to say. A creed 
which has existed for more than eighteen hundred years, 
which has been accepted as true by the intellects of the 
wisest, and has satisfied the inward cravings of the holiest, 
men whom the world has produced, is hardly a thing, one 
.would have thought, to be assailed by a lady in a three-volume 
novel. While considering it, we cannot altogether divest our
selves of the frame of mind. with which Lord Exmouth's 

1 It may be said that "Robert Elsmere" is an attack on Christianity, 
rather than on the Church. But as the whole teaching of the Church, 
which is identical with Christianity, is assailed, this distinction is here of 
no consequence. 
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~ailors regarded the unhappy Turks in the harbour of Algiers 
m tJ:ie memorable bombardme~t of 1816, when they put to 
sea m a few shore boats, cuttmg crabs at every stroke to 
board the admiral's 120~gun ship! ' 

The eager interest with which the book has been received 
has b~en appealed to as an evidence of the truth of its main 
assertion, viz., that the world generally-the intelligent world, 
~t- all events - is beginning to discard Christianity as a 
failure. "\Ve are told that vast numbers of persons have 
ceased, and are ceasing, to believe in Christ. It may be so; but 
the avidity with which anything that is very strange and very 
shocking is caught at is evidence of nothing but that the 
world is ever craving after novelty and excitement. And it may 
further be remarked that no assertion has been more frequently. 
put forward, than that men were abandoning the Christian 
belief. This was affirmed by sceptics and worldlings of the 
times of Charles II., and the literature of that day accords too 
well with the statement. It was affirmed of the generations 
that lived during the reigns of George I. and George II. ; and 
they who have studied Lord Hervey's Memoirs and other con
temporary writings will hardly question the assertion. It was 
affirmed of the last years of the eighteenth century, and the 
Socinianism and infidelity with which that period was largely 
leavened lend some support to tho charge. Let us call to 
mind again the empty churches and thin communions of the 
earlier part of the present century. Faithful men of all those 
eras were loud in their complaints of the neglect of Christian 
ordinances, and in their warnings of the consequences to the 
nation which must ensue. But men still profess belief in Christ, 
notwithstanding the dismal prophecies uttered in those un
happy times. Nay, the churches in this present day are, as a 
rule, thronged with worshippers, and the ordinances of the 
Church well attended. 

Nor is it on this subject only that wholesale assertions of 
this kind are habitually put forward. Listen, for example, to 
what one class of writers assert, and you will be told that the 
social evil is making such terrible advances that it will de
st!oy all purity in man or woman i listen to <!thers, · and you 
will hear that the demon of drink 1s fast sweepmg away what
ever remains of temperance and sobriety may have been left 
in the world; read what is written about trade and commerce, 
1c1nd you will learn that intecrrity and fair dealing are things of 
the past. The· men who tell you these things are honest 
enoucrh · but their excited feelino-, which makes them over-

o ' o h. keen of sight as regards the faults of t e1r own generation, 
:renders them blind to those of the past. 

We think, then, that M:rs. Ward's novel, though a remark~ 
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able sign of the times, is not likely to do serious injury, and the 
interest felt in it will not be long maintained. But no less is 
the Church bound to meet the challenge it contains ; and the 
unquestionable ability of the writer to enlist the sympathies of 
her readers renders this the more imperative. It may be con
sidered in two lights-first. as a simple work of fiction ; and, 
secondly, as a designed and elaborated attack on Christianity. 

As a work of fiction, it has great merits and great defects. 
The authoress has considerable powers of humour and pathos. 
Mrs. Thornburgh and the Vicar are amusing enough. Lady 
Charlotte is cleverly drawn. Rose Leyburn, with all her faults, 
is very lovable and bewitching. Catherine is a noble character, 
the beauty of ,vhich is enough in itself to assign a high place 
in fiction to the writer who conceived it. The entire history 
of the fever at Mile End-the gallant and determined struggle 
against disease and death, in spite of every possible discourage
ment and opposition-cannot fail to stir every reader's heart. 
On the other hand, the male characters of the story have 
little force, and less beauty. Robert himself, though per
sistently represented as a man of commanding ability-as, 
indeed, Mrs. Ward is bound to make him out to be-is 
singularly weak and shallow, and, as it appears to the reader, 
at all events, capricious. He adopts the opinions of a man 
whom he loves and reverences, but it is only to abandon them 
as soon as he is challenged by another to do so. The Squire 
is an impossible man, made to play his part to suit the 
exigencies of the writer, but at the sacrifice of all reasonable 
likelihood. He has neither heart nor imagination. He views 
everything through a halo of misanthropic scorn and distrust; 
and yet we are told that he was a follower, and, it is implied, 
an attached one, of John Henry Newman! It is hard to say 
whether he would have been more repelled by contact with 
Newman, or Newman by contact with him. He poses as an 
earnest and devoted seeker after truth, though the authoress 
does not conceal the fact that the only thing he does care for 
is destroying the faith of others. Mr. Langham is a still 
more unpleasant personage. · He, too, is described as a man 
of powerful intellect and strong character. Yet nothing can 
be weaker or more contemptible than his conduct. Mr. Grey 
is better, and if there were more about him in the book, he 
might redeem the masculine characters from the low estimate 
which the reader must form of them. But Mrs. Ward kills 
him when the time comes at which he ought to take a 
prominent part-apparently for the same reason which is said 
to have induced Shakespeare to kill Mercutio: because, if he 
had not done so, Mercutio would have killed hirn. Another 
fault of the book is that the canvas is too much crowded with 
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figures, which distract the reader and withdraw him from 
the main interest of the story. Nor should the authoress's 
grievous, and, it may be added, wanton, display of the worst 
possible taste in the interview between Robert and Madame 
de N etteville be passed over without censure. 

Itis only fair to say that the main reason why the masculine 
actors are so uninteresting, or rather disappoin.tinO', is that 
they ~re made to do things in themselves mconsiitent, and 
sometimes absurd, because these are necessary to carry out the 
writer's extraordinary programme. Thus the Squire, described 
as a man utterly indifferent to public opinion, and inflexible 
in car1ying out any purpose on which he had resolved, is 
· made to change his entire course of action, and eat his own 
words, in a matter which he had fully weighed beforehand, 
apparently because it is imperative that he should again 
acquire a strong influence over Robert. Robert himself, 
having fully counted the cost of what he was undertaking, 
having put his principles to a severe test which proved, as it 
is granted to few men to prove them, their truth and blessed
ness-such an experience as might have brought the coldest
hearted sceptic to believe in them-suddenly abandons them 
altogether, because the Squire has propounded a theory to 
him which startles and overthrows his faith. This theory, of 
which we shall have occasion to speak presently, might indeed 
startle anyone. But that it should overthrow their faith will 
surely be to most men a matter of wonder. 

But it is as an attack on the Christian faith that the book 
most concerns us. The two main objections which Mrs. Ward 
raises to the truth of Christianity appear to be-first; that 
after eighteen centuries of its teaching, it has failed to convert 
the world-even the so-called Christian world-to genuine 
faith and holiness of life; and secondly, because it is based 
upon, and closely interwoven with, miracle; and miracle being, 
according to her view, radically false, that which is built upon 
it must be radically false also. Let us consider these two 
indictments separately. 

Christianity, we are told, is to be regarded as "a failure," 
because its object beinO' to make mankind the faithful followers 
of Christ, it has not i~ eiO'hteen hundred years succeeded in 
doing so. But did its Ftunder ever promise that it would? 
The generation to which He preached hated and r_ejected 
Him. Was His mission, then, a failure? Did He, agam, lead 
His disciples to expect anything else themselves? What were 
the words He spoke to them? "If the world hate you, ye 
know that it hated Me before it hated you." 1 "Think not 

1 St. John xv. 18. 
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that I came to send peace on earth; I came not to send peace, 
but a sword."1 "It cannot be but that offences will 
come." 2 "When the Son of man cometh, shall He find faith 
on the earth ?" 3 These sayings, and many others, were not 
intended to apply to that generation only to which the 
Apostles would preach, but to all after-time. Man does 
indeed make advance in intellectual knowledge as the world 
goes on. He profits by the labours of previous ge~eratio~s, 
and the goal reached in one age becomes the startmg-pomt 
of the next. But it is wholly different as regards his moral 
and spiritual nature. The victories gained by faith over the 
world, the flesh, and the devil belong to the victor ip. that 
strife, but to the victor only. The fruits of the victory cannot 
be transferred to another. Every age, every individual born 
in that age, has the same battle to wage, the same enemies to 
ehcounter, the same helps and hindrances, as his predecessors 
in all previous generations. Temptation may take a different 
form, but the difficulty of the struggle is the same. The 
corruption of man's fallen nature is equally strong in the man 
born in the nineteenth century as it was in the first, and 
every man must overcome it by Divine grace for himself. 
Therefore in every age will there be the same warfare, the 
same loving mercies, the same fallings away, the same 
blasphemies. Still to the end, because iniquity shall abound, 
will the faith of many wax cold. 

There is no clearer proof of the truth of our holy faith than 
these predictions of its Divine Author, uttered eighteen 
hundred years ago; which assure us that He could indeed 
read the distant future as clearly as the present. But men 
will not see this. Impatient spirits are for ever calling out 
for the reign of truth and peace and perfect love, for ever pre
dicting its appearance, and lapsing into discontent and re
bellion, when their fancies prove abortive. They are like 
children watching eagerly for the blue sky and the bright 
sunshine on one of those misty, drizzly summer days, which 
we know so well, when, though the sun is eclipsed, a feeble 
glimmer of his light is occasionally seen above the clouds. In 
spite of the warnings of the weatherwise, the cry ever is, that 
he is coming out in all his folness. But the gleam disappears; 
the mists gather thicker; the rain holds on; the children have 
to give up their vigil. Not till the evening is the sky clear 
again. Nature has many parables. None truer than this. 

The office of the Church is to help men in this protracted 
strife-to be the channel of grace and help to those engaged 
in it. If her ministrations are rejected, as by many they ever 

1 St. Matt. x. 34. 2 St. Luke xvii. 1. 3 St. Luke xviii. 8. 
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will be, that is only an additional reason why she should exert 
herself the more vigorously. But she will never subdue all 
men to her. Mrs. vV ard apparently calls her a failure 
simply because she is the Church militant, not the Church· 
triumphant. Does she forget that the tares are not to be 
rooted out until the Harvest Day ? 

But the o_ther ground of attack, vi_z., that Christianity is 
based on miracle, and that there bemg no such thinO' as 
miracle, Christianity must be fundamentally false, is 

0
Mrs. 

Ward's great point. And here we must in limine remark 
that she seems after all to have but a very inadequate idea of 
how close the connection between revelation and miracle is. 
She repres~nts Mr. Grey as being unable to take orders be
cause he does not believe in miracles. But she appears to 
regard him, and he appears to regard himself, as a sound 
member of the Church, notwithstanding this unbelief. Yet 
Christianity is absolutely nothing without miracle. It is 
founded on the stupendous miracle of the Incarnation. It is 
built up by the miracles of the Atonement, the Resurrection, 
the Ascension, the Session at the right hand of God, the 
Descent of the Holy Ghost. Without these Christianity is ::i. 

mere morality, no way differing from the other so-called 
religions of the world, except in its greater purity and higher 
tone. The Scriptures plainly tell us that our hope is onlx 
through these things. Through the Incarnation only can 
man be reconciled to God. "In Christ Jesus," writes St. Paul 
to the Ephesians, "ye who sometimes were far off are made 
nigh."1 Through the Resurrection only is there entrance to 
Heaven. "If Christ be not risen," he tells th~ Corinthians, 
"then is our preaching vain, and your faith also is vain."2 

The completeness of man's forgiveness is ensured by His 
perpetual intercession. "He" (Christ) "is also able to 
save them to the uttermost that come unto God by Him, 
seeing He ever liveth to make intercession for them.":i 
But it is needless to multiply quotations. The whole New 
Testament, from beginning to end, teaches this, and nothing 
else, as the condition of discipleship and the ground of 
acceptance. A man who does not believe in the Godhead 
of C:hrist may call himself a Christian, if he will ; but 
so might a Buddhist, or a Parsee, or a Mahommedan, or anyone 
who simply believed that Jesus Christ was a good man. Mrs. 
Ward appears to be very indignant at being driv~n to the 
alternative of believin(l' Jesus Christ to have been either God 
or an impostor. But pace Mrs. Ward's indignation, He was 
either the one or the other. Hear His own sayings. Again 

1 Eph. ii. 13. " 1 Cor. xv. 14. 3 Hehr. vii. 25. 
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and again in the Gospel history does He use the words" I am" 
of Himself-the expression chosen by Almighty God Himself 
to denote His Divine nature1-directly claiming, as the Jews, 
well knew, to be God and nothing less.2 What were His 
words to the beloved disciple ? " I am the first and the last. 
I am He that liveth, and was dead; and, behold, I am alive for 
evermore, and have the keys of hell and of death." Or, as 
St. John again reports Him, " I am Alpha and Omega, the 
beginning and the end, which is, and which was, and which is 
to come, the Almighty."3 If this is not a distinct claiming of 
the Godhead, it would be impossible to put such a claim mto 
words. Mrs. Ward may be assured that the idea of eliminat
ing miracle from the Gospel history is as impossible as it would 
be to remove the vital organs from the human frame, and yet 
leave a living man. 

But to pass on. We have two things now to consider-the 
historic testimony on which the Gospel miracles rest, and 
their intrinsic reasonableness. As regards the first, Mrs. Ward 
has, of course, to encounter the fact that the first ages of Chris
tianity did accept as true the Gospels which are full of miracle. 
Attempts have indeed been made to prove that the Gospels 
were not written in the first century, but the attempt has been 
more courageous than successful. If they were not, a mass of 
testimony would have to be discredited, heathen as well as 
Christian, which it is bewildering to think 0£ So widespread 
and general a conspiracy to force forged documents on the 
world, so widespread and general a consent to accept them 
as true, has no parallel in history. But Mrs. Ward, if we 
understand her, does not take this ground. She admits that 
the men of the first century did · accept the miraculous 
histories of Jesus Christ, but argues that this acceptance was 
worthless, because that was an age in which men were not 
only willing, but anxious and eager, to believe any marvellous 
tales that might be foisted upon them. Theirs was, according 
to the Squire's theory, a generation so voracious of miracle, 
that they greedily swallowed anything that partook of that 
character. It is a pity that this idea did not occur to Arch
bishop Whately, when he was writing his famous "Historic 
Doubts respecting Napol~on Bonaparte." It would have 
supplied him with an admirable additional reason for doubtina 
the existence of the great French Emperor. The French, 

1 Exod. iii. 14. 
2 See St. John viii. 58. The phrase f_r:~q:iently occm·s throughout the 

Gospels. Note particularly St. John xvm. tJ, when its utterance caused 
the whole body of His captors to fall,, to the ground. It is, unhappily, 
rendered almost everywhere" I am He by the E.V. 

a Rev. i. 8-18. 
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he might _have 3:rgued,_ were so ~ager for military renown that 
they readily ~eheved m t!:1e exi~tence of a mythical person
are, who ,sat1s~ed 3:11 their ~~ngmgs ! But on this pomt Mr, 
Gladstone s revrnw, m the Fnneteenth Century is so full and 
searching as _to le~ve little f?r anyone else to ~ay. To repre
sent an age m which mankmd had lost all reliaious belief 
"whi~h ~id not like _t? retain God_ in its knowledge," as on~ 
so t~irstmg after. spmtual revelat10ns as promptly to credit 
any idle tale which professed to bestow them, does indeed 
require a courage which may well surprise us. But, as we 
have said, Mr. Gladstone's exposure of the Squire's theory is 
too exhaustive to require to be supplemented. 

Then as regards the intrinsic reasonableness of miracles. 
We have, of course, no idea of entering upon a subject of this 
magnitude, except so far as is necessary to answer Mrs. Ward's 
attack. · She adopts the old argument of Hume. Miracles, he 
affirms, are violations of the laws of nature, and as the laws of 
nature are never violated, there can be no such things as 
miracles. But here there is a twofold assumption-first, that 
there are fixed and immutable laws of nature ; and secondly, 
that even God could not alter these. This is what the heathen 
believed. Destiny, according to them, was stronger than God. 
He could not Himself escape it, much less could He reverse 
it.1 But the Christian does not allow that the world is 
governed by immutable laws, but by an All-wise and All
powerful God, Who is for ever at work in His Providence, 
"Whose watchful care overlooks no portion of the universe, 
marking the fall of the sparrow, and numbering the very hairs 
of the head. The order of the universe is indeed harmonious 
and regular, but only because its Maker and Ruler is Himself 
both law and harmony. And we know that He does consent 
to vary it in accordance with that great source of miracles, 
human prayer. It would not be enough for Mrs. Ward to 
deny the Bible miracles, she must deny those of human ex
perience also, when men seek and obtain, through Christ's in
tercession, some special mercy that would not otherwise be 
accorded them. AlonO' with the destruction of an Incarnate 
and a saving Christ, th~re must be the destruction of an inter
ceding Christ also. And then, without union with Christ, 
without worship of Him, without reliance on_ I:Iim, _without 
intercession through Him, what sort of a Christian hfe does 
she suppose would be left to men ? 

Again, even were we to admit the fixity of laws ordained by 
God for the government of the world, how does she know that 
these were violated when miracles occurred? The word 

1 lEsch., Prom. Vinet. 527 ; Herod, i. 91. 
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"miracle" does not imply the breach of any law. It simply 
denotes a wonder, and 1oints rather to something unusual 
than something abnorma . There are beyond doubt occult laws 
in nature, rarely employed, imperfectly understood, it may be 
not even guessed at, by man, yet still existing, and brought 
into operation when there is need for them. When our Lord 
saw Nathanael under the fig-tree, he being out of the range of 
human sight, that is accounted as a miracle, yet why should 
any law of nature have been violated thereby? There is the 
clearest evidence that men have seen persons and occurrences 
by some strange, but real, faculty, when these were far beyond 
the bounds of human vision, or, it may be, long before what 
they saw actually took place.1 Are men to doubt the truth of 
these occurrences, however well they may have been attested, 
because they would be "violations of the laws of nature, and 
the laws of nature are never violated "? Is it not a more 
reasonable belief that they take place in conformity with some 
law of which we have no knowledge, but which, nevertheless, 
exists ? Such things must, of course, be matters of specula
tion, and we have no wish to press the argument. But when 
men claim to lay down absolute and unerring rules of their 
own, it may ba well to remind them how little ground they 
have for doing so. 

We have little disposition to criticise Mrs. Ward's New 
Brotherhood, which, of course, is having a brilliant and 
successful career, enlisting numerous and ever-increasing 
masses of adherents. It is simply the latest of a long series 
of similar experiments which have attracted large multitudes, 
have enlisted, for a while, enthusiasm and devotion, and then 
have perished and been forgotten as though they had never 
been. Christianity without Christ, the watch without the 
works, the body without the life, the flower without the root, 
is no new idea in the present age. Mrs. Ward's own descrip
tion of her cherished institution contains the indisputable 
evidence of its speedy decay and dissolution. 

There is one remark we should like to make before conclud
ing, and that is, that the writer, though always professing to 
conquer by argument, is careful to employ argument as little 
as possible. We are told that Robert was a man of consider
able ability and learning, that he had deeply studied the ques
tions at issue, that he was warmly devoted to his clerical 
work, and found the most profound satisfaction in it ; and yet 
when told that all that he had fully and earnestly believed 
was a baseless illusion, he had nothing whatever to say in its 
behalf. A novel and extraordinary theory of the Squire, 

1 1 Kings xxii. 17. 
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which seems to most minds one of the craziest fancies ever 
~roached, is. s~fficient to slay his belief at a blow. Why, again, 
1f the Squires arguments were so unanswerable as against 
Christianity, were they of no avail against the far weaker creed 
of Theis~, to wh~ch the S9.uire is eq1;1a!lY: opposed, but to which 
Robert still contillues to cling ? So it is ill the scenes with Mr. 
Grey ; so it is in the scenes with Mr. Langham. The book is a 
curious contrast in this respect to Newman's tale, "Loss and 
Gain," written to prove-not the untenableness of Christianity, 
but of the position of the Church of England. There the argu
ments on both sides are given at considerable length, and 
without any evasion of difficult points. No doubt the author 
makes his own champion win the victory. But he is at least 
fair to antagonists, and states their case as clearly and forcibly 
as he can. Of course we cannot expect Mrs. Ward to write 
with Cardinal Newman's power, but she might have imitated 
his fairness.1 If she was capable of arguing Robert's cause 
clearly and vigorously, she ought to have done so. If she 
was not capable of doing so, she ought not to have written the 
book at all 

H. C. ADAMS. 

ART. VI.-HOME RULERS AND THE PAPACY. 

AMONG the most pardonable of the ambitions which we 
may suspect Leo XIII. of cherishing is that of restoring 

the Papacy to the position of. arbiter in the world's quarrels. 
The reference of the Philippine Islands dispute to his decision 
had quite a medireval flavour about it, and the recent Rescript 
on Irish affairs, though ostensibly published only for the 
direction of the clergy in a case of morals, and with a distinct 
repudiation of any political bias, is a decisive condemnation of 
the methods essential to the success of the agrarian revolt in 
that country. Indeed, so long- as political acts have their 
moral side, the infallible guide ill morals cannot disclaim the 
political consequences which must flow from his decrees, and 
the more active the Pope becomes within the pro:per sphere 
of his jurisdiction, the greater must be ~-practical.inter
ferences in matters outside of it. But 1t 1s one thmg to 
aspire, and another thin()' to achieve. The compliment paid 
by Prince Bismarck in the Philippine reference was graceful 
enough as an act of courtesy, but it did not really bring him a 

1 Especially we •have a right to complain, when she handles matters of 
well-known controversy, but has not ~roubled hers~lf to exa~ine what 
controversialists of acknowledged weight and credit have said on the 
subject, or at all events has not noticed it. 
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step nearer the revival of his old prerogative. The Rescript to 
the Papal clergy in Ireland, though most commendable in 
substance, irreproachable in tone, and wholly justified by the 
occasion, is quite as likely as not to shatter a loyalty which 
never had a firmer basis than alliance against a common 
enemy. 

If, however, we put aside general considerations for a moment, 
and regard the position as it aflects the English leader of the 
Home Rulers, we find that time has brought about a singular 
revenge upon Mr. Gladstone. In 1874, the Liberal Premier, 
defeated upon the Irish University Question by a reactionary 
combination of Roman Catholic priests, and having failed to 
rehabilitate himself by an appeal to the country, retired for 
awhile into private life, with the immediate purpose of com
pounding thunders against the Vatican. The result was an 
admirably expressed pamphlet, in which, though by no means 
for the first time, the monstrous results which logically flow 
from an allowance of the Vatican claims were duly set forth ; 
and Mr. Gladstone seemed to discover, what had long been a 
commonplace among Protestants, that a man who surrendered 
to the Vatican his moral and spiritual independence must 
virtually surrender also his civil allegiance. The Pope has 
waited fourteen years for an effectual retort, and now he has 
his opportunity. The former champion of an endangered 
civil allegiance has become the advocate of revolution, and 
those who have made surrender to him of their political in
dependence have to follow him into encouraging dishonesty 

. and outrage, against which even the Vatican protests in the 
name of religion and morality. The revenge is certainly 
complete. Who would have foreseen-we will not say four
teen, but even three years ago that Mr. Gladstone would 
so soon come to see with complacency, or, at least, without 
rebuke, the employment of such methods as the Plan 
of Campaign, and the cruel, pitiless boycotting, with all their 
hideous sanctions; while on the other hand, the Sacred 
College, so often identified with blurred and distorted moral 
teaching ad majorem Dei gloriam, comes forward unsolicited, 
and boldly proclaiming the evils by their English names, 
so that Latmity could give no excuse for pretending an 
ignorance of what was meant, condemns them for what they 
are-sins against God's law and human charity? 

Of more practical importance, however, than any merely 
controversial advantage is the question, What will be the 
probable effect of the Papal Rescrivt upon those to whom it 
was addressed ? In considering thrn we must remember that 
Roman interference, even indirectly, to check Nationalist 
aspirations in Ireland is a novel experiment. It is true that 
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at the time of the Norman invasion the authority of the 
C~urch was on the_ side of ~he invader as against the mere 
Irish, and so remamed until the Reformation. Since that· 
time the cause of rebellion against English domination 
has always found a ready ally in the authority of what has 
come to be called" the old religion;" Papal legates have en
couraged revolt, and gloated over massacres of the heretics 
whilst English Parliaments have visited Roman Catholicis~ 
with penal laws, which probably were not far wrong in identi
fying it with downright treaRon. Except so far as this identi
fication of Romanism with disloyalty was mista.ken, Irishmen 
have not had the sincerity of their devotion to their religion 
tested by their readiness to endure much for its sake. For 
aught that has ever yet appeared to the contrary, their affec
tion for it may have been only proportionate to their reliance 
on it to back them against the Saxon and heretical tyrant. 
Until the publication of the recent Rescript, we do not re
member an instance in which the action of the Vatican has 
been such as even to hint a suspicion of the safety of this 
reliance. It is not only historical considerations that dispose 
us to doubt whether the loyalty of the Irish people to the 
Papacy is capable of standing any very serious strain. Granted 
that there was a time when priests and people were alike 
sincerely attached to their religion, and would have submitted 
to Papal discouragement of disaffection with as good a grace 
as they display when the Holy Father compliments his 
children of the Isle of Saints, yet it must be admitted that 
for a long time past the tendency has been quite the other 
way. In most countries the Roman priests are a caste apart 
from the people, and it is in conformity with the Papal ideal 
to keep them so. But in Ireland the priests are daily more 
and more men of the people-by birth, by education, by sur
roundings and modes of thought, one with the very classes of 
the people from whom the enemies of the Saxon and the 
landlord are drawn. They have found their sacerdotal '(>Owers 
and privileges to be handy and serviceable weapons m the 
cause of their peasant brethren; will they n_ow turn those 
same weapons of spiritual terror and compulsion to the de
struction of all that they have been helpmg to build? We 
doubt it. And as with the priests, so with the people. Some 
there are, of course, who cannot be excepted-there are always 
the seven thousand who have not bowed the knee to Baal 
-with whom religious considerations will be p~ramount. But 
for the bulk of the disaffected, just as the Irish of the last 
century learned from the American Vy ar of Independence to 
cherish the idea of becoming a . nat10n, ~nd gathered from 
the French Revolution lessons m rebellion, so now steady 

2s2 
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intercourse with America, coupled with the example of the 
nations of Europe renouncing Papal alles-iance, has prepared 
the Irish laity to look upon Papal authority as a highly com
mendable thing when used on their behalf, but as possessing 
no terror when used against them. 

It must not be supposed from the foregoing that we anti
cipate anything like an open revolt against the Papal edict. 
That would answer no man's purpose. From the Bishops we 
can expect no more nor less than a show of submission, sincere 
enoug-h in some cases, palpably insincere in others. The 
Spamsh Cortes had always too much respect for the Royal 
authority to refuse obedience to the King's decrees, but passed 
over such as were obnoxious with the curious phrase that they 
should be "obedecidas e non cumplidas"-obeyed, but not 
complied with. In this spirit the higher clergy will treat the 
objectionable Rescript, while the more obscure will have no 
great difficulty in setting it aside altogether. As for the Pope, 
he has liberated his soul, and has put himself right with 
conscientious Christendom, and nothing short of a very ~faring 
defiance of his authority is likely to provoke him to turther 
meddling. But no such outbreak is to be apprehended. The 
significance of the decree, and its applicability to Irish circum
stances, will be su~jecte1 to a process of whittling down. The 
speaker of to-morrow will go as far as the speaker of to-day, 
and one short step further. His successor will the next day 
take for granted that all previous criticisms are admitted, and 
will himself carry the minimising process one degree further. 
After a little while, people will cease to talk about it, or even 
to think about it at all, and then, although the Plan of Campaign 
may not be revived, boycotting will remain too powerful a 
weapon to be lightly dispensed with. So far, then, as the 
Papal Rescript is concerned, little or nothing will have been 
done. The loyal will have been confirmed in their loyalty; the 
disaffected will refuse to be diverted from their conspiracy. 

But while the Rescript of itself could effect little or nothing 
directly, its publication was none the less timely and in
directly useful. In Ireland, the steady and, at the same time, 
vi~orous application of the law was beginning to have its 
eflect. The power of the League was diminishing, and 
scheming Irishmen were beginning to ask themselves whether, 
after all, it might not be as well to be on the side of the law. 
Could they finally get rid of the notion that the English Govern
ment bad in its extremity appealed for Papal aid, and obtained 
it, thousands of these self-seeking waverers would lose not a 
moment in joining the party of law and order. Even as it is, 
the effect has not been wholly trivial, as the anger of the Home 
Rule leaders sufficiently indicates. In England the results are 
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less easily traceable, but we are inclined to think they were 
considerable. The danger in this country was from the whole
sale demoralization of the Gladstonian Party who were 
rapidly following their leader into a toleration of ~very kind of 
excess. Crimes and acts of dishonesty, which would two years 
aO'o have shocked the consciences of all but some half a dozen 
of utterly abandoned politicians, were comir;tg to be excused 
and almost applauded; and it really seemed as if, where the 
greater glory of Mr. Gladstone was the object, hardly any act 
could be pronounced immoral. That even the proverbially 
lax Roman Curia should be roused to protest against a 
state of things approved by the most Puritan section of this 
virtuous country could not but startle many amongst us, and 
we believe that it did lead at least some to consider to what 
mischievous lengths the tide of political partisanship can carry 
even respectable and God-fearing folk 

For ourselves, the conclusions to be drawn from a consider
ation of the whole episode are plain enough. The Pope may 
or may not be wise in his generation, but so far as we are con
cerned: Non tali a·u,xilio, nee defeneoribus istis, tempus 
eget. We cannot do otherwise than praise Leo XIII. for taking 
such steps as his office or his conscience, or both, may 
demand of him. But whether he is losing or winnins hIS 
own battle, he is not fighting ours. Our work is to persist in 
our own course, showing, in the first place, that we will have 
the law obeyed, order maintained, and the rights of property 
respected. After that, we may safely appeal to the enh~htened 
sense of advantage of a people keen to perceive on which side 
the best bargain is to be made. If we are firm, the League 
can give them nothing ; whilst they may look for our help in 
the better drainage of their rivers, the mana~emeut of their 
railway system, and the revival of their fishenes. We are the 
natural purchasers of their products, and the natural market 
for their wares. . 

These are the considerations which move the modern Irish
man, for whom, in a great measure, the ages of faith have passed, 
as to a great extent have vanished the chivalry, the manhood, 
the sense ~f humour, which till lately were so characteristic of 
the race. It is useless to shut our eyes to the fact that we 
have to deal with a demoralized people, and can, for t~e present, 
appeal only to such qualities as are left capable of bei?g moved. 
But whatever be her government, or however kmdly her 
seasons Ireland can never recover her place among the nations 
till her' people have learned that it is be~ter to tell hard truths 
than easy lies, more profitable to t01l than to remove a 
neighbour's landmark and more manly to put a shoulder to the 
wheel than to sit by the roadside and call upon Hercules. 

GILBERT VENABLES. 
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Memorials of the Hon. Ion Keith-Falconer, M.A. By Rev. ROBERT 

SINKER, B.D., Librarian of Trinity College, Cambridge. Deighton, 
Bell and Co. 1888. 

THESE memorials will well repay reading. Ion Keith-Falconer, 
athlete, scholar, and Christian, was a man of no ordinary character. 

His father, the late Lord Kintore, lived, the biographer tells us, "in the 
faith and fear of God, and in the furtherance of every good work
' mente manu voce et exemplo.'" Reared by such a father, and trained 
"by a God-fearing mother," we can well understand that he should early 
exhibit the practical fruits of piety. 

At the age of nine Ion Keith-Falconer came under the charge of a 
tutor, who first gave him daily lessons and then became resident at Keith 
Ilall, the family seat in Scotland. He bears similar testimony to his 
religious character, and adds that "he was a thoroughly conscientious and 
noble-minded boy." At eleven years of age he went to the well-known 
school of Rev. R. S. Tabor, at Cheam, and two years subsequently success
fully competed for a scholarship at Harrow, which he entered in 1869. 
His house-master tells us that from his first entrance his boyish life "was 
noticeable for his marked individuality and determination." He was 
"always high-principled and religious," but nothing "of a prig or a 
Pharisee.'' Mr. G. W. Russell, formerly M.P. for Aylesbury, his school
fellow, and for two years in the same house with him, writes, "Ion's was 
not the simple goodness of an uninstructed but well-meaning boy
though that in its way is beautiful-he was already an advanced and, if 
the word is permissible in such a context, an accomplished Christian." 

In 1874 Ion Keith-Falconer, after reading for a while with Mr. 
Hensley at Hitchin, entered Trinity College, Cambridge-noted for his 
many-sidedness. For the first year he read for mathematical honours, but 
then determined to read for the Theological Tripos. This change of front, 
as every University man knows, is very often fatal even to men of good 
abilities ; but he threw himself into the work con amore, won one of the 
Jeremie Septuagint prizes, and finally obtained a first-class and the prize 
for Hebrew. He then proceeded to read for the Tyrwhitt Hebrew 
SQholarship, for which he was successful, and eventually for the new
established Semitic Tripos. In this he took up Hebrew, Rabbinic, and 
Syriac, leaving out Arabic, with which he had only a slight acquaintance, 
and obtained a first-class. 

In our sketch hitherto we have exhibited Ion Keith-Falconer as a 
Christian and a scholar. We may now consider him as an athlete. In 
his Harrow days he does not appear to have taken any special interest in 
school sports, but bicycling coming into vogue it had a great charm for 
him, and he very rapidly came to the front. His fame whilst at Harrow 
and at Hitchin preceded him to the University, and he was elected vice
president of the Cambridge University Bicycle Club before he commenced 
residence. In November of that year he won, the biographer tells us," his 
first race at Cambridge, doing ten miles of road in thirty-four minutes.'' 
He was also successful in the races against Oxford, and won numerous 
other distinctions. His crowning feat was the race against John Keen, 
which we cannot do better than give in his own words : "Early in 
the year," he writes, "I consented to meet John Keen, the professional 
"champion of the world, in a five-mile bicycle race, on our ground at 
'' Cambridge, on October 23. But I forgot all about my engagement till 
"I was accidentally reminded of it nine days before it was to come off. 
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"I immediately began to make my preparations and to train hard. 
:: The first g_reat thi~ to be done 'Yas to knock off smoking, which I did; 

next, to nse early m the mornmg, and breathe the fresh air before 
"breakfast, which I did ; next, to go to bed not later than ten which I 
"did ; next, to eat plenty of wholesome food, and not too much 'meat and 
"pastry ; and finally, to take plenty of gentle exercise in the open air which 
" I did. What was the result ? I met Keen on Wednesday last the 23rd 
"October, and amidst the most deafening applause, or rathe; yells of 
"delight, this David slew the great Goliath, or, to speak in plain langua"e 
"I defeated Keen by about five yards. The time was by far the fastest~~ 
"record. The last lap-that is, the last circuit, measuring 440 yards-we 
"did in 39 seconds : that is more than 11 yards per second. The people 
"here," he writes, "are enchanted about it ; so that it is gratifying for 
"me to think that, notwithstanding my other work and other business, 
"I can yet beat with positive comfort and ease the fastest rider in the 
"world. I am bound to say," be adds, " that smoking is bad-bad for 
"the wind and general condition." In 1879 he again beat Keen in a two-
mile race by three inches. · 

We must now follow our biographer, and touch upon another phase of 
Mr. Keith-Falconer's life, his evangelistic work at Barnwell and Mile 
End. The special work in Cambridge seems to have had for its starting
point the proposed visit of D. L. Moody, in connection with which it was 
determined to hire the theatre at Barnwell Mr. Moody's visit was post
poned ; but a vigorous effort was made by means of evangelistic services 
to reach, as our biographer tells ns, "that still large element of the. 
population which never by any chance went to any place of worship." This 
was a work after Keith-Falconer's heart. He threw himself into it with 
his characteristic energy, and in a great measure through his efforts the 
theatre was eventually purchased, and became the centre of new life. At 
the formal opening of it he delivered a very telling address, thoroughly 
appropriate to the occasion, which will amply repay reading. The work 
at Mile End was in association with Mr. F. N. Charrington, whom he 
zealously supported by personal help and liberal pecuniary aid. His rule 
was to do nothing by halves, and, qnce convinced the work was a worthy 
one, he backed it up with self-denying effort. 

But, though much interested in this movement, he felt conscious that 
his Cambridge training fitted him for some other sphere of work. He 
therefore applied himself to the study of Arabic, first at Cambridge, 
subsequently at Leipsic, and afterwards at Assiout, in Egypt. In 
1884 he married Miss Gwendolen Bevan, daughter of Mr. R. C. L. 
Bevan, and in due time brought his wife to Cambridge, where he 
occupied himself mainly in preparing and bringing out a t~nslation 
from the Syriac of the '' Fables of Bidpai." Of this work, ~~e biog~pher 
tells us, Professor Noldeke, one of the foremost of hvmg Onental 
scholars, writes: "We will look forward with hope to meet the yo1;1ng 
Orientalist who has so early stepped forward as a master many a time 
yet, and not only in the region of Syriac." 

About this time his attention was very much drawn to Aden and to 
missionary work in its vicinity ; and in the latter part of 1885 he pro
ceeded the:e for the purpose of taking a_ ~eneral ~urvey of the place. 
It bad this advantage: that it was British tem~ory, and_ t1!at the 
influence of the Government extended far beyond its own hmits. In 
Shaikh Othman, some ten miles from Aden, with a p~pulation of about 
7 000 he seemed to find a station in all respects smtable. It was on 
the hi"h-road to Arabia and besides the resident population, there 
was a"' steady passage 0£ people. to and from -4,d~11. A g<?o.d doctor, to 
be associated with him, and ammated by a missionary sp1nt, would, he 
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thought, soon give the cause he had at heart a good start; and a school 
for the native children would prove very·useful, leaving him free for 
more direct missionary labour amongst the adult population. 

Everything seemed to promise fair ; a piece of land was offered him if 
he was in a position to take it. up, and nothing remained for him to do 
but to return homewards, with the view of completing the necessary 
arrangements. He reached England in 1886, met the Assembly of the 
Free Church of Scotland, with which body he desired the mission to. be 
associated, though the expenses were to be borne by himself, and made 
diligent inquiries for a suitable doctor, whom he eventually found. 
During the summer the Bishop of Ely (Lord Alwyne Compton) offered 
him the Lord Almoner's Professorship of Arabic, which he accepted, as 
the duties were not onerous. He delivered his first and only course in 
the November of the year, and then proceeded to take up his work at 
Shaikh Othman. 

Into the details of his work there space does not permit us to enter. 
It was full of promise for the future ; but Aden fever laid hold upon 
hilll;, from the effects of which he finally succumbed on May 10, 1887, 
after six months' residence there. Ion Keith-Falconer thus breathed his 
last in his thirty-first year. He was a man, as our readers will have 
seen, of rare gifts, and admirably fitted for the last work which he had 
taken in hand. He has left his mark behind him, which will not be 
effaced ; and bis work1 we are glad to find, will be carried on, being taken 
up as a sacred legacy by bis family and other friends. All we hope of 
our readers is that they will endeavour to become acquainted with the 
"Memorials" for themselves. The story of the life is admirably told by 
Mr. Sinker, and we do not know when we have read any memoir which 
has so pleased ns. 

W. E. RICHARDSON. 

--~--

THE MONTH. 

T HE Clergy Discipline Bill was read a third time without a 
division. The Archbishop of York severely criticised the 

Bill. 
At the Synod of the Roman C,atholic clergy of Limerick Bishop 

O'Dwyer denounced the National League. 
We record with regret the death of the much esteemed Archdeacon 

of Lewes, Ven. John Hannah, D.C.L. Of the Archdeacon's latest 
contribution to the CHURCHMAN the Guardian says : 

. . . . A singularly clear and cogent essay on "Christianity without Christ" •.. , 
is a forcible analysis of the real character of Corotism, and of the views propounded 
in some" prominent English publications." .•.. We commend the article to the 
notice of those who dream that the pure morality of the Gospel and its beneficent in
fluences upon human life and society can be retained whilst its supernatural basis is 
abandoned or subverted. 

After a reign of some ninety days the German Emperor 
Frederick III. has entered into rest. "History records no nobler 
or more pathetic spectacle than is presented by the brief reign just 
closed." He is succeeded by his son, Emperor William II. 

Prebendary Billing, Rector of Spitalfields, is appointed Suffragan 
Bishop of Bedford. 


