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LIFE OF DEAN BURGON.

d}y CHAPTER IL

Vol. I1, p. 303, fo te Mline 6, for Polytheist read Monotheist

RATUM.

Goulburn’s Life of Burgon.

A

SLLIEY UL ellueuL uied,—oy one man So y ent
that he may be ranked with John Wesley, as @n
greatest leaders of religious thought, and orig P
religious movement, whom the Church of Engla
produced since the Reformation. John Henry Newm
movement too, though taking quite a different directio
from John Wesley’s, had the same effect as the earlier
one of stirring into a new activity, and quickening with
a new life, even those ministers and members of the

Church who were avowedly out of sympathy with it.
VOL. II. B







LIFE OF DEAN BURGON.

d}? CHAPTER IL

HE OXFORD LIFE: FIFTH PERIOD.

Aﬁ'age of St. Mary the Virgin's.

Ogf. 15, 1863—Jan. 19, 1876.]

ted by the College ” (the Provost
e, the Patrons of the Vicarage
of St. Mary the Viigin'®) “to St. Mary’s, and presume in
due time that the other formalities will be got through.”
Thus wrote Burgon from his rooms in Oriel to his
Brother-in-law, the Rev. Henry John Rose, under date
October 15, 1863. The other formalities which he refers
to were his Institution, which took placggn October 29

“I was this ¢ffy pre
and Fellows o

=

of the same year, his Induction on of January
in the year succeeding, and his Reading-in on 17th of
January. He had been preceded in th age by a
series of eminent men,—by one man so v 1Hent

that he may be ranked with John Wesley, as ofge
greatest leaders of religious thought, and origin
religious movement, whom the Church of England€ha
produced since the Reformation. John Henry Newma
movement too, though taking quite a different direction
from John Wesley’s, had the same effect as the earlier
one of stirring into a new activity, and quickening with
a new life, even those ministers and members of the
Church who were avowedly out of sympathy with it.

B
VOL. II.



2 Lire oF DEAN BURGON.

On Mr. Newman’s resignation of the Vicarage of St.
Mary’s in the autumn of 1843, the Reverend Charles
Page Eden, “the Earnest Parish Priest,” as Burgon
styles him in his ¢ Lives of Twelve Good Men, succeeded

a perilous undertaking, truly, it was, to succeed to
&at pulpit after such an one as John Henry Newman ),

1d the post till she spring of 1850, when he was

pr to Aberford in Yorkshire,also an Oriel College
Li rles Marriott, “the Man of Saintly Life,”
anot cg\ Twelve Good Men” commemorated by

Burgon, #oyf§ged) Eden in the Vicarage of St. Mary’s,

~and held the pggftion until, in the summer of 1855, a
stroke of para@{sis tegginated, not indeed his life, but
his ministerial Sayfy rom that time to Burgon’s
presentation to théNlLiving in 1863, it was held by the
Rev. Drummond Percy Chase, now Principal of St.
Mary’s Hall, who for some time had been desirous of
devolving the post upon Burgon, but had with great
considerateness held it on during his friend’s tour in the

East, and on his return thence, until h sufficiently
recovered his health to undertak ties of the
Parish. That Burgon was legitimately pr of being
appointed to a post, which the tenure of 1t sQgmany
distinguished men had rendered illustrious, gfeg/withQut
saying. Shortly after his appointment, the a{th
T,

..
members having met him at one of the dinn
“ Nobody’s Club” in London, when, as a newly ele8ed
member, he was required by one of the rules of the Clu

to give an account of himself and of his qualifications
for membership. In his maiden speech he mentioned
with pardonable pride his having been recently appointed

to a post, illustrated by names all of them academically
illustrious, and one of world-wide celebrity, and modestly

said that, if his reputation could never be what theirs
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was, he would endeavour at all events to do his duty in
his new vocation. But there was another and deeper
consideration besides that of the lustre of his prede-
cessors, which would make him thankful for his appoint-
ment to a parish of his own. Thirteen years ago, it will

be remembered, he had written to Mrs. Hugh James
&ose thus: “ What I do desire is not to die till I have
h

he shepherding of a flock. In that task I am con-
40 wear myself out” [see above, page 1go]. “The
] ing” came to him at last in the shape of the
Pasto, rge of the chief Parish Church in Oxford—
(chieT @ht to be called, on account of its being
the Uniw€rs rch),—and thus his desire was ful-
filled. But w ‘a tree of life” to him, as the Wise

1t ¢
Man says th#§ the -deferred “desire” is, when at
length it “come rov. xiii. 12]? Eventually, and
in one sense, “ Yes. §, He himself always pointed to his

ministry at St. Mary’s as the happiest and most useful,
—the happiest, because the most useful,—period of his
life. He “ wore himself out ” indeed in that cure, crowd-
ing into those twelve years the pastoral activities of an
ordinary lifetime, but he found ‘ment,” deep
and satisfying, in spending and beiffg Spefit for others,
and abundantly realised the truth of th ise that
“he that watereth shall be watered also h

the outset of the new undertaking, however,

had invested a Parish of his own, when it was only%

prospect. First, there was the reflexion, sure to be bitter

to a heart so tender and loving as his, that the Oxford

Vacations, which he had been wont to spend at his

sister's house at Houghton Conquest (since his father’s

death he seems to have regarded Houghton as his home),
B2
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would now be claimed, if not wholly, yet in great part
by his Parish,—at all events that those long quiet weeks,
sacred to study and the cultivation of family ties, must

n ome to an end for ever.
an think of nothing but you all,” he writes to Mus.
M

n Rose, under date Oct. 10, 1863,—“as usual when I
r Houghton; but this time more than any other;
s something very like the severance

than twenty bright summers: no small portion
of any lif Jy half of mine! To dwell upon this aspect
of the case 1 @nly distressing to me. It cuts me like a
knife to bend¥ny ts steadily in that direction; and I will
not recur to it agaig# But it cannot be right to shut
one’s eyes to the m
dear Houghton—wil re be to me, asfor so many years
it has been, my Zome. y come and go,
and you may be kind enot¥h to receive me from time to time;
but the many consecutive weeks,—the calm, studious, quiet
weeks, sweetened by your constant kindness and the society of the
beloved children,—those many weeks of repose for mind and
body,—alas! they seem to have come to an end.”

And then the new position s to him at first to
have much that was repellent in it. In tH€ s breath
in which he tells his Brother-in-law, “I wa day presented

by the College to St. Mary’s,” he adds; “ All
at present is heavy, strange, lonely, and discourag Q
t

And in the letter to his sister, an exc

opfghich
has just been given to the reader, he goes on to say:—
“It is certainly the most anomalous, unattracti er
place I ever heard of,—or, I suppose, you either. The parishfpn

are estimated variously by Chase, and the Provost, anwife
Churchwardens, at 3oo—400—500; while the Clergy List takes
a bold leap, and calls it 1000. There are no poorin the Parish,
and no schools as the necessary consequence.. ... Tam warned

that I shall find no soil to work upon, and cautioned against
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expecting a congregation. . . .. I listen and stare, and
can hardly believe my own ears.”
But he is not going to allow the grass to grow under
his feet.
“I have resolved to attempt no changes on this side
ofMdvent ; but I will in the meantime visit the flock ”
it remembered that he was not even presented as
e date of the letter being October 10), “and
ce gnyself whether it may not be practicable to
ck of CHRIST, even here!”

Q) ?he writes to his sister of a change which
he did ‘mgkKe « this side Advent!,” notwithstanding

the resolutiéh Ng announced to her in the previous
month.
“I started afAft Service last Sunday,—or

rather revived the rvite. How hard it is to bring

back the lost! I thik there were scarcely fifty in that
vast Church! And it%used to be such a large congre-
gation! However, the Evening Service is very popular.
I am glad to see undergraduates there, in considerable
numbers.”

Those who knew him well might have gugured with
tolerable certainty that one of his ﬁmwou]d be
the revival of the Afternoon Service, €ha ving been
the Service at which Mr. Newman had beend habit
of delivering his celebrated Sermons, which attjc 0
large an audience from the various Colleges, a urgo
having always retained to the end of his life thqun®st
affectionate veneration for Mr. Newman’s memory, thou
he never showed the smallest symptom of a dispositio
to follow him in his secession from the Anglican fold. 0
Soon after the restoration of the Sunday Afternoon Ser-
vice followed that of the Daily and Saints’ Day Services ;
and Burgon, foreseeing that he should not be equal

singlehanded to all the work which he contemplated
! Advent Sunday in the year 1863 fell on Nov. 29.
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for the benefit of his parishioners, appointed the Rev.
R. G. Livingstone, of Pembroke College, his first Curate.
Mr. Livingstone was ordained to the Curacy of St. Mary’s

iend as well as the very efficient assistant of his Vicar.

®at the December ordination of 1863, and became the fast

iable man, who had penetrated beyond the range

d geniality.

A.D. 1864. In e 4, Burgon’s ¢ Treatise on the Pastoral Office,
Silitressed o Candidates for Holy Orders, or to those

who have recentlff undertaken the cure of souls, made its
appearance. ha n commenced, he tells us, in
1856 (three yeals - fe had resigned his Curacy at
Finmere), had been%laid aside for a long period,” “ re-
sumed from time to time,” and finally “ brought to a close
in 1864.” He was not well in his saddle at St. Mary’s,
certainly had not had more than a month’s experience
of Pastoral work in a town, when thisIreatise, which
enters in considerable detail into ea rate depart-
ment of the duties of a Parish Prifst, Yssfied from the
press. What strikes one at first sight iring ex-
planation, is the very limited account of actual}fxpemgnce,
on which the instructions and advices gi in Bhe
Treatise are founded. e himself is evidently Qg

this objection which might be advanced agains
book ; for he says in the Preface ;—

“It will distress me if I shall be thought to have
overstepped the limits of a becoming modesty: or if
any should be offended because an individual invested
with no authority has thus presumed to teach . ....
I have confined my particular observations to that
sphere of Pastoral labour with which alone I have been

hitherto familiar,—namely, the cure of souls in agri-
cultural parishes. But, in truth, whether in Town or
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Country, human nature is found to be much the same;
and, except in matters of detail, the same general prin-
ciples are everywhere applicable.”

And if it should be thought that even in agricultural

rishes, his experience had been hitherto of the briefest,
&nsisting only of temporary engagements at West Ilsley,
Wosthn, and Finmere during the years 1849 to 1853 in-

t none of which places however did he ever

: efters descriptive of his ministry in those
given at the end of the Second Period

of his Oxfrd“%ife go see with how much justice those

words of the B isdom may be applied to him in

eing made perfect in a short

time, fulfilled a lo iMg.”” In those fragments of weeks

(for this they were, alg nothing more) which he devoted

to West Ilsley, Worton, and Finmere, he crowded by his

extraordinary energy the experience of years, and learnt

about his parishioners, his work, his responsibilities, and

the best means of meeting them, what j& would have

taken another man, of less fervent spirig@nd§less intense

self-devotion, ten years’ continuous r&idéwe€ among the

people to acquire. Add to which tha

ordained till he was thirty-five years old, and adforgds

came to the work with far more furniture in

general cultivation, and far more knowledge o

life and society, than falls to the lot of ordinary Cleyd§-~

men, who receive the first grade of Holy Orders at t

Canonical age of twenty-three. Burgon was a man of

letters, a man of art, a man of high cultivation, and one

who had moved in the literary society of the metropolis,

before he put his hand to the work of the Ministry, and

his intellectual and social maturity gave him a facility

of acquisition, even in a comparatively new sphere of
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duty, which would have been wanting to a man of less
advanced general experience. Any how the ‘ Treatise on the
Pastoral Office’ is an extraordinary production, when con-

idered as the result of a Pastoral experience so very
bief in point of time, and so very fitful. A man who
ad_gtudied a country Parish for twenty-five years of
uoys residence in it could not write with more

ense and better judgment. Needless to
ncrasies, both as regards doctrine and
manner,— taught and the way of teaching it—
run from one e
his other writi
it is that writes. irst Chapter is devoted to the
study of the Bible—%he fundamental study, beyond all
doubt, for those who would duly qualify themselves
for the exercise of the Christian Ministry,—and the
second to Inspiration, which gives the Bible its unique
character of the Word of God. In thegg\two Chapters,
Burgon, deploring, with only too @ reason, the
shallow grounding in Holy Scripture of mgghyof those
who offer themselves for Holy Orders, ittle else
than reproduce in other, and perhaps rat 1mpler,

words the same views of the Bible, its claim$ a
right way of studying it, which he had alrea
n

before the Church in his Sermons on *Inspiratio
Interpretation.” Next to the study of the Bible, he sho s@
the necessity of the study of the Prayer Book, in its
sources, in the changes through which it has reached its
present state, and in its teaching,—the Prayer Book being

““the authorized exponent of the Church’s mind on all

the chief points of doctrine.” The foundation of sacred
learning having thus been laid deep in the study of the

Bible and Prayer Book, a course of reading is then
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recommended in Ecclesiastical History, in the works of
the great English Divines, and, as far as possible, in the
Fathers,—a too vast field, it might be thought, for
the average young Clergyman ?; but of course it is
ended that each one should apply himself to that par-
lar quarter of the field, to which he is drawn by his

r circumstances and prepossessions.
hich follow, and constitute the bulk of the
ry pertinent and judicious advices on
of the Pastoral Work, Preaching and
astoral Visitation of the Sick and the
rsality and individuality of which

hayter
boo e
differe
Sermon
whole (to the

? The late Arch
then Rector of Cray
have seen, had so highl

offering made to the Service of the
Altar,” thinks that the author has
in some measure laid himself open
to the objection which he makes
[Preface, p. viii.] against Professor
Blunt’s ‘Duties of the Parisk-
Priest,—that objection being that
the Professor overloads the Parish
Priest with too many subjects of
study, and sets up a standard im-
possible of attainment. Burgon,
Mr. Churton seems to think, lays
himself open more or less to the
same charge.

And in the same letter (dated
Crayke, April 30,1864), Mr. Churton
hits one or two other blots in the
work, in the way of chronological
inaccuracy, which are here given in
order that, should this very valuable
Treatise ever be reprinted for the
use of Candidates for Holy Orders,
the trifling blunders, here indicated
in Mr. Churton’s own words, may

The Eight

be set right:—“In p. xi. I do not
understand what you mean by speak-
ing of Bp. Wilkins as a ‘little
later’ than Rob. Nelson, or speaking
of Pearson in terms that seem to
imply that you consider him to have
been earlier. The only Bp. Wilkins
with whom I am acquainted is
John Wilkins, the Natural Philo-
sopher, famo proposing  a
voyage to goory and Bp. Pear-
son’s predecessor 1n See of

But his Treatise calle
so far from being w

ago,” was first publishe
See Wood's ¢ Athene,” iii. 96
Bliss, where some later editions%re
also mentioned.”

John Wilkins, Bp. of Chester,
was born in 1614,— consecrated
1668,—died 16%2.

John Pearson,who succeeded him
in the see, was born in 1612,—con-
secrated 1673,—died 1686.

Robert Nelson, author of ¢ The
Fasts and Festivals, was born in
1656,—died 1714.
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last visitation he attaches great weight), Village Educa-
tion and Catechizing, Preparation for Confirmation and
First Communion, impressive reading of the Psalms and

essons, and so forth. The chapter on Parochial Manage-
nfent, which recognises each Parish as presenting a sepa-

rategproblem of its own, and to be dealt with therefore
ﬂ;’ y cast-iron rule, but in methods demanded by
its

eculiar characteristics, treats very pertinently
) of such humble subjects as the Village

Feast, the Harvest Home, the Village
Club and R® Room, the Lending Library, the
dealing of the gfastor gwith Dissenters, and the line he
should take in Wggiti m. The Book is as exhaustive
as it well can beQonNts own subject—the exercise of
the Pastoral Office a rural district—and, as being
studiously moderate in its tone, and repudiating both
the Ultra Protestant and Ritualistic extremes, may
safely be recommended. On the one hand, Burgon is no
Puritan. “Let preaching have all hgfgur,” he says;
“but let it subordinate duly, and ng#8 looked upon
as the great business of the Sanctuary, the
evangelizing a Parish. In Puritan tim
/a Préche was a name for Protestantism. I
days, we have perhaps heard of Church Service
or indecently hurried over,in order that the per
in the pulpit might commence. All such self-glorifichgio
is a dishonour put upon Gon; and an omen of nothi @
but ill to the spiritual life of a people” [p. 204]. On

the other hand Burgon is certainly no Ritualist. Witness
the following :—

means of

“ How attired shall a man go forth to minister? A
soiled curt surplice, stained with iron-mould, and
unfurnished with hood or stole,—crumpled bands, tied
askew,—and muddy boots,—form an unseemly accom-
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paniment (to say the least) for one who is to conduct
the services of Gob’s House,— however humble it
But is a man therefore driven into curious
millinery, and the foppish extravagances of unpopular

may be.

stheticism ?

Need he appear in a surplice of peculiar

t,—a stole embroidered with red, green, or yellow
crosses,—a hood so displayed that the crimson lining
make him look positively smart,—or wearing
uthorized, or at least questionable vestment?

that he is

ible a puppy,
dandy in a Lon%gn

And as to more

as t'h

fifse medizeval tricks on the LORD’S Day’ and in

Strange blindness, which

kes a clergyman of self-denying zeal,

iety, that he should fail to perceive
ugh a fop, as affected and contempt-
is oy solemn way, as the most secular
gation 3 [p. 307].

sential matters than costume, he

maintains that a “strictly Choral Service,” (meaning a
Service ““ where, in addition to the Canticles, the Psalms
are invariably chanted, and the prayers intoned,”) ¢ how-
ever indispensable in a Cathedral, is utterly out of place
in an ordinary parish Church; and in t ntry,simply
ridiculous ” [p. 323]; that *“to thé v system of

3 The passage is given (not with-
out hesitation) as a specimen of his
somewhat intemperate language,
when his controversial antipathies
were aroused. It is obvious, how-
ever, to remark that ¢ self-denying
zeal and unmistakable piety” (which
Burgon admits in this passage cha-
racterize many of the Ritualists) are
hardly compatible with foppishness
and puppyism. A zealous and de-
voted clergyman, leading the worship
of his congregation, cannot really be
a fop or a puppy, however much his
costume might give such an im-
pression to those who look only on

the surface.

There is something

deeper than thi vestments.
As regards the

of Ritualism in

Henry Deane, who

during Burgon’s time, writes ;

““There was considerable chang
in the religious thought of Oxfor
during the years 1863-6. Ritual-
ism had now begun to take hold of
the undergraduate, and the High
Churchman was nothing if not a
Ritualist. The Seniors also had
changed very much. Many were
inclining to the new school of
thought.”
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auricular confession, whether constant or periodical, the
Church of England stands utterly opposed ” [p. 220]; and
that it is not “the office of the physician of souls to

robe the hearts of those, who come to him ‘to open
tikir grief, ” but

rather to lend a patient, yet most incurious ear,
#@verse of inguisitive, I mean) to the history of
wh so weigh down a fellow-sinner ..... in
sil d in love to (listen :—next, if need be, with a

faith ciful hand to touch the sore which has
thus be @t to light; yet not with judicial in-

quisitivenefs rbid !), as having for our object the
eliciting of onegfditional detail; but with brotherly
sympathy ratheg as s mely anxious to minister ‘such
ghostly counsel, B, ael comfort,” that the conscience

of the other ‘may MygeNeved, ” &e., &e. [pp. 221, 222].

The merits of the ‘Treatise on the Pastoral Office’ did
not go without recognition. The work elicited from
Henry Phillpotts, Bishop of Exeter, the following Letter
to the Author :—

“Durham,ﬁ 13, 1864.
“Dear Sir,—Forgive my taking #he rty of thus

addressing you, as if I had the privile personal
acquaintance. But I cannot regard as aSSti'%ger one to
whom I am so much obliged, both individ y ant as

the bearer of an office to which I wish you wefe zai
For I know not who would be so likely to 1
duties as the author of the ¢ 7'reatise on the Pastoral :
Yet you must pardon my brevity of acknowledgme if@
the value of that Book. I do not write without effort,
which I think you would not wish me to incur.

“I have not been able to read your Book entirely as
yet. But I am grateful for it. If you do not become
Bishop, may you be Professor of Pastoral Theology !

“ God bless you! Believe me,
“Gratefully yours,

“H. EXETER.
“Rev. J. W. Burgon.
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“If you ever come within reach of me (I return, D.V.,,
to Bishopstowe, Torquay, at the end of this month),
pray gratify me with giving me an opportunity of im-
proving my acquaintance with a man, who has been
enabled by God to confer so great a boon on our

urch.”

he course of the next month “ Henry of Exeter’
is appreciation of the ¢ 7reatise on the Pastoral

’

“ Exeter, Sept. 22, 1864.

@ me intreat your permission to propose
to you the rincipal of the Theological College

at Exeter*. Yo
Gloucester and €f El
I can express to We
say after, but with
qualifications of the Clerg

redecessors have been the Bishops of
d I should rejoice more than

to number you—I cannot

m®-as Teachers of the duties and

“I would wish to write more at length; but writing
is inconvenient to me, almost to pain.

“ Believe me, dear Sir,

“ With warm esteem and respect
“Yours most faj ,

“Rev. J. Burgon.”

On the next day (Sept. 23), Burgon, after
pressions of gratitude * for this fresh mark of cogfi
from one whom I honour so profoundly, and symp

* It is observable that in the
Preface to his ¢ Pastoral Office,
Burgon, after some (not too severe)
strictures on the want of furniture
for the Pastoral Office, with which
young men are allowed to take on
themselves so arduous a charge,
speaks gratefully of our Theological
Colleges as having done something
to supply a recognised need: ¢ The

13 TE

complaint is of long standing:
has no practical answerbeen hithert
given to it, except by the setting up
of a few Diocesan Colleges,—insti-
tutions which claim our generous
sympathy, and deserve to have a
place in our prayers. They found
an able advocate a century and a
half ago in the person of Robert
Nelson,” Preface, p. x.
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with so entirely,” asks for “time to deliberate on so
serious a step as quitting a cure in Oxford, and a sphere
of undoubted usefulness. I will frankly confess that
I find it very hard to see ‘my way plain before me.””
the 1st of October he definitively declined the offer,
aving with regret arrived at the conclusion that my
learly is to remain where I am.” He was right
profabl@¥in the world’s point of view, as well as in his

oW, niversity city the claims of a theologian to
higher eferment are much more likely to make
themselve lly known and recognised, than at the

ecclesiastical cegfre of a remote provincial Diocese.
At Oxford, heSgtood the fountain-head of religious
movement and tAyelsy, ready, on the moment
of the rise of a new\theological error, to enter a firm
and a learned protest for God’s Truth, and also at the
fountain-head of the best youthful life of England, ready
to cast in at the very spring of that life the salt of

Scriptural teaching and wholesome ral influence.
Long years ago Professor Whewell th1s vein of
thought as regards the sister Unlve s1ty bridge,
in commenting from the University pu the teht
“Behold, I stand by the well of water” (Ge

A.D. 1865. [.EL 52.]

Burgon’s political allegiance to Mr. Glad
that of many other members of the University, ha
for some time past on the wane. But severe as was
strain which Mr. Gladstone had placed upon it, it dld
not even yet quite break down. Burgon supported

Mr. Gladstone by his vote in the General Election of
18655; but declined any longer to serve (as he had

® This General Election was not liament had expired by efflux of
an appeal to the country on any time.
particular question. The late Par-
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hitherto done) on his Committee. The University of
Oxford at last shook herself loose of a member, who
certainly had ceased to represent either her Toryism or
her old-fashioned High Churchism. Sir William Heath-

e was again returned, as a matter of course, but this
iMe with Mr. Gathorne Hardy as his colleague, instead

f N ladstone. The latter was in a minority of 18o.
etter of Professor Seabury’s® to Burgon in the
Ju ear, we gather that he was at this time
giving of Lectures to his congregation on the
Book of (#€ng «% he foundation of these Lectures having

been already
which (as we h
ley) he had eig
at the Town Hall [

“Let me entreat you,” writes the Professor, “(I am
sure you will pardon my freedom) to go on with your
Homiletics on Genesis. It is what the Saint of the golden
mouth would do, if he had now your position at Oxford.

the Sunday Evening Bible Class,
seendn one of his letters to Mr. Hens-

viously held for the citizens
awove, p. 290].

The formal Sermon (good in its place
suffered to deprive God’s people of fapd
of His Word. I did not hear your

¢ The Rev.SamuelSeabury,D.D.,

was a theologian of great eminence
and wide influence in the American
Episcopal Church, and was the
grandson of Bishop Seabury, its
first Bishop. Dr. Seabury was the
Professor of Biblical Learning and
Interpretation of Holy Scripture in
the General Theological Seminary
of New York from 1862 to 1872,
and held for thirty years the Rectory
of the Church of the Annunciation
in that city. He published several
learned and valuable works, the
best known of which are ¢ The Con-
tinuity of the Church of England

hould not be

in the Sizteen

entitled ¢ Mary the Virge
son, the Reverend W. J. Sealfry,
the present Rector of the Churc
the Annunciation, writes thus to
the author :—* I well remember the
occasion of my father’sletter, having
shared with him the hospitable kind-
ness of Mr. Burgon, and having
heard the Lecture referred to on
the first Chapter of Genesis, which
made an impression upon me not to
be effaced.”
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the unmeasured gratification of Mrs. Seabury and my
son, who did hear it, convinced me that God had given
you access to the hearts and heads of your audience.
And your second Lecture, which I heard, made me wish
or a series of the same sort on the whole Book. And
the enemy comes in your way, don’t spare him.”
erhaps there was less need for this exhortation in
’s case than there might have been in the case of
other expositors.) “Therasp of St.Jerome is some-
use; and as long as there are ‘fools,” there
oug ‘rod for their backs.’”

wished him, andgfompleted his Expository Lectures on
the Book of Geffesis. glen Lectures on this Book he has
left behind him} e and subjects of which are
given at the foot ORth® page”; and it is greatly to be
desired that these, as® well as the Lectures on the Acts
of the Apostles, a series which he did complete, and
which needs nothing but editing in order to its imme-
diate publication, should be given to the world. The
Book of Genesis, like the Acts of th ostles, was a

favourite Book with him. The simw¥e most stately
and majestic Record of Creation, to the tance of
which in its literal and obvious sense— e 1n

which a child would accept it,—he clung
see) to the last moment of his life; and the My

7 SUBJECTS OF SERMONS ON GENESIS.
. The Mosaic Record of Creation. . Gen. i. 1.
. The Creation of Adam and Eve . ;. 7, 18-24.

1

2

3. The Temptation and Fall of Man . ;i 1-6.
4. The Promised Deliverer . iii. 8-13.
5. Adam’s Sentence S iii. 16-19.
6. Man an exile from Paradise . . iv. 1, 2.
7. The Offerings of Cain and Abel . iv. 3-7.
8. The Death of Abel . iv. 8—10.
9. The Curse of Cain . iv. 11-16.

10. Enoch and Methuselah  { ,;_ 27.
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grace and beauty of the picture of patriarchal manners
which is painted in the later part of the Book, and
which, while it is no doubt pure history, is at the same
time largely charged with type and figure, and has

iritual mysteries underlying every page of it,—these
&sages of Holy Writ had at all times an irresistible
t ion for a mind so imaginative, and so susceptible
ﬁr ions from the sublime and beautiful, as was

hi

Bur ition as a Parish Priest was rendered
more di n@n it otherwise would have been, by
the circunista at St. Mary’s was the Church not
only of his Parig, but of the University also, where on
every Sunday imNJe e two Sermons were preached
before members of iversity of all grades (preceded
by nothing but the ding of Prayer prescribed in the
fifty-fifth Canon, and the Lord’s Prayer), for which con-
venient hours must somehow be found. The University
had undoubted rights in the Church no less than the
Vicar and Churchwardens,—rights whichg#gd been recog-
nised in a practical shape by large s % ributed out
of the University Chest towards the restorgjs@n of the
fabric. By long prescription the hours®aPgffinted for
the University Sermons had been half-past 1n {he
morning and two in the afternoon. College §is

required of all undergraduates on Sundays atte

at Morning Prayers in their respective College Ch¥gels 0

at 8 a.m.; but attendance at the University Sermoits
was not enforced except at two or three Colleges, where
the students were obliged in the course of the week to
produce Sermon Notes, as an evidence that they had
been present at one of the University Sermons at least,
and had given some attention to it.

Accordingly, attendance at the Sermons being at most

VoL, 11, ¢
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Colleges voluntary, but few Undergraduates presented
themselves, except when some preacher of eminence and
notoriety had been announced in the previous week.
Many of the better Tutors, who were in earnest about
e spiritual and moral welfare of their pupils, and who

I desired such arrangements as might secure to the
ol Servants the opportunity of attending Divine
e Sundays, thought that the system might be

imp by a change in the hours of the University
Serm! Sunday Morning Prayers in the College
Chapels. ‘&v Charles Waldegrave Sandford, then
Senior CerfSor rist Church ® (the College not only
largest in numbg¥s, butyalso first in rank from the cir-
cumstance of itsNgnp@kiy with the Cathedral Church),
addressed a letter tQth® Vice-Chancellor, sketching the
outline of such a cha®ge as he thought might be con-
ducive to the spiritual interests of the Undergraduates
and the College Servants, without however committing
himself to details. We gather from his letter the
interesting fact that “the Undergrad had lately
addressed memorials to the authorit] eir several
Colleges, praying for a weekly Communion.” 4. Sand-
ford provided in his scheme for a compl@it this
gratifying request. The proposal which heftlffew Qut
for consideration and discussion in the He
Council was, that there should be in College Cha
weekly celebration of Holy Communion at 8 a.m., t&pe
attended, not as a matter of College discipline, but by
such Undergraduates as might desire it ; that the Morn-
ing Prayer in the College Chapels should be at 10
(instead of, as hitherto, at 8 a.m.); and that the Morning
University Sermon should be moved from 10.30 a.m. to
12 (noon). He also recommended that sermons of a

8 Now Bishop of Gibraltar.
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more familiar and less ambitious character than those
usually preached before the University should be occa-
sionally given in the College Chapels, in which case he
thought that the Afternoon University Sermon (almost
alyays feebly attended) might be dispensed with. In

1s way he hoped that the Sunday breakfast parties
cheons, which occupied so large a portion of the
orning of many Undergraduates, might have
hrown in their way (inasmuch as every
Under ust be in Chapel from 10 to 11), while
the requ e, right-thinking ones for a weekly
Communion woulg?be acceded to. This was just one of
those alteratiod§ whigl\ while seeming at first sight
exceedingly desir found to be impracticable
without putting oth& things seriously out of joint; but
there can be no question that the proposal was one,
both from the obvious aim of it, and the high character
of those who supported it, which amply deserved the
consideration that Mr. Sandford solicited for it. The
Vicar of St. Mary’s had been consulted, 4 @

t

ears,—most

pointedly consulted,—nay, and listendt tSw#pon the sub-
ject ;—had not this been done, the proceedi 1d have
been not only uncourteous in a high degree, JMEON -

siderate and inequitable. But, though meanS Fad been
taken to soothe and conciliate him, it cannot b
that in the three letters which he wrote on the subyg
and specially in that in which he fulminated agai
Mr. Kitchin? for the support given by him to Mr. Sand-
ford, Burgon expressed himself with an asperity quite
uncalled for. It is possible that his feelings of repug-
nance to Mr. Sandford’s suggestions may have been
prompted in some measure (all unconsciously to himself)
not only by the supposed encroachment upon his rights

9 Now Dean of Winchester.
C 2
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as Vicar of St. Mary’s, but also by his regarding the
spiritual welfare of the undergraduates as his peculiar
sphere, in which, during the whole of his maturer Oxford
life, he had striven to make his mark at the cost of great

rsonal self-sacrifice.

He loved the undergraduates

arly, it is true, and laboured hard for them; but
loved and lakhoured for them too; and it would

of the 1#tgf P
universally lam
nicler of Burg
unnoticed ; but
the particulars mu
of which are given at

s Li

L 1. ¢ The Unwversity Sermon and
College Services” A Letter ad-
dressed to the Vice-Chancellor, by
Charles Waldegrave Sandford, M.A.,
Senior Censor of Christ Church,
Oxford ; Chaplain to the Lord
Bishop of London ; and late White-
hall Preacher. Oxford: John Henry
and James Parker, 1865.

2. ‘Mr. Sandford and the Univer-
sity Sermon.” A Letter addressed
to the Rev. the Vice-Chancellor,
by the Rev. John W. Burgon, M.A.,
Fellow of Oriel, and Vicar of St.
Mary the Virgin’s. Oxford: John
Henry and James Parker, 1865.

3. ‘ Mr. Burgon and the Untver-
ity Sermon. By G. W. Kitchin,
M.A., late Censor of Christ Church;
Examining Chaplain to the Lord
Bishop of Chester; and late Select
Preacher. Oxford: John Henry
and James Parker, 1863.

njust not to recognise how deeply the young
xfoad in those days was indebted to such men
ggurtley, Mr. Linton, Mr. Christopher (both
bh Priests like Mr. Burgon), and the late

ed Canon Liddon.
ould not pass over this incident
edwho is curious to know more of
consult the six Pamphlets, the titles
e foot of the page 1.—We pass from

The faithful chro-

4. ‘NMr. Kitchin, Mr. Sandford,
and the University Sermon.’ A
Second Letter addressed to the

lev. the Vg hancellor, by the
Rev. Joh gon, M.A. Ox-
ford : John y and James Par-
ker, 1865.

5. ¢ The Unive Sergon and

College Services.’

the Virgin’s, by Charle
Sandford, M.A., Senior

the Lord Bishop of London ;
late Whitehall Preacher. Oxford
Messrs. Parker and Co., 1866.

6. ¢ The Ozxford Sunday.” A Let-
ter to Mr. Sandford in Reply. By
the Rev. John W. Burgon, M.A,
Fellow of Oriel, and Vicar of St.
Mary the Virgin’s. Oxford: James
Parker and Co., 1866.

It may be observed that in No. 3,
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the subject with the reflexion that this was not the first
time in the history of the Church, nor will it be the last,
when good men, really seeking the same high and holy
ends, have come to a sharp parry and thrust of words.
gon’s aptness to be betrayed, when writing, into
temperate expressions towards opponents, was one of
les of his truly great, and noble, and attractive
nd gave a wholly erroneous impression of
who were only superficially acquainted
at thou wouldst dip thy foot in oil!”
st ardent and enthusiastic admirers
respecting Burgongishing for him the blessing of Asher
(Deut. xxxiii. 2 It ainly is to be desired that he
had dipped his per®j@ 1% mote frequently.
The early part of th&\gear 1867 carried away the old

charg€t
him
with hi

said one

and venerated friend who had baptized Burgon, and had
in later life been his correspondent and trusted coun-

sellor,—the Rev. G. C. Renouard, Rector of Swanscombe.

Thus he writes of this event in his Joum
“Very many were the tender mefor’#®of gther years

iend into

which seemed gathered with that dear
the grave. O what a long catalogue o
there were and are! He is almost the first

my other oldest friends,—as Rogers, Hamilto
Millingen, and so many, many more. He de

Mr. Kitchin, while censuring Bur-

gon’s attack upon Mr. Sandford as
“sharp and somewhat flippant,”
admits, ‘“One cannot help liking
Mr. Burgon, even when his paro-
chial sympathies set him to lay a
sleeper in the track of the Univer-
sity train.”

It is also only fair to say that in
No. 5, whatever view may be taken

issue, Mr. Sandford has set a mode
of the way in which Christian Con-
troversy should be conducted, the
tone of his Pamphlet being, while
he firmly maintains his own ground,
most courteous, reasonable, dig-
nified, and perfectly inoffensive
towards his antagonist.

1867,
(4.

54.]
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Feb. 15, 1867, @t. 86, and was buried in the corner of
the new part of Swanscombe Churchyard on the 21st.”
A natural association of ideas would connect the
remembrance of Mr. Renouard with that of his young
er Kitty ; for it was, as it will be remembered, from
ouard’s house and Churchyard that he had been sum-
away thirty-one years ago to Kitty’s deathbed.
P 54, 551
seturn from dear Mr. Renouard’s funeral,” he
jal and very long memorandum, giving
e removal of his sister’s body to the

Holywell Cemet, in Oxford, “a sudden inclination,
which I could gt exp}yp, came over me to go and pass
half an hour i le¥sbury with our Uncle and

Cousins, We spok®&of the most recent changes in the
metropolis. ‘Yes; St. Stephen’s, Walbrook, will in-
fallibly come down one of these days,’ said Uncle John.
The words seemed to go through me. All the way back
to Oxford I revolved the matter, devisgd a plan” (for
the removal of Kitty’s body from vhich might
within a few years be desecrated by ti#emolition of
the Church standing over her remain the con-
version of the site into a London thorouglifape#™and
acted upon my resolve the very next da .’@n
obtained the required “ faculty ” and the necess# -
tions from the clergymen of St. John the Baptist, Offor
(to which parish the portion of the cemetery in w

his father and mother had been buried belonged) and o
St. Stephen’s, Walbrook, he plans with the assistance of
a stonemason “a sepulchral chamber” of stone, procures
“ four huge Yorkshire flags, eight feet long, four feet
high, and six or seven inches thick,” to be held together
by “a strong iron cramp, secured with lead, at each of
the four corners,” and causes to be “engraved upon a
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slab of Mansfield stone,” destined to “fit into and fill up
the western side of the tomb,” a Latin inscription of
twenty-two lines, of which he gives the following
translation :—

I The resting-place of a most sweet and excellent
tle girl, Catharine Margaret Burgon, youngest daughter
as Burgon, Esq., and Catharine Margaret his
fell asleep in CHRIST on the 28th day of

5. Her sacred remains Ilemoved at the
end of thir ears from the Church of St. Stephen’s,
! } op, to this place, in order that close
beside her paren hom she loved so dearly, she, their
deeply lamentedgffaughtgy, might rest. For our dearest
mother sleeps in adjoining grave, and at her
r also. ‘They were lovely in
their lives ; and in de3h they were not divided.’

“ O ye who succeed us, I implore and adjure you by
the Coming of our LorD JESUs CHRIST, disturb not these
so dear remains! O reader, O by-stander, one and all,
O disturb them not. J. W.B”

By Tuesday evening, gth of April, 1 msepulchral
chamber was nearly ready for its p occupant ;
and “on Wednesday morning I was at S phen’s,
Walbrook, hefore g o'clock. You may supf@segiiith
how much agitation of mind I approached ¢Ms fpart
my task..... What if any unsuspected difficult 1
arise?” It did arise; but was surmounted. Sev
years ago, when interment in Churches had beco
illegal, the steps leading down into the vault had been
bricked up and the aisle above “floored with solid con-
crete.” “The singular liberality and kindness of Mr.
Windle, the Rector, had,” however, © ordered an opening
for me to be effected with crowbars, so that I descended

through the vaulted brickwork, which makes the roofing
of the vault.” A sexton and mason, who are on the spot
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to assist him, report that though they had found several
coffins with the name of Burgon on the plate, none bore
the Christian name of Catharine Margaret. ~With the
help of “a guttering candle, and a little sketch which I
made in 1836,” he finds the coffins of the other
embers of his family, in the position of which he had
-g i note thirty-one years ago ; but in the spot where
he Fmofbered having deposited Kitty,—*“ A coffin was
: gpas not hers! 1 felt bewildered and giddy ;

t repeating how long they had looked
sick too.” But he is not to be
daunted by the gfpprehension of failure. I informed

in vain, 1

strong men, and a PMgund of candles, and make haste

back.” Deeply dispirited, notwithstanding his gallant

resolution, he rouses himself to “scrutinize every smallish

coftin within three or four yards of the place, and pre-

sently saw one with a baby’s body rggting on it. I

cannot express the joyous emotion w@bch, on push-
t

ing that little body aside, I first rea eginning of
one of /er names—then the next—then ame and
the date. I blessed GoD; sprang out of the Qhe

floor; sent a boy after the men ; and, to be brigf, igp Wa
an hour more the treasure I was in search of
deposited on the floor of the aisle, quite safe!”

d

Transported to Oxford in a hearse, the body was
in the chapel of the Holywell Cemetery, till the sepul-
chral chamber was quite completed. “On the sides of the
chamber,Iemployed aman topaint in vermilion the words,
»k JESUS- CALLED-A @ LITTLE - CHILD - UNTO - HIM.»k”’

When everything was ready for the interment, on the
evening of Saturday, April 13, the Eve of Palm Sunday,
he himself in the presence of his nephew, William Francis
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Rose, and two friends who had kindly assisted in the pre-
paration of the sepulchral chamber, read the Funeral Ser-
vice (mindful perhaps of the slovenly way in whichit had
been read on occasion of the previous interment), “ while
edrest Billy threw the dust on the body.” “The strength
he little sepulchral chamber elicited remarks from all.

d like something destined to last for ever!”
Tathgf® who might be disposed to ask why so large a

spac 1 devoted to an incident of purely domestic
interest; would reply that the object of a Bio-
graphy is t the mind of the subject ; and how

>

very large a portigff of Burgon’s mind this “ Translation’
of the little sist€g occ , may be judged by the long
and detailed mem e has drawn up of the trans-
action, only a very Wapid outline of which has been
presented to the reader.

The first Lambeth Conference, summoned by Arch-
bishop Longley in the autumn of this year, which was

attended by seventy-six Bishops of the Amclican Com-
munion, elicited from Burgon one of @mcterisﬁc
Sermons 2, which he inseribes to the N verend
Robert Gray, Metropolitan of South Afric late for

whom he always entertained what he profesges
Inscription,—a ¢ profound respect and admiratio

e
Sermon justifies the tone of the Encyclical Let
forth by the Conference, which had created sdfpe
disappointment, as being (so it was said with somethin® 0

% ¢ The Lambeth Conference, and  Bishops, Metropolitans, and Pre-
the EncyclidaBrmon preached siding Bishops assembled at the
at St. Mary the Virgin’s, Oxford, Lambeth Conference. By the Rev.
on the Eighteenth Sunday after John W. Burgon, M.A., Fellow of
Trinity, (Oct. 20th), 1867, after Oriel College, and Vicar of St.
publicly reading, by command of Mary the Virgins, Oxford. Oxford
the Lord Bishop of the Diocese, the and London: James Parker and
Pastoral Address of the Archbishops, Co., 1867.
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of a sneer), “judiciously confined to innocuous common-
places.” This, says Burgon, is only because “it enun-
ciates the old Truths, rehearsing them not only in their
integrity, but also in their simplicity,” and because it

varns ” both “against subtracting from the Deposit,”’

d also “from overlaying Evangelical Truth with
human inventions and new Articles of Faith.”
egfhatic is the Vicar of St. Mary’s Anti-Erastian-

isn¥. ilgghe would “sooner cut off his right hand
than severance between the Church and the
State 3, ” he teaches his people, “is not the

creature of the gfate, any more than the State is the
vassal of the @hurc he Church’s Doctrine may not
be decided by La urtils, neither are her formularies
to be interpreted secular Judges; who really, (to
speak the plain truth in plain English), do not under-
stand them ; do not so much as understand the very
language in which they are written. [I am content to
rest this assertion on the judgment which they delivered
in the famous Gorham case].”

Two events in Burgon's history dtcuhwifig
of the year 1867 gave him, according
timony in his Journal, great satisfaction,—i#fe
Ordination of the nephew mentioned above®,
had watched over with fatherly care and affech
second his own election to the Gresham Professorshg
office which he held till his death. Here is his no%
of these two incidents in his Journal.

t the end

own tes-
the

“Oriel, Sunday Night, Dec. 22, 1867.—I cannot lie

3 In the following year (1868) he
preached at St. Mary’s and pub-
lished a Sermon on  Disestablish-
ment: the Nation’s formal rejection
of God,” which may be consulted
by those who desire to know more

of his views on the connexion of
Church and State.

* Williaw Francis Rose, ordained
to the Curacy of Holy Trinity,
Windsor ;—now Vicar of Worle,
Weston-super-Mare.
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down to-night without recording the infinite goodness of
Gop to me in suffering me to see my dearest W. F. R.
ordained Deacon this day at Christ Church. He assisted
me at St. Mary’s this evening. Zaus Deo !

“How can I fail also to record my election (on
Vailnesday, 11 Dec.) to the Gresham Professorship of
iVinity—an office I have so much longed for, and now
yBite to have obtained ?

he LorD, O my soul, for both these great
. W.B”

s #de Gresham Professorship of Divinity ?
the curiou€ g @ ay be inclined to enquire. Burgon’s

own ¢ Life of Sir as Gresham, which he published, as

we have seen, ingf839 nty-eight years previously to
his appointment fessorship), gives full par-
ticulars on this hea flice it to say here that Sir

Thomas Gresham, the Tounder of the Royal Exchange,
who died Nov. 21, 1579, ordained by will that the pro-
perty of his great mansion house in Bishopsgate Street,
as well as the rents arising from the Royal Exchange,
after Lady Gresham’s life interest in th were to be
vested in the hands of the Corporati ndon and
the Mercers’ Company. These public bodi e con-
jointly to nominate seven professors, who shotifl legture
successively, one on every day of the week, o sev
sciences of divinity, astronomy, music, geomet W
medicine, and rhetoric. The salaries of the lectur
were amply defrayed by the profits arising from
Royal Exchange, and were fixed at £50 per annum ;—a 0
more liberal remuneration than Henry VIII had ap-
pointed for the Regius Professors of Divinity at Oxford
and Cambridge, and equivalent to at least £400 or £500
at the present day” [‘ Life of Gresham, vol. ii. pp. 437,

438]. From a complaint made as early as 1647, in “a
little quarto tract of eight pages, entitled ¢ Sir Tomas
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Gresham, his Ghost,” to the effect that ‘the lecturers
were so superbiously pettish, that they will resolve no
Queere that may advantage the Dubitour,’” it would seem
to have been a recognised practice for pupils who had
culties to address questions to the Lecturer, and have

m answered on the spot for the benefit of the class.
onversational method of conducting the Lectures

con
pe

5 No gt always. His
polemical % were strong,
and, when rused;%p im out of

the condition of min which calm
argument is possi
‘The author has been to
story of Burgon’s dealin
of his “ Dubitours” at a
lecture. A member of the class,
with some general knowledge of
the questions of modern controversy,
started an objection to whaf the
lecturer had propounded. Burgon,
at all times somewhat intolerant of
opposition, gave a further exposition
of what he conceived to be the
truth, and tried to settle the matter
by his own Ipse dixit. ¢ Well, at
all events,” exclaimed the Dubitour,
«“A.B. holds it to be so” (naming
a very eminent and well-known
Rationalistic Divine, highly placed
in the Church of England); *for
I consulted his book about it before
I came away” ‘“A. B.,” cried
Gresham’s Lecturer in Divinity,
making his long arms perform a
whirligig, and forming his lips
to express the escape of vapour,—
“A.B.!! Pouf-f-f-f-f-f-f1”

He cannot be said to have been
patient ¢ towards those that oppose
themselves,” however exceedingly so

down to Burgon’s time, and, as is testified by
attended his class, he was usually ® most

towards those who submitted meekly
toreceiveinstructionfromhim. Take
the following incldent, sent to the
author by a widely known and Lighly
esteemed beneficed clergyman :—
““It was about the year '71 or
’72 that alady of my acquaintance,
who had gone to live at Oxford
with her husband, asked me to
write to Burgon, requesting him to
allow her to call upon him in any
doubt or difficulty. Both she and
her husband had been brought up
ig¥enters, and had come
sgbefore for advice

and counsel. know Bur-
gon; but tha f knowledge
never has hindered Jhe help-
ing one who desiredf ofneeds Welp ;

and so I wrote to ,
plained how matters
wrote a kind reply, saying
she attended his Church
was the case) and would come”t
the Vestry some day after Matins,
he would see her. She soon knocked
at the Vestry door, and was seen
by him : he asked what her doubts
or difficulties were, and spoke at
some length in reply to them; and
when he stopped, she said, ¢ But,
Mr.Burgon—.’ Hisanswerwasquick
and sharp, ¢ No buts!—go—do.””
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kind, patient, and painstaking in the replies made by
him to enquirers. The Professors were originally, by
the terms of the bequest, housed in the College, each of
them having separate lodgings in that large mansion,
h Gresham probably had built with a view to the
rporate life, of which he purposed it ultimately to be
e; but the provisions of his will, full of wise

than th gt Founders generally are, and a ruth-
less Act raent gave powers, first for the
demolition of the JBllege, said to have grown old and
ruinous (why w allowed to become so ?) and
then [8 Geo. IIL. ¢ the leasing of the ground
to the Crown for a p®gpetual rent of #£500 per annum.
See all the details of these disreputable proceedings, and
Burgon’s wail of lamentation over them, in the last
Appendix of his Second Volume, No. xxx. p. 500.

He gave his Inaugural Gresham Lecture, Jan. 17, 1868.
In the same year appeared his ‘le_ﬂ/e Final
School; in a letter addressed by the Vice-
Chancellor of the University. The establish of this

“fifth Final School ” was a subject which layjfe T
his heart, bearing as it did upon the better qual@
of Candidates for Holy Orders, who would na

avail themselves of the opportunity of obtaining -
demical distinctions in Theology, which this new Scho
would hold out. A few words of explanation are here
necessary for such readers as are not familiar with the
educational system of Oxford. In the year 1807, when
first, second, and third Classes were first awarded as
Honours to those who had distinguished themselves in
the Examination for the first (or Bachelor’s) degree,
there were two Schools only (that is, two departments
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of subjects), in the first of which every undergraduate
must pass an examination, and in either or both
of which he might gain a Class,—Litere Ilumaniores,
vulgarly called Classics, and Discipline Mathematice et

hysice, vulgarly called Mathematics. So things con-
&uued for more than forty years, till in the year 1850,—
considerable resistance from many thoughtful mem-

ﬁo he University, and among them from Burgon

hi (seg his letter to Mr. Renouard above, pp. 211,

st of Examination for the B.A. degree was
to include two new Schools (or depart-

ments of subj€ci#), one, Law and Modern History, the

other PhysicaléScieng
a subversion

This was a fundamental change.
theory and principle of Aca-
demical Educatioly tifough at first sight it might not
appear to be so. For that theory and principle were,
that Degrees in “ Arts” merely stamped a man as quali-
fied by discipline of the mind and general culture (which
it was supposed that Classics and Mathematics were the
best instruments of conveying) for rosecution of
such studies as might be called fo nal, the four
recognised studies (besides “ Arts”) in h degrees
were given being Theology, Law, Medicin&a Lusic.
“ Arts” were the preliminary of these ;—%h@ nece§sary
foundation, upon which alone any of these sevigal¥su
structures could with safety be reared. This thegfyNpe
it sound or unsound, was entirely disturbed, when fgthe
subjects of study intended merely for mental discipli
were added two new ones, of the highest value and im-
portance indeed, but departments of knowledge rather
than instruments of training,—Natural Science one, the
other Law and History. However, the old educational
principle having been abandoned, and other subjects
besides Classics and Mathematics being recognised as
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qualifying for the B.A. degree, and Classes being given
for proficiency in them, it was felt by Mr. Burgon and
others that Theology, the highest of all studies, would
labour under a disadvantage, if in it alone proficiency
; not signalised by any honour conferred in connexion
&1 the B.A. degree. If men might graduate with dis-
cti#® in Law and History, and in Natural Science,
\@c o in Divinity ? A young man destined for
Hol

's would then feel that, in devoting himself to

Theoldgi dy for a year previously to his first degree,
he woul g§'in% in a good foundation of sacred learn-
ing, for that*whiel yhs to be the pursuit and business of

his life. The grgflt Bis
the University aWghop

p Pearson had complained of
wo centuries ago ;— Year
after year ye thrus youthful aspirants to Holy
Orders, to whom ye reftse neither University degrees nor
testimonials, but whom ye are not careful to furnish with
even a smattering of Divinity before they leave your
walls.” Burgon attempts to shew that neither the
large staffs of Theological Professors ajQxford and
Cambridge, nor our Theological Collegraining in
a large town Parish under an experienced ParighsPriest,
will of themselves suffice to meet this long
and proposes ‘““that henceforth, just as men’s a
in Mathematics, History, Law, Chemistry, are{ asge
tained by public examination ; and as special pro

is rewarded by a Class; so exactly shall it fare w
them in respect of their Theological attainments.”

By strenuous exertion on Burgon’s own part, and
that of others who thought with him, the Statute insti-
tuting a Final School of Theology, and prescribing that
the Vice-Chancellor and Proctors, jointly with three of
the Theological Professors, should nominate the Ex-
aminers, and prescribe the Books to be examined in
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was passed in the year 1870. Five years later (in 1875)
he reviewed the operation of this School in his ¢ Plea for
the Study of Divinity in Oxford®’; and found it by no
means entirely satisfactory. On a recent occasion, “out

&forty candidates in the Divinity School only twenty-
i

satisfied the Examiners,” fourteen failing to obtain
egofrtificate of having passed the Examination, or, in
ﬁ?n cademical language, “ being plucked ” ;—and
of enty-six who did obtain the certificate,  the
Exami not find ore deserving of the distinction
of a Firs ﬁ) 13]. He traces up “the general lack
of Enthusiasm acred Learning and Sacred Enter-
prise ” mainly {#”the rggent Academical Revolution, the
effect of which Ngd o inundate the Colleges with
lay Fellows, thus ing them of persons interested
in Divinity and comp8tent to teach its early rudiments ;
indicates what he conceives to be “neglected fields of
Inquiry in English Theology” (one of them Liturgical
lore, another the furnishing of the Fathers with a com-
plete Index of Texts [pp. 33, 31]); dvocates the
endowment of four new Theologj ofessorships,
Textual Criticism, Modern Ecclesiastical Hj , Litur-
gical Divinity, and Syriac [pp. 40-44]. ﬁ; ible,

regarded and dealt with as God’s Inspired

(by teachers and learners alike), no real progress Inf
Divinity will be made either here or elsewhere” [p. 52].

But great wrong would be done to Burgon, if it were to
be for a moment supposed that the keen zest with which

¢ By John William Burgon, B.D.,  Lecturer in Divinity. Iro Zcclesia
Vicar of St. Mary the Virgin's, Drei. Oxford and London: James
Fellow of Oriel College,and Gresham  Parker and Co., 1875.



Tue Oxrorp Lire: Frrra PEriop. 33

he threw himself into all Academical movements (and
his Jot was cast upon times astir with Academical move-
ments such as, for the number and importance of them,
had probably never been before), distracted him from
emands which his Parish made upon him. He was
@and before all things else a diligent Parish-Priest,—
i in every one of the Pastoral functions. At the

year 1868 he writes to his sister on Inno-
osing to come to her at Houghton for

a short r :

“I shal worn out. There was Christmas
Day with all its prgffious worry; and that brought two
icgs: four Services (early Com-
aturday and Monday: the
same on Friday nex ew Year's Day): “on ew
Year's Eve, a Service\and Sermon; and yesterday of
course” (Sunday, Dec. 27) “full work. I feel quite worn
out. Eight Sermons and Eight Celebrations in eight days
is heavy work for a tired man in an empty College.”

In the spring of the next year [1869] we find him ap. 186
lithographing and sending round to evemgraduate (4#6.]

who had lodgings in his Parish a m acteristic
letter, earnestly entreating “ that you will a as far
as possible from giving Sunday entertainments o N
in your rooms,” on the ground that ‘“only yout

compliance can the Family with whom you lodge

the opportunity of going to Church, and making Sun
—what God meant it to be to all His creatures—
day of rest.” A few days later, we find from a letter
addressed to him by Dean Mansel (April 23, 1869), offer-
ing to receive him at St. Paul’s Deanery, when next he
comes up to London for the Gresham Lectures, that
he is raising subsecriptions for the restoration of St. Mary’s

organ, two schemes for which, a partial and a more

comprehensive one, he submits to those whom he asks to
VOL. II. D
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subscribe. To which alternative, when laid before hin,
the witty Dean characteristically replies thus:—

“THE GREAT ORGAN QUESTION
Decided on the principles of Bacon (Gammon).
@ Of whole and part, if ’tis confest
The greater costs the larger sum,
Let Instauratio Magna rest,

And give us Novum Organum.”
ag to his diligence in Pastoral Visitation, he
un endeavoured to do, and probably succeeded
in doa @ the small number of the Parishioners of
St. Mary’s practicable for the Vicar,—that is, in
acquaintinggfiimselfy not only with every family, but
with every i in the Parish. The author re-
members his saygng*how hard he had found it to get
access to the doméstic servants in his Parish, and how
he had in some measure achieved this by going his
rounds in the morning as the maidservants were wash-
ing the doorsteps. He would stop, and after bidding
“Good morning” to a girl thus eng ‘i. and saying a
few ordinary words about the wWedthg¥, &c., not long

enough to detain her seriously from occupation,
would put a tract in her hand, and b1 it, and

have a little bit of talk about it.” This a
that he did not inculcate on others high aim th
exercise of the Ministry without strenuously endéyyour
ing himself to act up to them 7.

The public events of the year 1869 were such as mig
well stir up almost frantic indignation in the breast of

7" The Rev. Henry Deane writes  he had privately baptized. The in-
to the Author (April 29, 1890) as  fant is now a very promising man,
follows : —“To my knowledge Bur-  and likely to take a First Class. He

gon has sat up the greater part of told me this story.”
the night, watching an infant which
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the old fashioned Tory and old fashioned High Church-
man ; and Burgon was both of these. The chief of these
events was the Disestablishment and Disendowment of
the Irish Church, of which measure the late Earl of Derby

spoken so pathetically, as to the horror with which
iispired him, in the last speech which he ever delivered

ouse of Lords:—

“ Lofs,” he said, “Iam an old man, past the allotted
spac reescore years and ten; and if it be for the
last ti ve the honour of addressing your Lord-

it will be to my dymtr day a satis-
faction tha en able to lift up my voice against
a measure, the polftical 11npohc} of which is equalled
only by its mor i

words which the n r[®afterwards followed up by a
protest sent in at the thge of the Third Reading. Against
this measure, while yet it was only in process of con-
coction, but engrossed to itself a large share of public
attention, and was the talk of every tongue, Burgon had
entered his usual trenchant protest in a Serpon preached
at St. Mary’s in the October of the pr‘%ear. The
Sermon might be taken as an undesi§ne@ws€tting forth
of the “moral iniquity,” which Lord Derby w
to find in the measure. Its title was ° Disestalfis
the Nation's formal rejection of God 3" —But a meastrff whic
galled him still more was in store for the end
year 1869, and a measure emanating from the sagfe
Minister, who having shewn his respect for the stat

and property of a branch of the National Church, by
depriving her of the one, and confiscating the other,
was now (for had he not always posed as an advanced
High Churchman ?) to offer what seemed like a studied

8 The author regrets that having give more than a conjectural ac-
endeavoured in vain to procure a  count of its contents.
copy of this Sermon, he is unable to

D2
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insult to the solemn judgment of the Church’s synods
and hierarchy. ¢ Essays and Leviews’ had been synodically
condemned in Convocation, every Bishop on the Bench
joining in the censure of the work, with the exception of

vo, and these explaining that they did so only from

&siderations of expediency, while one of the two?

hagadterized the work as “subversive of the faith of

ﬁ 1, as well as in contradiction to the doctrine
of

urch of England.” But all this shall not debar

Essay Reviewers from receiving the highest
honours Church has to give, and from sitting
in her mo 1 chairs of office. The see of Exeter

the death of Dr. Phillpotts, one
rers, the foremost among them,
if any thing Bured (which however is doubtful)
from the position of the Essays in the 301nt volume, was
called upon by the Prime Minister to receive consecration
as Bishop of Exeter. This opened Burgon’s mouth wide,
as those who knew him would know that it was perfectly
sure to do, in obstreperous clamour a t all persons
concerned. No sooner had the maj the Chapter

of Exeter “sanctioned” Mr. Gladstone’s ious and
tyrannical abuse of official prerogativeﬁ;c epting
the Crown’s nominee, than he put forth ( is
¢ Prolest against Dr. Temple’s Consecration to o1
of a Bishop in the Church of Christ] making the pr

in the Name of the Elessed Trinity, in the hope and Wgth
the prayer that “so flagrant a scandal, so deplorable
calamity, may not befall this Church of England.”” In a
second Protest, dated Dec. 4, he replies to a Manifesto,
which Archbishop Tait had published in the newspapers,

“in order, as it seems, to allay public anxiety ” about
the appointment; censures the Archbishop for his “im-

having fallen gftant
of the Essayists%pd
gisto b

9 Bishop Jackson of Lincoln, afterwards translated to London.
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petuous partisanship ” in “ writing to persuade the Dean
and Chapter of Exeter to elect” the Prime Minister's
nominee ; and implores the Bishops by every thing that
is holy not to grant Consecration, and thus “cast this
a%gl stumbling block in the way of us all.” In a third
er, dated February 24 in the succeeding year, after
secration had taken place, he examines the ¢ £z-

plan thh the new Bishop had given to the public,
and while he announced the withdrawal of
his Ess irculation, he pointedly disavowed re-

cantation ws maintained in it, and regret for
having published The futility of this ¢ Ezplanation’

Burgon seeks shewgis Essay being entitled ‘Dr.
Temple’s « Explanat®i, med, and bearing the motto,
“Is not the handNgf “JoaB” [se. Archbishop Tait]
“with thee in all this?”—Finally, he administered
a most severe reprimand! (of questionable propriety
surely, as addressed by a Presbyter to a Bishop) to
the then Bishop of London (Dr. Jackson), who, despite

his ‘own strong language as to the ievousness
of ¢Essays and Reviews’ [See above, , footnote
4], had consented, in common with the op of

St. David’s, the Bishop of Worcester, an

of Ely, to act on the Commission for the
tion of Dr. Temple issued by Archbishop
his own serious illness. Eight other Bishops o

! ¢ Protests of the Bishops ayainst
the Cousecration of Dr. Temple to
the See of Exeter : Preceded by a
Letter to the Right Hon. and Right
Rev. John Jackson, D.D., Bishop
of London, by the Rev. John W.
Burgon, M.A., Vicar of St. Mary
theVirgin’s, Fellow of Oriel College,
Oxford, and Gresham Lecturer in

Divinity. ¢ Thisshall be written for
the generation to come.” 7d dpyata
é0n wpateitew. Oxford and London ;
James Parker and Co., 1870.

The Letter is dated ORIEL, C'hrist-
mas, 1869, and the Prefatory Notice,
HoucHTON CONQUEST, AMPTHILL,
Jan. 12, 1870.
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Province of Canterbury,—to their everlasting credit
be it recorded,—four of them officially under their hand
and seal 2, four in communications of a more informal
character3,—had announced themselves as dissentient
m the Consecration, while Bishop Wilberforce of Win-
chester, in a letter to Burgon, confirmed the prevailing
that he too was dissentient, and had declined to
Archbishop’s Commission. Four Bishops had
ken up the position of neutrality. The
numb omprovincial sees which were filled at
that tim seventeen ; so that, even counting
the neutral Bisigfs as comsentient, there was a majority
of one agai
against eight con
four of the dissentielys, in announcing their dissent, had
appealed to the fourth Canon of the Council of Nice*,
as a Law of the Universal Church, which prescribes that
no Consecration shall take place in any Province with-
out the consent of all the comprovincigh Bishops, given
in writing, if it should be impracti@bl§ for them to
attend personally and join in the Conse®fatign. Under
these circumstances it cannot excite sur so grave
a scandal roused Burgon’s wrath, and drewgo the
natural combativeness of his disposition; buff itaw@uld
certainly have been well if, instead of takin r
so summarily intg his own hands, he, being ndghi
more at that time than a Fellow of an Oxford Colleg
and a beneficed Clergyman, had fallen into line behin
other men more highly placed, who felt the scandal

? Bp. Ellicott of Gloucester and
Bristol, Bp. Selwyn of Lichfield,
Bp. Atlay of Hereford, and Bp. Ro*chester. . .
Christopher Wordsworth of Lincoln. . The C%nm}’ WI_th a literal trans-

s Bp. Ollivant of Llandaff, Bp. lation of it, is 7glven at page 1I,
Campbell of Bangor, Bp. Magee of note 1, of Burgon’s Pamphlet.

Peterborough, and Bp. Claughton of



Tue Oxrorp Lire: Firra PEeriop. 39

as keenly as himself, and were exerting themselves
to the utmost in the way of protest and, if it might
be, prevention. Whether he concurred in the consti-
tutional opposition made to the appointment at Bow

hurch, under the auspices of Bishop Trower, does not
&npear. But we find a letter of Dean Mansel's to him
abga this time, in which the Dean, while sympathizing
thgopponents of the Consecration, refuses to concur

in n’s proposal to memorialize the Archbishop

) d mildly reproves him for being unjust to
aboured in the same cause before he

put his #Hand he plough. It was ‘a true bill’
The Dean hit lot, no doubt, in the attitude which
his friend assihged this critical occasion in the
history of the C The love of being prominent
in any movement,—We may perhaps say, a claim, quife
unconsciously put forth, to the leadership of it, un-
doubtedly transpires in the Papers referred to above.
Burgon speaks as if he stood alone, or nearly alone, in
his protest, ignoring the fact, which yg#\was notorious,
that the proposed appointment hada shock far
and wide to the feelings of Church people, bothglaity and
clergy, and that it was a certainty t e one of
Ligh position in the Church would head so elment

against it, as indeed we find Dean Mansel hifos
done. Similarly, in the movement against ‘ £

Reviews’ Burgon took but the slightest notice o
agency except his own, forgetting that, almost from
first appearance of the publication, two volumes of an-
tagonistic Essays had been preparing by clergy and
others, more or less competent, and more or less highly
placed. On that occasion, however, there was a reason

for his separating himself from others who in the main
agreed with him,—namely, that the peculiar views of In-
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spiration, which formed the staple of his book, were shared
by only a small minority of those who yet held ¢ Zssays
and Reviews’ to be a most mischievous publication. No
such reason existed in the case before us; and we can
nly allege, in explanation of the tone of his protests,
at very strong characters like his are not made for
eration, but for taking the lead, and that this coming

into the front rank, to bear the brunt of the
its uses, as against that shrinking and
a¢h waits to see, before it moves in a great
r people will do, and thinks it will be
time enough eak when persons in eminent position
have spoken heregds an interesting anecdote of a
clergyman of Wes d uncompromising character,
who in the last Gttty succeeded in stopping an im-
proper Episcopal appointment by the mere threat of
opposition at Bow Church—a threat to be followed up,

“if the appointment were persisted in, by publication far
and wide of the circumstances which made the appoint-
ment improper®. Meanwhile, if ther e faults in this

madmax§for Mindful
of this speech,
his determina
at Bow Church, an
firmation of Dr.
election (by the Dean
of Gloucester) should giv
opportunity.  Venn’s dec
character was so well known
it was thought wise, if possible,

an act.’

5 The clergyman was the Reverend
Richard Venn, then Rector of St.
Antholin’s in the City, father of the
more celebrated Henry Venn; and
the appointment he objected to was
that of Dr. Rundle to the See of
Gloucester. Dr, Rundle *lay under
the suspicion of Arianism,’ says
Lord Hervey. But Mr. Venn's
objection to him was, that in general

conversation somefourteen years pre-
viously he had spoken profanely of
the Scriptural incident of Abraham’s
offering up Isaac, ‘asserting that,
had he been a Justice of the Peace
living at that time, he should have
thought it his duty to have laid
Abraham by the heels, as a knave or

induce him to withdraw his op-
position either by bribes or threats.
On one occasion, when his wife and
littte boy (the afterwards famous
Henry Venn) were in the room, a
gentleman, either commissioned by
the Lord Chancellor, whose interest
at Court had procured Dr. Rundle’s
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(as in other) “Protests” of Burgon, we may yet admire
the ardent love of the Truth, the fearless outspoken
manliness, the absolute unworldliness (for preferment
seldom waits upon vehement condemnation of the eourse

en by persons in high places) which transpires in
vy paragraph of them, as also the entire absence from

e any feeling of unkindness towards the persons

gainst.

some of the

Antholin’
the Deanery
to be vacant, and tha
be impossible to obtaj

know that I scorn his bribe,” was
Mr. Venn’s reply. The gentleman
then changed his tone, and brought
to bear upon Mr. Venn the terrors
of incurring the indignation of so
influential a personage as the Lord
Chancellor ;—* You will be ruined,
Mr. Venn, you will be ruined, and
all your family!’ Richard Venn
with great calmness turned to his
wife, who was working by his side,
and said, ¢ My dear, could not you
support yourself and me by your
needle ?’ ¢ Yes, if it were necessary.’
Then turning to the boy, Henry
Venn,—‘Harry,’ said he, ‘would not
you like to be a waterman?’ ¢Yes,
Papa, very much.” ¢There, Sir, re-
port what you have heard to the
Chancellor, and tell him I defy him.”
The appointment of Dr. Rundle to
the see of Gloucester was not per-
sisted in. Sir Robert Walpole, the
Prime Minister, begged the Lord

Chancellor to relinquish his suit in
favour of Rundle ;—he might be got
out of the way by being made a
Dean, or an Irish Bishop ;—and ac-
cordingly in the next year Rundle
was made Bishop of Derry.

The foregoing particulars are
taken from a most reliable source,
the (unpublished) ¢ Parentalia’ of
the Rev. John Venn of Clapham
(son of Henry, and grandson of
Richard), with excerpts from which
the author has been favoured by thé
great kindness and courtesy of Dr.

Venn of Bournemouth (the great-
great-grandsoa Q ichard Venn).
The opposigonNggPr. Rundle is

mentioned in Lord y's ¢ e-
moirs of the Rejy eorge the
Second’ [vol. i. pp. 4
Croker, London, 1848]¢

Bishop of London, the chl
in the opposition, whereas it{¥as
Mr. Venn who originally brou,
Dr. Rundle’s case before the Bishop ;
and he attributes inferior motives to
both Mr. Venn and the Bishop,—to
the former the motive of desiring to
curry favour with the Bishop in
order to get better preferment. The
whole tone of Lord Hervey’s treat-
ment of the subject is thoroughly
cynical and sneering.
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“I was very frequently with him,” writes Dr. Yule ¢,
formerly one of Burgon’s Curates, ¢ during the period of
the controversy about Dr. Temple’s appointment to the
see of Exeter; and I can testify to the personally
affectionate manner in which Burgon always spoke of

while strenuously, and—as some perhaps thought—

uly, protesting against his Consecration. But with
&;11 ection,—the deepest even—was not allowed to
where the maintenance of the Faith was con-
deed to my thinking, his ready defence of
ether with his loving disposition, afford
g, understanding of his character. His
writings Q bundant proof of the first; but only
iRe® @ self) have been so fortunate as to
be intimately cgffnected with him privately as well as
ea of the wealth of affection,
which lay conce® nder his impetuous zeal for
God’s Truth, so 1 "aided by his fearless, if often
scornful, pen.”

The reader’s attention has been already called (see
above, pp. 149, 150) to a passage in one of Burgon’s
letters, in which he expresses his appgegiation of the
beauty and nobleness of the Bisl&)aracter, an
appreciation which all those who have the pavilege of
knowing him will cordially endorse. We .(c
Dr. Yule's communication to the author, falling®in 3 i
does both with the point of time at which we ﬁ
arrived, and with the subject of the Essays and R®
may be here presented to the Reader.

“ Nor should his ready wit be overlooked. In,I think,@
the year 1870 several of the Essayists and Reviewers
dined together in London, the Master of Balliol (Mr.
Jowett) being of the number. Somehow a Friday was

chosen for the banquet; and by a strange coincidence a
Friday in Lent, which, by a stranger chance still, proved

¢ Rector of Shipton-on-Cherwell, Oxford.
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to be St. Matthias’ Day .
the following Epigram :—

“When false Apostles wish to dine,

How plain they show their secret bias,

With Zeat and Friday to combine
The Festival of St. Matthias!’”

er characteristic incident in Burgon’s life belong- a.p.
to the year 1870 is thus recorded by Dr. Yule.

Soon after, Burgon put forth

“ ebate as to the conditions, under which
Keble Col€g 1d be admitted to the privileges of the
University rgon took a leading part. One of the

the measure was the late Professor
Thorold Rogersgfvhose ggply to Burgon’s speech was full
of personal allu in the best taste. This, as
might be expectedex®ted Burgon very much; and
neither Livingstone nd I, who, as it happened ?, sat one
on each side of him, could restrain him from jumping up
to answer Rogers. It was in vain that many called out
that he had already spoken, and exhorted him to take no
notice of what had been said. Speak he would, and

speak he did, the Vice-Chancellor allowi im to do so.
Drawing up his figure to his full hej said with

chief opponents

studied deliberation; ¢Mr. Vice-Chantello¥ ly wish
to say that if the words which have fallen_g he last
speaker, had been uttered by any other mem is
House, I should have been—/Aurt!’—and then do

amid roars of laughter, in which I must add Rgofegsor,

Rogers joined heartily.”

One more incident ‘of this year deserves to be recor
if it were only on account of an anecdote connecte

7 Dr. Yule i3 under a mistake as
to the year. Not in 1870, but in
1871, did the Festival of St. Mat-
thias (Feb. 24) fall on a Friday.
The previous Wednesday (Feb. 22)
was Ash Wednesday, the first day
of Lent.

8 Mr. Livingstone kad been Bur-
gon’s Curate (having been ordained
to the Curacy in December, 1863).
Dr. Yule had succeeded Mr. Living-
stone as Curate of St. Mary’s in
June, 1868,—was his Curate there-
fore in 1870.

(&t 87.]

$
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with it. Burgon was a Candidate in this year for

the Professorship of Exegesis (Exposition of Holy
Scripture), the very post for which the bent of his mind

and the direction of his studies qualified him. We may

sure that the position would have been in every way
&ngenial to him. But he was not destined to hold it.
pirant of great brilliancy and of the highest order

ations (the late Canon Liddon) was elected to
hair. Burgon must have felt a keen dis-

i hich with his usual transparency of
charact @ at no pains to conceal.

to me.” (How many, many
undergraduates haWg borne the same testimony!) “ One
day he asked me to c&ll on him, as he had a book for me.
I did so: but he told me he would not give me the book
then, but in three days’ time. As the book (Scrivener’s
¢ Introduction to the Criticism of the New Testament’) was
lying on his table, I was a little surprisgd. But when I
called again, Mr. Burgon explained t, the interim
the Professor of Exegesis had been &Dr. Liddon);
that he had been a Candidate ; and that he hoped to

have written in the title-page of his pr From the
Professor of Exegesis.” .. . . . The incidentge me
to be an illustration of that exceeding simpfici nd

»

naiveté which were so characteristic of Dean B

Reviewing the year 1870 in his Journal, L0'0
writes thus:— 0

“The past year has been the most memorable I can
recall. The public events of that year have been
altogether without parallel. The Fall of the Emperor
Napoleon, the sudden collapse of his dynasty, the sub-
Jjugation of France . .. .. this, on the one hand; and
then, side by side, and immediately depending upon
it, the overthrow of the Pope’s temporal power, which
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followed upon the promulgation of the profane dogma
of Papal Infallibility. So “there has been the German
Empire rising on the ruins of the French Empire, and
the sovereignty of Victor Emmanuel supplanting the
sovereignty of the Bishop of Rome.”

This thought on the public events of the last year,
1 seems to have been much upon his mind, he ex-

P a Sermon preached in his Parish Church on
A,

Ne , 1871, and entitled  7%¢ Review of a Year.)
[Et.5 ermon he calls attention to the

“remarkable coug€idence that the very next day after the
promulgation g the dooma of Papal Infallibility, took
place the declaragi
—the immediate of which was to withdraw from
Rome the arm of fleS on which she had hitherto leaned,
and to open her gates to the forces of Victor Emmanuel.”

=}

To these four topics of European interest,—the fall of
the French and the rise of the German Empire, the
promulgation of the new dogma and tlag overthrow of
the Pope’s temporal power,—he adds @ ymadversions

on three domestic movements, the movemeni for the
Revision of the Authorised Version, “in avowed
Socinian was invited to take part®”’—a sure ) is

? In the July of this year (1871)
he appears to have put forth a Pro-
test against the Westminster Abbey
scandal, to which he solicited signa-
tures. Judging from the letters of

vited to the Celebratio@of
Communion, with whi

ceedings of the N.T. ¢
were inaugurated,—an assu
which some of his correspondent:

several eminent men among the
orthodox, in which, though entirely
agreeing with him as to the scandal,
and the wrong done to the Church
thereby, they decline to affix their
names to the Protest, it does not
seem to have been a judicious mani-
festo. It assumed that ¢‘theavowed
Socinian ” had been personally in-

think was hardly borne out by th

fact that the circular giving notice of
the Celebration had been sent to Dr.
Vance Smith as to the other Revisers.
Others are of opinion that he should
have taken his stand further back,
andshould have protested, not against
a Reviser’s being invited to partake
of the Holy Communion, but against
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view, of eventual failure,—the proposed New Lectionary,
to which he always entertained the strongest antipathy,
and the provisions of the Elementary Education Act,
which “formally divorces Religion from Education,” and
which he regards as the first public avowal of England
at she is “a nation without a Religion,”—a proclamation

« henceforth the little ones who come to /Zer for
catyon shall grow up without belief in Gop the

F&Tr#ER, their Creator; Gop the Son, their Redeemer ;
Go GHosrT, their Sanctifier.” Strong speak-
ing, n nd brave speaking; entirely after the
manner Villiam Burgon. He was absolutely

innocent of th@ art of, hedging and trimming, and cared
not one jot whgthg® hi§ words were acceptable or dis-
tasteful to those qgh®seemed to be pillars” in Church
and State.

It should be added that ‘T%e Review of a Year, shows
the deep interest which, in the capacity of a Christian
Pastor, he took in current events, and the responsibility

which he conceived to rest upon hj f leading the
thoughts of his flock upon such even ght direction.
“The establishment of a School B

ar
writes the Rev. Henry Deane, ¢ gave Burg

ford,”
meYyork
this year. Miss Smith, the sister of the lat SsQr
Henry Smith, had been elected a member of
This gave rise to Burgon's Sermon on ¢ Woman’s &la%g’
dated Feb. 13, 1871; and the last paragraph?, 12

an avowed Socinian’s having been
invited to become a Reviser at all.
Bishop Trower, however, a divine
of sound judgment and of temperate
views, affixed his signature. ‘I
sign it,” he writes, “ however un-
worthy, as a Bishop of the Church.”

1 ¢“No! The thing to which I

directed your attention at the outset
in the way of warning, and which
now in conclusion I would faith-
fully warn you against again,—is
the unfeminine, the unlovely method
of these last days (I will not stigma-
tize it in any stronger way)—which,
forsaking the place and the province
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(‘ Woman herself, I mean,’) was a distinct reference to
Miss Smith, who was a friend of Burgon’s, one of the
kindest and most charitable among the ladies of Oxford,
and an admirable member of the School Board.”

“ Miss Smith’s Sermon,” as it came jocosely to be
cdlled, is really a valuable one, and needed at the present

a en more than it was at the time it was delivered.
exta(Titus ii. 5) in five brief words defines woman’s
d, as involved in that sphere, the distinctive
duti€s God has called her—*“ To be keepers at
home’”; e is one thought in it, which throws
light both®ipows€eypain passages of the New Testament,
and upon the pfvements of men’s minds in the Apo-
stolic age. It een, the preacher thinks, the
exceeding honour is placed upon woman in the
Gospels by the Mystry of the Holy Incarnation, and
by lifting her to exactly the same level with man, as
regards the terms of salvation and the hopes of glory,
which made it necessary for St. Paul “once and again, to
rebuke with something like sharpnessgbhe over-eager

self-assertion of the other sex, waki to a proud
sense of its newly-recovered privilege, and alest giddy
(so to speak) at finding itself placed on pinnacle
of honour.”

No one knew better than Burgon how bittef i

Gop Himself assigned to Woman,—  also: wishing above all that
(the way of privacy, the unobtrusive ~ whose power alone it is to check
charities of Home, the acts which growing evil,—(Woman herself,
shun notoriety, the distaste for mean)—would interfere to put it
popular applause,)—is acting as if down and tread it out; if not
some new Gospel had been dis- through a high Christian instinct
covered, which inculcated a diame- of what is lovely and what is right,
trically opposite course. Let me at least in obedience to the ordinary
hope that I am not alone in con- instinct of self-preservation, self-
fessing that I fairly loatke this new  regard, self-respect.”

development, while I deplore it
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experience of Death’s removing one dear form after
another, until at length the family tree is almost
stripped bare, what remains being but “as the shaking

of an olive-tree, two or three berries in the top of the
ppermost bough, four or five in the outmost fruitful
&:ranches thereof.” In his Journal of Jan. 27, 1871, he
s Gop that his brother and his sister Emily were

Houghton with him, “and so (except dearest
—Mrs. Higgins—) “ we are all together.” ¢ Little
Kitt s gMe only sister he had yet lost, and we have
seen h \@s of her wrung his heart for many a long
year afterwar Now, in that visit to Houghton in the
January of 1§71, h ked his last upon Emily Mary 2
After the fami rMg she returned to Canterbury,
where she residedyand on the 6th of May, Burgon (as
also his brother and Mr. Higgins) received a telegram
from her physician, announcing imminent danger, and
requesting his presence forthwith. He could not reach

Canterbury till between three and fougp.m., and before
he arrived all was over. dﬁ

“ While the whole thing was sudd€n aw@shocking to an
inexpressible extent,” (thus he writes i ournal), he
finds solace in the evidence given “of h ! and
affectionate state of heart and mind,” by th'e §jagulgtory
prayers which she put up in the hearing of hex
amid the sufferings of pleurisy. And he recognise
“providential love to her in sparing her all the bitte
of parting ” (with the members of her family), “all t
effort to exert herself when exertion would have been
agony, all distraction of mind, all sorrow at the sight of
our sorrow,” &c.

On Thursday, May 11, he brought the body to Oxford,

2 See the family tree, giving the names of his sisters and Dbrother,
Vol. i. p. 8, note 4.




Tae Oxrorp Lire: Firra PERIOD. 49

and deposited it in the Chapel of the Holywell Cemetery,
where Kitty had lain before, and on Friday, May 12,

“we buried the dear sister at her father’s feet. H.
J.R.,, C.L.H.” (Mr. Rose and Mr. Higgins), “and

two boys” (Mr. Rose’s two sons, Hugh James and
‘flliam Francis) “were the mourners present; but
a ind hearts a long way off mourned with us, I

desirable, as his almost exclusive study
for so t had been Theology, that he should
graduate ty, Burgon now proposed himself for
the degree of Bachflor in that faculty (to the degree of
Doctor he never@Qroce feeling probably that the fees
demanded for th or&te might, with his limited
income, be better speR§ in another form). It was at that
time required from candidates for the Bachelor’s degree,
that they should read two exercises publicly in the
Divinity School, as evidences of their competency in the
Faculty of Divinity. The then Regius, Professor of
Divinity, Dr. Payne Smith 3 suggestmm that, as
St. Mark’s Gospel had always been hi#fa ite book of
the New Testament, and as he had been e time
past collecting materials for a work which shoild jimgi
cate the genuineness of the last twelve versesffof th
Gospel, he should take those verses as the subje
two exercises now required of him. Burgon accepifd,
nothing loth, the task of vindicating the genuineness

these twelve most important verses,—all the more so,
because it was known that the most eminent textual
critics of the New Testament Revision Company looked
askance upon them, and would probably, as indeed they
have done, insinuate a question as to their genuineness

3 Now Dean of Canterbury.
VOL. II, E
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into the minds of unsophisticated English readers®. He
had been already for some years studying the manu-
script evidence for and against the verses which so many
of the learned felt disposed to obelize,—that is, to ques-
yon their having appeared in the original autograph of
. Mark, even if they were willing to allow that they
een added at a very early date by some one who
hig¢he narrative to be incomplete without them.
glyhis exercises for the Divinity School were

his hand when they were wanted ; he
his desk, bring out the manuscript
d accumulated there, and throw them,
em, gmto the form of two dissertations.
These dissertati¥ ad publicly in the Divinity
School, on July 3 Md 4 of this year [1871], and as the
Epistle Dedicatory (addressed to Sir Roundell Palmer,
Q.C., M.P.) and the Preface are both dated July, 1871,
the work itself must have passed through the Press
shortly after, showing that it had been_ concocting long

all bu 0

had bu , @:

notes which he
or a portion o

before.

“I have conscientiously labo
in the Preface, “for many days and #ha

t it,” he says
ights, begin-

ning it in joy, and ending it in sorrow e SOIrow

which attended the end was his sister’s death
marked by the poem, « L’Envoy,” which h

* What else would a person of
ordinary education, but altogether
ignorant of Manuscripts, infer from
the fact of a break being made inthe
printing of the Revised Version
after St. Mark xvi. v. 8, and of this
note’s appearing in the margin
of v. 9, “The two oldest Greek
manuscripts, and some other au-
thorities, omit from v. ¢ to the
end,"—but that the last twelve
verses are untrustworthy? In order

to place anything like a
of the evidence before the r
would have been necessary toNgd
something of this kind to the note
‘Tt should be said, however, that
the two oldest Greek manuscripts
are full of blemishes, both in the
way of omission and interpolation.”
See how Burgon shows this in
Chapter VI. of his ¢ Last Twelve
Verses.
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