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hav: now all but dissppeared, though many
::l::’rvhen contain portions of this ancient and most
appropriate furniture. I shall hawe to speak .again
of the besuty of mmple open m.'benlcm'new

shew the advantages which they poasess, 1ot less omfoy, e

this account. but also in the economy of roowm, and
thelr superior ‘suitability for the “requizements of
our Litargy, over the wasteful and "bideous boxes
with whizh churches are now oppressed.

* We pass on Dow from the pave to that most
essential portion of a chureh built in & catholic
Spirit—the hancel. There are two parts. and only
two parts, which areabsclutely canential lnud:um'h
—cHANcEL and NAVE : if it-bave not the latter, it
is at best only s chapel ; if it have no: thr formez.
it is little betver than s mweeting-house. The 12,000
ancient churches.in this land, in whatcver else they
differ, agree in this, that they have or had 8 well-
defined chancel, i.e. an eastern portion espresaly
appropriated_to the more solemn rites of our reli-
gion, In this division our ancient architectare
recognized our emblemn of the holy Catholie Church ;
as this consists of two parts, the church militant and
the church triumphant. so does the eartbly struc.
ture consiat of two parts. It is well also to observe
here, that this practice is not confined to the older
churches ; those which bave been built sinee the Re.
formation are not deficient.in this point; for in-
stance, Leighton Bromswould, bailt by George

Herbert ; Little Gidding, by Nicholas Feerrar; and |

South Malling, in Susscx. The symbolical idea ofa
separation convryed in this division of the chaneel
aud nave seems always to-have been ciearly marked ;
in early tinies it was made by s veil or eloth stretchal
across, ‘shile the chancel arch in many Norman
churcbes is richly ormamented in many instances,
probably with omaments symbolizing this distinc-
tion.

+"Subseruently, the practice obtained of srparating
Ahe chancel frosi. the nave by a beautifel open
screen-work, often exhibiting an endiess variety of
pattern. Thesc were cailed cancelli, or rails, whence
Here, Lefore the Reformation,
the rood or crucifix, and the image of the Blessed
Virgin and St. John, were placed. A crucifix re.
mains at Sherbourne, in Doivet, and at Horsely,
Derbyshire, where it was dug wp in the churchyard,
and placed over the gable of the south porch. The
doors of the roed-screen represent death as thr en.
trance from_. church militant to the charch
triumpliant; Benée they open inwards, and the
sculpture upon them frequently has reference to this.
The lower part of the-screen was often painted with
figures of apasties and saints, and may now frequent-
Iy be found bchind pews, when the rest of the
screen has been destroyed. Abowe the ruvod-screen
was the rood-loft, .approsched either by an external
turrct or By stairs in the walls dt piers of the build-
ing.

* It may be said that the rood-rzreen is a Ro-
man innovation, and did not exist before the four-
teenth or fifteenth centuriex.  So far from this, that
we find St. Gregory of Tours describes that in the
church of St. CyPrian, and ont of rare beanty ex-
fsted in St: Sophia, st Conwtantinople. = Mareaver,
our reformers did not abolish them ; many were put
up in the reigns of. the fint James ard. Charles.
There is oue at Geddington, Northamptonshire.”

After describing ot length the several ap-
pendages to the chancel,—sedilia, piscina, Exs-
ter sepulchre, -&e. &c.,—und illustrating this
subject with = serien of beuutiful draings from
churches principally in Warwickshire, he con-
cluded this part of bis subject by some excel-
lent remarks on the altar : the following is an
abridgement,

*in epcaking of the altar itsclf, we mast ob-
serve, that we have now probahly no siagle model
of a high altar remaining, nor do we think it
well, in our zeal for what is ancient, .to advocste the
restoration of the altars of stone in. prefrrence to
those of wood, which were introduced at the Refor-
mation. For practical. purposes their advsntages
are the same, and granting that the circumstanees
which called for their destruction at the Reformation
(eiz. the counection in the minds of the common
people between stone altars and the doctrine of ar.
uctual, carnal, expistory sacrifiee of the very per-
son of our Lord in the Fucharist) bave now ceased
0 operate, we still consider that we bave the arge-
ment of appropriataens and of astiquity as strongly

with us as against uvs, in using wood as the mate- |

nal of the altar. ‘Mo origin of the stome dltar
seems 0 have been the necessity which esisted for
sccret, worship in the ages of pemsacution ; s was
offered frequently in the catacomls, where the:
Rotbe of mertyrs end bholy men presented the most !
Feady and sacred mpat on'which to consecrate the
Bicesed Bucherist. Nence, naturally enough, arose
the custom of etone altars, after the original neces-
sity had ceased toexist. With respect to a¥rymbolic
meaning, the Rommrist remsuons thus : F.J:'an'dc
qwia peira erat Christus ; vor can we repudinte this
notion as wrong or absurd ; but surely we may, with !

THE BUILDER.

| equal force, reason that it was on the wood of the
cross that the sacrifice was effected which we on the
aliar commemorate.””
After a long and ioteresting description of

remuins of sliars, particularly 10

chuntry chapels, be commnenced the ‘subject of
“painting, s follows :—

" ¢ In St. Mary's, Leicester, very beautiful paint.
ings in ornamental patterns have been lately
| brought to light. This sort of ornament was not
contined to large churches. 1 have lately learned,
that in clearing the church of Twyford, 1o Leices.
tevshire, 8 largw quantity of paintings was broughtto
light : only ode: has been spared;a figure above one
of the piers, bulding a scroll, on. which, probably,
s Scripture teat was written. At Rudford, in
‘Gloupsterstine, the whole surface of the walls of
the church was found $0 be covered with a
legendary story told in painting, which wes washed
aver again, as inconsistent with the propricties of 2
| Protestant place of worship. i

rable respect to harmony of colouring, they would
gwe. even in their rudeness. 3 rich but subdued
tint to the walls of a church. They would, more-
over, accord with' these pointed windoss, with
which it would seem all our finest churches were
filled. Seen by the molern rplare of light which
‘streams obtrusively iato our churches, through the
thin and disproportiounate, becagse unstained, win-
dows, the geueral details are thrown into a promi-
wence, amd invite a ‘comtrawt with move finished
| pictures. which they will not bear. But meen, as

they ouce wure, by the dim religious light of
| painted wmdows, they must have wrought an admi-

rable effect ; giving to the sacred Phce thet dim
| ndefiniteness which Christian architects ‘secmn to
| bave studied 80 sucoessfully. Who is there that

will not join in the lament that the glcrious blazon-
ing of our mpcient fanes has paserd nway > When
we see the few shattered remains of staned glass of
‘former dayy, when we contrast its deep rich colour-
ings with the washy and weak tints of modern of.
| forts, or with the plain glass which has saceeeded,
we are elmost tempted to ery Jekabod, the glory is
departed, eveu amid the cuuntless beauties which
yet remnain. )

" * Thrn® storied Inttices ne wore
In softened light the sunbcams pour.’

is true of far too many of our noblest ehurches.
| Agninst these, the frailest portion of the” boly pile,
| the rage of ignorant zeal was maat furivasty directed,
‘and many s esmt which had luoked for years down
from the. lofty window, many a legendary tale of
| plety and devaticn Yo God, many a glorious bla-
zonry of, beraldic achievemsent, perished beneath the
‘hand of the destrayer.  Enough, bowever, is left to

| tedl us what church windows once were, %0 guide us !

[ t our efforts 1o imitate and restore. ‘Of these we

mention the windows of York Cachedral, espocially
the !ancet windows in the north transept. known us
the Five Sisters; the windows in King's College
Chapel, Cambridge, and at Great Walvern in Wor.
eestershire. There is some good glersin the window
oxer the Y in §¢. Mary’s Hall. and in the
eant end of St. Micharl’s. It is, bowever, only in
those churches where nothing but stained glass is
used thet the jerfeet effect can be seen.  Destroy

bet ooe wmdow through - h, the dim
come struggling ‘through the ~coloured
panes, and let in the pure white of day
snd you destroy the whoie harmony efect of

the remainiag lights; the contrast is téo striking
aud unfavourable not to be obeerved. Nothing can
escred the bewaty of u chureh thur wholly lighted,
as at 8t. Neot’s, in Corawall, in the windows of which
the legend of ita patrou saiut is graphucally told.
Herc we have casements high and tripie arched—
44 4 Al gurinnded with carven imag'nes
Of fruite nad flowers, and b\ulchcs‘; f knot-

- s,
Anﬁ.ﬂmndd"ﬁh panes of quniint device,
lacamerabie of stains And spicadid dves,
As are the tiger-moth's deep damasked wings,
Apd in (he midst 'wong theusand hermldrics,
And twilight sziots and dmm rinblagoaings,
The shiclued scutcheons biush with blood of

kings and queens.’

" Stained glass srems-to be an emsential feature in
later Gothic ; we bave seen it wus introduced in
eompensation for the incrrased: light, when the
lancet windows were abandoned for the flowing
tracery and large windows of the fourteenth century;
wnliss, thevefore, we nse Norman or lancet windows,
of a size appropriate fo a beilding, we ought to
bave painted glassy,—and not culy o, we must
have painted glass after the ancient models. I we
strive to attain pictorial cffect, a3 in West's car-
toons in St. George's Chapel, and in the besutiful
chapel of Magdalen College, Oxford, we need not
wonder that we fal to equal the ancient glass-stainers,
The sttempt ‘to puint pictares shews a mistaken ides
@3 to the real capabilities of the gless.parter’s art.
¥odern stamed ginss should be in wnalur panes, srith
less attempt to conceal the lead-werk, ‘and the ghass

& When 'such paintings are executed with & tole- .

shouid be both thicker snf coarse: than it usually
is ; there should be bews of the painter’s band. nnd
moe of & wusaic charfeter. As those bappier
viewz of their art gain grgand among ¥
and their castomers, we sfall hear fewer complauts
of our inability to rival cug predecrssors. lu this one
happy metbod of restoring the stainer’s art in owr
catoedrals and chasches.f has been suggestrd ‘he
proposal to supply the plae of our t mona-
meuts by the Insertion fof pamnted windows In
memory of the dead, s practice has been comwm.
menced in high sod authgritative quarters, and we
trust it will meet with magy imitators.”

He then entered ifto 2 verv lengthe dis-
course on inonuments, ipllowing princjpally the
writer of . the article op monumenhi devizes,
&c. in the last numbeg-of the Hritah Crioc,
which will be too long o insert. - )

* Bat of all the ‘evilalwhich have gradually re-
salted from our negiect ofjthe veriows offices of our
Liturgy, and our exclusive attenti_n to the preached
word, to the neglect of the sacroments of graee—
pone s spread more widels
more unbappy results in @
who separate from our cofsmunion—none eallk s
loudly for reform as the s
pride which introduced anfl which still fosters and
defends pews in our churches. It s quite impos-
sible jor me pow to emsz:vm e bistory of these
nuisances, or to detail & length the nuinberies
reasons which call for &lj sholition]: enr or two of
these, however, | muxt (Ju vindiestion of the wn-
qualified condemnation i pinch T speak of them)
go into beiefty. -

** Pews are unscriptural; they keep up ewrthly
distinctions in the very pigec where we are taught
their vanity snd instrureesd to Jook forward to therr

thvere he any difference, t4 be firwt cosed for in the
church, not last. ¢ If thefe come unto your smsem-
bly," suws S¢. Jaces, * 2 gnan with s guid ring, in
goodiy appurcl, and there gome in also a poor men in
vile reiment; and ye bgw respect to him thet
wearety the guy clothing, #ad say woto bun, Sit thou
bere in u good place, angd may to the poor, Sand
thou there, or sit bere ugder my footstool, are ve
not then partial In yourscides, and are become judges
of evil thoughts ?** It wopld aimnet seem as though
this passage of inspisation] was penned in disvet e
ticipation-of the svsiem of pewing in our chureh.
Thbe rich mau lays bis sacriiegioas hands upon a por-
tiva, of the l&rd':\lrtdbolr:“bc fences humsett off,
lest be should ‘be contamugated by the « ntact of bis
fellow.Chnatian ; osliects]{ within the precincts of
his pew the appiian s and (ueans of caw and seif-
undulgence, and lesves Woftie, pour 8 sciunty strip of
100m in the piace where ofl are equal  Thus is no
exaggersted ®atenent : |therr sre frw country
eburches in which ik is pof| excwplived. Tuen, hav-
ing encv ciumed as carfhiy property that wiuch
peculiarly beloags to Géd, be bhestates nwt sall
further to tranagr 's ¢ v
claing the lucre of gain. afd sctting up the tabic of
the moncy-changer in theftenpic of God : it i po-
torious that pews arc bbught and, sold. Withia
the last few days | hafe scen & pubic adees.
Uscment of pews fur [mie in & church at
Lyoa. In the meantime|the poor src deiven from
the church, where their|prosencr is lowked upon
80 jealoualy ; and driven it length {rom her com-
{ munion.
i ‘‘Agaia, pews are evidchtly hostile to the apisit of
our Liturgy aad the voide of our church: it was

| not withoat a struggie thft they first gaineu groand.
were strictly forbidlen by many wshojm and

Others who bhad suthorit

were martyrs for the trut§.

forget thai+in ihe bousd

body, and thereby offend srainst our belwef m the

communion of the eaints] Toey prevent the con-

gregation from secing or Ppeing seen from the altar,

towards which every worsflipper cught to be turned;

lv.h:yencoungr people tojootue late 0 church. be-
cause they know their pey will be kept for tnem

' bowever late they come, [and they who it in tuem

They tend w0 make us
of prayer we sre all ane

are encouraged t many afts of irrevenoce of whach
they would not otherwisd be guiky—as guing to
slenp, of smusing themsplves with other concrras
than the servioe which thby ought to be sbaring in.
Once more—and this in 8 tilitanan age may pusilly
be considered as the masqcogent argument of ali—
pews under the most favograble circematancrs, when
compared with open scals, cause s loss of about
thirty io every hundred. §.e. a church which with-
out pews would bold nparly four bandred, with
them. bolds but three hubdred. This fact may be
proved by actual measarefnent, and it results from
the grest ease which opch seats present for. fulfit.
ling the requircments of fac rubnc in the .ervices
which’ we rruder to God]in the church.  To kueel
in 8 pew, we must assumq either a carclem -
or one most painful and @fficult to maiatain. T

. kneeling ia an open sitfing, is easy and natural.
“The back of the next seht fartis 2 convenient res?
for the . s, while for jaitting, the beight of the

aboliton. They shut outitbe poor. who vughit. #

i the church. men who,
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