¥ 2488, Juwy 18,74

1t i3 ot 30 hard ag omOmuﬁ:dmims ines
tote\lwhatlmn,wh{nlhckin .Fry’swﬁgt;:gs
“a little more acholar-like precision.” Scholars are
mt wont to cite an edition or copy of any rare or
imglhntvmkviﬁoutnoﬁng exactly where it is
to be found. 'This Mr. Fry has not done, save in
s very few instances, and bhas thus pat it eut of
the power of others to verify his statements. Yeur
dent urges, “ What use would it have
been to have done so—to say that he had borrowed
one here and one there, and that he had as many
as fifty in his own heuse?” One might just as
fairly ask, what use is in any matler,
mﬁwmmd&mb ill often do neady
as ?

Conuimdent scarcely denies that Mr.
Fry’s lithograph reproduction of Boel's copper-
plal “gives but a poor idea of its
refined be:‘l:ty,” yet he censures me‘f:; saying so,
although the remark was pertinen my arge-
meent. As to my use of the admirable Oxford
uﬁn‘ t of 1833, it was comvemient %o ocomsult it
oot was dufy compared with 15 origio hibles
was com wi e o
in the BritisbyMuseum. I bad the five Museum

ndent for his informatiom
of New York, has one eopy of the
1632 which omits the word “ not”
commandment, and that there is'
e British Museum, although, after
example of Mr. Fry, he deems it unnecessary
mention the claes-mark of the latter.
I believe that I have mow touched upen every

part of your Coumdent’s criticism, and, thank-
ou for your li indi ce, I remain, &,
ing y y ulgc]?‘lﬁ main, &c.,

* ETRUSCAN RESEARCHES.

Trieste, July 11, 1874.

Mgz. Isasc TavLoR, in the Athenzum of June 6,
11874,iskindeno t:gi:vertmywo:ds,mdto
eoture me upon she right of Mruscan
inscriptions. InthoAthuau:::‘f?hy 30, 1874,
I referred him to page 104 of his own book, in
which the legend is written from left to right as
well as from right to left. Hegntefullydochnl
urton had never

“one would think that Ctgt.
seen an Etruscan inscription.

Eaylor's views of Wtrusean
temples and nliowmtocollm the tweo

Conoerning Mr.
s and palaces, allow
following passages out of his ‘ Researches ’ : —

*‘There arereasonstobelieve  ‘‘ Thave is net & vestioe et
that there were tem, in of a single Etruscan temple or
some of the Btrusoan * of & single Btruscan .

Their © powess
the resources of their deco-
rative arts were lavished om
their tombe.” P. 4L

Allow me to te Mr. Taylor upon

fighting more sturdily for his errors and hall
nations than most men do for the right cause.
Ricaarp F. Burrox,

*.* This controversy must now close.

uci-

BIBHOP THIRLWALL.

Bisror THIRLWALL has resigned the See of 8t.
David’s, and his successor has been appointed.
The first marks an in the history of the
English Church. It is not teo much to say that

a more distinguished prelate never adorned the
bench. For nﬁruda of thirty years he has been
Bishop of 8t. David’s, and his episcopacy bas ex-
tended i over one of the most critical
periods of the history of the Church. During the
whole of that time be, beyoad all other churchmen,
has spoken the worde of wisdom and uttered the
oounsels of healing moderation, which were su-
premely needed in an age marked, no doubt, by
much reality and much earnestness of thought;
bat also no less certainly, and A pe almosta;la
necessary uence, by much fiery isanshi

and eonseqmm It vyval an lnodomle boml;
to the that she should have among ber
prolates one who, known throughout the civilized

THE ATHENEUM

world for his vast and varied erudition, possessed
the yet rarer quality—rareat of all, perhaps, amongst
churchmen—of & judicial intellect, which weighed
every question in the balances of truth and not of
Eqi:ld.luorof bey. l’f“ht n::ds voios should

ilent wi s to eplored at any
time ; least of all can it be now, when we
ia!h'eady hear the clash and din of yet hotter con-

ict.

Dr. Thirlwall is eminent in no coramon d
both as a scholar and & churchman. His lite-
rary career is well known. We go back to
the spent at Trinity in intellectual fellow-
ship with men like Julins Charles Hare and
Whewell and Sedgwick. We think of him as the

contributor to the Philol:giwl Museum and the
author of the essay on the Irony of Sophocles.

X:u]m his u?:!t ing along the shores h‘::

in essay prefixed to hi
tm-.h.gn of i (Q on 8t
Laoke’ We remember how, in conjunction with

his friend Julius Hare, he ‘introduced Niebuhr to
the ish public, and laid the foundation for
a new
8] not as the critic or the translator, but as
e author of “the first history of Greece really
m@y of the name in the literature of E‘nPdnd.’
appeared originally in Lerdner’s ‘Popular
Cyclopeedis,’ but was afterwards published se)
rately in an and revised edition.
profound scholarship, as well as philosophic breadth
of treatment, this hi surpassed all that had
then ; and ing the brilliant

student can di With the completion of his
Dr. Thirlwall's literary career may be
said to have terminated. Hitherto he had shown
himself, both in literature and im , 4o be
in advamoe of his age. In 1840 he was
seo of 8t. David’s, by Lord Melbourne ; and from
that time, with the exoeption of his
a few occasional Sermons and Pamphlets, he
published nothing. But the Charges ave of in-
estimable value. They evoaqusﬁm of
importance which has affected the Chureh ; and
every question is touched with the hand of a
master, and with that lofty serenity which refuses
to be swayed by passion or biassed by prejudice.
His first Charge, delivered in 1842, when the
Tractarinn movement was at its height, is marked
m same calmness, the same judicial modem
distinguishes all his utterances. He
to regard the eosflict then agitating the Chuseh as
a subject of unmixed regret : the evil, he thouﬁt,
was more than counterbalanced by the good. e
mass of publications whioh the movement had called
forth he conaidered as, ‘“‘on the whole, a precious
addition to our theological literature”; but he
lvahed sti.}‘l ;lm'e than the oultiuﬁoa:f theologi
emrning 6 Warm earnestness, pisty
upon high practical ends,” which he discerned in
many of the leadin,

spirits of the time. KEven on
points where he d%ﬂen from them he holds the
balance with im

partial hand. Nothing can be
fairer than the spirit in which he discusses what
were then the most inent points in the com-
troversy,—such as the relative valne of Scripture
and tradition, or the interpretation of the eleventh
Article of the Church of d. Hoeis careful to
})oint out that Dr. Newman's theory of Justification,
or instance, though denounced as contrary to that
Article, does not differ i from that of
Bishop Bull. More than once in this, his first
Chnﬁ,‘he throws the ample shield of his learning,
and his great-hearted tolerance, and his calm
wisdom, over those who, he felt, were misrepre-
sented and misunderstood, and that, too, at a time
when nearly every bishop on the bench had as-
sumed & different attitude. And yet this is she
man who very recently was denounoced by an angry
assailant as having joined in the outcry which had
“hounded ” Dr. Newman out of the Church. No
charge was ever more entirely without foundation,
or more recklessly made.

It is true that in his later he takes up &

istory of Rome, At length, in 1835, he |
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which had grown out of the Oxford movement.

Baut it is because they, not he, had ed ground.
They had abandoned their original position ; they
had become as a lees learned and more neisy ;
and, unfortunately, instead of the seesssions to
R vhdl,f job, at Mthro showed “t:'imd;hbe-d

onessy of purpoes, was now the deliberate
and nent avowal that it was possible to hold
all Romish doctrine by men who ministered within
the pale of the Reformed Charch. Such anavowal
naturally excited his indignation. Yet evem in
the Charge delivered in 1869, while dissecting with

merociless and geave irony the statement
i e Eacharist made in & memorial
presented to the late Archbishop, he, nevertheless,

abstains from general and lvuﬁing condemnation
of the views he is opposing. Even then he can
repeat what he had said twelve years before, that
“to sustain a charge of unsound doctrine involving
penal muqnenees,noﬁnoiﬁ ought to suffice bat
the mest direct umequiv statements, asserting
that which she Church denies, or denying that
which she asserts.”

Such language was due neither to latitudinarian-
ism nor to lack of courage. When the occasion
demanded, he spoke out very clearly, not afraid,
if need be, to take the unpopular side, and to
stand almost alone, at least s0 far as the bishops
and clergy were comcerned. 8o it was in his
advoosoy of the Conscience Clawse, and in his
strenuous opposition, both in Convecation and in
his writings, to the use of the Athanasian Creed
in the service of the Church. So it was in his
speeches in the House of Lords on the admission
of Jews to Parliament, and on the dis-establish-
ment of the Irish Church. He never committed
himself to a party—he rarely took a side; but
when he did, it was with a right of comviotion and
a foarlessness which oould not he mistaken.

But there is another side of Dr. Thirlwall’s
history. He is known to the world at large b
his great literary attainments and his wise
impartial judgment. Few comparatively ave aware
of the munificent liberality by means of which, in
a very poor dioosse, were built and
livings augmented, every good wozk encou-

warm sym te{;

Still fawer know of

the generous support, ever bestowed where

it was deserv Those who did not know him
have called him cold and severe, but it was because
they did not know him. inly he was severe
when meanness, duplicity, and crossed
his path : to these he showed no mercy; but the
ing smile m&:‘ wl;h:lcal;e:.o xmthhin ginnds or

a chi at play, i
words addm to a National ool ered
round a Christmas tree, the kindly interest ex-
pmsed:ln tllv&l,stwent on ;??nd hlm,‘l:;vz:ver
a] ntly trivial, can never 080
&mnziwmmzndmmdhm
which is as beantiful in its simplicity as it is great
in ite masculine power and id attainments.
Bishop Thirlwall carries with him into his retire-
ment the affectionate esteem of those who have
loved and revered him, the regret of those who
have been wont to look to him for guidance, and
with these the memory of a life d in no
common to the highest interests of his age,
of which he has been one of the m-mu
well a8 of the Church, ofhwhich ho has 73
4D Ornamen

distinguished J. J. STEWART PEROWNE.
f— -

NEXT week, bly, we shall publish a
revised plan the Temple of Diana at
Ephesus by Mr. Wood.

Dr. Mure is said to be the author of the
book ¢ Supernatural Religion,” which we lately
reviewed.

Tae first volume of the new issue of
the ¢Encyclopmdia Britannica’ is ready for
the press, and may be expected to appear in the

position more decidedly antagonistic to that paxty

course of [a few: months.s (More ‘than  half



