REVIEWS 479

Hg EvoLuTion oF THE CHRISTIAN YEAR. By A. Allan McArthur,
5., pH.p, (S.C.M. Press; 15s.)

he ‘purging of the temple’ carried out in Scotland after 1560 was
lllc‘ more drastic and comprehensive business than the somewhat super-
: SPring-cleaning’ which preceded it in England. For the leaders of
¢form Party ordered not only the ‘utter suppression of idolatry, with

o 1?onumen‘ts of the same’: they went further than any of their brethren
l‘ist? Continent of Europe, and overthrew the Who.le. structure of the
four tian Year, The Lord’s Supper was not to be admmls.tered more than
st mFS a year, and on no account on or around Christmas or Easter,
Opish superstition should be kept alive, For three centuries there
b}'ter?: official recognition of the tr'aditional liturgical year among Pres-
e ar?(:‘ Then, very gradually, Chnstma_s and.Easter- began to be ol?se:rved
ag ), ) th?re. Now, at long last, there is an 1ncre.351.ng !Jody.of ministers
pile aYolk in the Established Kirk who feel that it is high time to com-
Kalendar which should include, if nothing else, Christmas,

ing
oy,

Piltphan)’: Good Friday, Easter, Ascension and Pentecost. Within the
gy fifty years more and more churches in Scotland have ventured to

of tht e ,fOundations of the liturgical year, often wit'h an ‘observance’
e i rd’s _Supper, but the custom is by no means umversa.l. Unless w,c
S“Ppe 3ken.’ in only one of the 1,470 churches in Scotland is the Lord’s
' ac_lmlmstered weekly. .
’“isterit lx.s good to find the Minister of Peterhead sett'ing. ‘forth, with
% the Y lt‘_"g.lcal scholarship, the reasons why the more primitive structure
by o “hristian Year ought to be restored to the Established Kirk, and
forgy . ©fficial recognition. He has no desire to take over the Anglican
%mm(;f the Christian Year as found in the Kalendar of the Book of
p’&erv;:‘ Prayer. <Our gratitude to the Church of England for the
turje, - O0 Of the precious gift of the Christian Year through the. cen-
the sixo our neglect does not mean that we can regard the authority of
the te.emh century as being adequate for our purpose. . . . As we restore
i’ls ce "tecture of the liturgical year we must ask sefious questions regard-
gramed ’s ape and fashion of the structure. Nothmg can be taken for
koo, .7 McArthur, to judge from the authorities he quotes, seems
thay, far more about the latest Catholic liturgical sources of reference
ne iny. 3 (.:atholic who happens to be liturgically-minded:
thay wi thing s certain: the builders of Peterhead Old Parish C}_xurch,
scot]anm $Wept red granite classical kirk on the most easterly point f’f
ministe,’ Dever guessed that more than a century and a half.later, its
de‘iils Would publish a book which, except for a few unimportant
%ty mlg_ht easily have been written by a Catholic priest! T'ke Evolufion
Tistian ¥ ear is a solid contribution to the right sort of ecumenism.
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