
used as a threat to bring underperforming colleagues into line, or to ensure that the
sentence given against his avowed enemy, John Williams, was exacted in full. Only
rarely did the king frustrate Laud’s wishes, though he seems to have done so in
resisting Laud’s attempt to hold the sees of London and Winchester in plurality;
though, as Dr Fincham underlines, it is a remarkable testimony to Laud’s self-
confidence that this possibility was ever entertained.

The letters underline, once again, Laud’s meticulous attention to the administra-
tion of ecclesiastical affairs, and his efforts to tackle the poverty of many clergy. They
reinforce the picture of his long-standing commitment to the reform and govern-
ment of Oxford University. The letters also show how central Laud remained to the
restoration of St Paul’s Cathedral, years after he had left the bishopric of London.
One of the most interesting runs of correspondence within the volume is the
exchange between Laud and John Bridgman, Bishop of Chester. Not much of
Laud’s regular correspondence with other bishops survives. The exchange with
Bridgman began rather unhappily, with Laud chiding Bridgman for making a con-
tribution towards the restoration of St Paul’s that was perhaps a little small in com-
parison to the Bishop’s presumed personal wealth. However, the relationship clearly
grew into one of close cooperation and mutual respect, not to say affection, with
Laud gently teasing his colleague for sending a replacement mount whenever he
caught wind (via Bridgmen’s son, ‘a blabb’) of one of the Archbishop’s horses dying:
‘I would not have you empty your owne stable to fill myne.’ As the editor points out,
these letters certainly support the traditional image of Laud as an energetic reformer
and a rigorous disciplinarian. However, they also reveal a more moderate, humane
and even humourous side to his character, as well as a man deeply preoccupied with
his public image. The volume concludes with a very useful timeline and index of all
Laud’s published letters, the last of which, contained in this volume, reveals a touch-
ing concern for the two servants who would witness his will. Laud was executed just
two days after it was written. This excellent collection will be a welcome work of
reference for all students of the Early Stuart Church.

Stephen Hampton
Peterhouse, Cambridge, UK

Robert W. Prichard (ed.), Issues in Prayer Book Revision, Vol. 1 (New York: Church
Publishing, 2018), pp. 206. ISBN 978-1640651258.
doi:10.1017/S1740355320000492

This is a book about liturgical revision in The Episcopal Church (TEC), so it is
focused on the United States and questions around the future of TEC’s Book of
Common Prayer (BCP) 1979. The collection was published in 2018 just after
TEC’s last General Convention, and a postscript to the preface points to the ‘middle
path’ between more minimal and more maximal options for change to the prayer
book for which the Convention plumped. The chapters themselves, though,
were written without knowledge of how mild or radical TEC’s energies for revision
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would be. The chapters, all by faculty at some Episcopal seminaries in the United
States, are collected together as a self-styled ‘resource’ for ‘discussion’ (p. xvi)
and the Dedication page notes ‘thanksgiving for the work of [TEC’s] Standing
Commission on Liturgy and Music [SCLM]’, yet it might also be noted that at times
the collection pushes against some of the SCLM’s work.

Given that a very high-profile change in TEC liturgy in recent years has been new
rites of marriage no longer aligned with traditional gender patterns and now encir-
cling same-sex unions, it is surprising that there is no chapter on marriage. That
omission raises the reader’s awareness that the book is depicted as ‘Vol. 1’, though
there are no clues as to what might preoccupy further volumes (and nor are there
any on the publisher’s website at the time of writing this review). Rather, what is
to be found in this collection are chapters on the like of daily office, lectionary,
hymnody and funerary. Two chapters focus on Eucharist – including the strongest
revisionist tilt in the collection in James Farwell’s plea for expanded anamnesis in
eucharistic prayer – and Amy Schifrin’s focus on epiclesis, in an essay sermonic in
style yet welcome for its articulation (missing in most other chapters) of the social
contexts of whatsoever liturgical practice might be under consideration. Schifrin
writes, for example, of ‘children born on the same day in two different places within
the same country, and maybe even to parents within the same church body : : :
[growing] up to hate each other’ (p. 124). Baptism also gets two chapters, both
by James Turrell, who is surely correct to point out that ‘those drafting the next
revision of the prayer book – whenever it comes – will need to decide if they wish
to continue in the path set by the 1979 BCP or reject its baptismal pattern and
theology’ (p. 71). The BCP 1979’s Baptismal Covenant turns out to be the storm
centre of the whole collection (see p. 45 as a clear example), hardly surprising given
that the BCP 1979 ‘represented a revolution in the theology of baptism’ (p. 71; cf.
e.g. p. 17). That the Baptismal Covenant developed by TEC has migrated not only
around the Anglican Communion but to other churches beyond it – albeit often
being tweaked along the way –means that some people from other churches, across
and outside the Communion, will be interested in this book.

Turrell’s cautious conclusion about revision is that it is best to leave the
BCP 1979 as it is and then ‘encourage the clergy and laity to live into its theology
more deeply’ (p. 104). Clearly, that theology has been only partially embraced by
TEC, but in fact it was only blotchily worked through the 1979 book which suffers
from numerous clericalizing rubrics arguably quite at odds with the so-called ‘bap-
tismal ecclesiology’ espoused in some of the book’s other moments. As there are
oscillations within the BCP 1979 itself, Turrell’s reserve might run the risk not only
of continuing confusion, but pitching many issues – including important ones –
into limbo.

Some of those issues do come to the surface in this book, but others seem not
in sight at all. Among the former, a good example might be the BCP’s designation
of the presider as ‘celebrant’ (albeit left until the last-but-one page of the book,
p. 238) – of some relevance, surely, if people are to be convinced of the implications
of the baptismal ecclesiology across parts of the BCP 1979? Of the latter, the
Baptismal Covenant itself – and especially its ‘so what?’ questions (BCP 1979,
pp. 304-305) – invites curiosity about what is missing from this ‘resource’: just
for starters, why is Amy Schifrin the only woman among ten writers? Why are
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questions about ‘translation’ (p. 237) shunted – alongside questions about
‘celebrant’ – to the very last chapter? And why does the multicultural make-up
of the church (and society) receive no strenuous attention? I start to wonder when
one author discusses ‘tribal markers’ in TEC in which some are said to wish to reap-
propriate Elizabethan language, prefer an eastward-facing ‘celebrant’, enjoy rubrics,
and be suspicious of a number of initiatives of the SCLM (pp. 44-45), while others
‘love the questions included in the baptismal covenant’ and are associated with
‘emend[ing] prayer book material to fix perceived problems of inclusion’ (p. 45).
Another author laments ‘liturgical verbiage for current theological and ideological
trends’ (p. 14). And while at another point again Andrew McGowan notes that recent
resources of the SCLM have included ‘other voices often left unheard’ (p. 67), this is
hardly an observation that could be extended to this collection.

The book’s editor Robert Pritchard notes its ‘authors are not of one mind’, yet he
says they share a common conviction that ‘care must be taken in contemplating
change’ (p. xiv). Furthermore, the cover blurb suggests that the authors also think
alike that ‘one source of information for the SCLM in its deliberations should be the
community of academically trained liturgical scholars’. To my mind, Bryan Spinks’s
chapter, which is on earlier liturgical scholars’mistakes – and not least the influence
of such mistakes on the ‘theologically questionable’ (p. 212) clericalizing of the BCP
1979’s episcopal ordination services – serves as a crucial chastening note that needs
to be read right across this resource for discussion, and turned as much to those
lurching towards conservative conclusions as those who ‘love the questions’.
There are good things here, but I do hope Vol. 2 will search for a wider view of
‘issues in prayer book revision’, one in which liturgists ask some different questions
and welcome more voices.

Stephen Burns
Pilgrim Theological College, Melbourne, Australia

Roger Standing and Paul Goodliff (eds.), Episkope: The Theory and Practice of
Translocal Oversight (London: SCM Press, 2020), pp. xxvi� 287. ISBN 978-0-334-
05938-7 (pbk).
doi:10.1017/S1740355320000534

Perhaps the two best adjectives to encapsulate this collection are comprehensive and
workmanlike. Both words are meant positively inasmuch as this volume will be a
useful reference work for anyone embarking on a study of oversight within the
Church. The book divides into three sections. The first part offers some concise
background from Scripture and ecclesiology. The chapters in Part 2 outline different
patterns of oversight within different churches and denominations. The final section
also reflects on practice; there is some blurring between the functions of the second
two sections of the book.

Part 1 begins with Sean Winter’s succinct background from Scripture. Roger
Standing and Paul Goodliff follow with a historical map of the development of
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