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A LOCAL 

RITUAL CONTROVERSY. 

llY V. D. HAR1t1s, M.D., President of the Society. 

Before leaving Milford to take up his residence elsewhere 
Major G. Cornwallis West handed over to our Hon. Secretary, 
presumably for the use of the Society, a packet of letterR 
belonging to hiR grandrnot.her, Mrs. Frederic Wei;t of New landi; 
Manor. At Mr. Havenscroft.'s re9.ue!lt I hl!lve gone throul,{h 
these letters with a view of findmg out whether thf'y con
tained any loral information which might be of interest to the 
Society. I came to the co11clusion that althongh now-a-daylil 
the i;ornPwl1at acrimonious dispute, about which t.he letters 
are chiefly concerned. with regard to changeB in Milford 
Church and its services might appear trivial, yet as a local 
illust.rat.ion of the intense i11terest taken t.hrougliout. the whole 
counu·y at the time in what was known as the Ritual Con
troversy, it seemed t.o me that a short epitome of what took 
place in Milford might. be of interest to the Society. 

It mav be said that the letters belonged to two distinct 
periodR, n;arly one third of them, dated 1873, had to do with 
Memorials in the Royal Garrison Church a\ Portsmouth to 
A<lmiral Sir Wm. Cornwallis and Earl De la Warr are of 
little local interest and I do not propose to deal with them. 
The remai11ing two thirds of the letters are all concerned, as I 
have mentioned ttbove, with the changes it was proposed to 
introduce in the Church fabric and in the Church services m 
the years 1882-83. 
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A Local Ritual Controversy. 

'l'he changes were proposed by the rc<:cntly nppointc<l 
Vi<'ar of the parish, Bishop McDougall, 1rh<1 ,ms supported hy 
some--not a large number of the--influential residents and 
"'ere arJe11tly opposed by aconsiderable section of the in. 
hai>itants headed bv ilJr:-1. \Vest,. Under the circnmstanci:s 
it is 11ot surpl'iRir�g that co11siderable disturban,·e took 
pi.tee in Church circles in iliilford. Indeed for snme 
years ..\lilford was split in to two very hostile cam pi-i. 

As the <1ctors in the events are long since dead I t.l1iuk wo 
may treat the episode from a purely historical point. of 1'if.•w 
without giving the slightest ca1�se of offence; and the so-called 
scandal has been long since forgotten. 

In passing I should like to point out th:it. the letter!:! 
were for the most part addressecl to :Mrs. West., to which her 
reµlies are not of course availahle. I may say that this has 
been somewhat fortunate from an eJitor'i:1 poiJ1t of view as, 
judging from some MSS. iri Mrs. vVeRt's handwriting, I should 
have had great difficulty in deciphering her letters. 

The condition of Chmch affairs in Milf1,>rd at the. lwginn� 
ing of 1882 w;as something as follows. A new Vic.a1· lmd°heen 
appointed to sncceed the Rev. Henry Harnes Byrne, :M.A., 
who had been appointed to the living of Milford in 18fi4. 
llfr. B,rne was the last Vicar appointed hy Queen's College, 
Oxford, ,to Milford pariRl1. \['he patronage of the living bad 
heen held by Queen's Colle_ge from I belie\·e the �·ear 163!), 
ln\t was exchanged I sup.pose d11ring l\Jr. Byrne's iucumbancy 
wi.�h the Bishop of Winchester, RO that the first presentation 
after his resignation was in the hands of the Bishop. I may 
say in passing that the vicars of Milford for more than 
two hundred years (163!)-1881; had been, for some vn
ex-plained reason, natives of e.ither vVestmoreland or 
Cnmberland. 
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Mr Byrne had been Fellow and Di.Jan of Queen's, and I 
believe Tutor. He wiis of a studious d i sposition, somewl ,at 
retiri ng, 'averse from change. He would ·pro1iahly· have been 
described from a Church point of •Yiew iis a Good Protestant. 
J fo was, as far as l can gather, everything that was kind aTJ < l  
gen tlemanly. He was a wealthy man and enlarged the 
vicarage. ' To succeed him the Jfo1hop of Winchester (Dr. 
Harold Browne) presented Franci� 'l'homas McDougall , D. C', L. 
( [fort. Col l .  Oxo11), who was au cl had heen from the year lHJ:\ 
Uanon Residentiary of Wint:hf'stc•r Cathedral and A rchdeaeon 
of the Isle of Wight. Dr, l\foDougall had heen for about 
1 4  years (1854-- 68) Bishop of Labuan (an island off the 
N, W. coast of Bonrno). What he d id in the inten-al 
het,ween the years 1868 and 1873, when he was ap poin ted 
( 'a non of ·Winchester, I am unable t,o Ray. He was a comJJlete 
, :ontrast to his predecessor, of gmat. ene rgy, antocratical and 
a bi t, ruthless in his methods, but cheery, hearty and personally 
mnch liked. I had not the pleasnre of his acquaintance, and 
in  this short summary I have had to depend upon what I 
have gathered from old inhahi tan l s  of Mil ford. Several of 
th ose present to-day knew Bishop Me Dougall and can correct 
rn:r descri ption if necessary. He was of quit.e a diffe rent 
!',chool oE Churchmanship from �.fr. Byrne and was probalJl_v 
called a "Good Churchman" or perhaps even an "Advancecl 
Churchman." Very early in his i 1 1curnbanr,y Bp. l\lcDougnll 
must lia\-e made np his rni11d to make drastir, rhattges in t.he 
Cl inrch and its serv ices. 

It is perhaps only fair to state tl ,at what, wei-e conBid f•n'.cl 
d rastic chal') ges forty years ago would be consid ered mi ld  
1101Y-a,days. 

Of t lie Ohnrch foPl ing in Mil ford wi th resprct to ! , is 
prnpoi,:ed changes, what snemed t.o lia ,·e bet'll hy far thn 
l1 1 rgest sectio11 of the community w:is oppn;;ed to any chn ug1•,1 
whatsoever. This party was ·headed hy Mrs. Fn�deric  W Pf<t 

who had no hesitation in condenrni ug any i n ,wvat.i(>tl 
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and gloried in cal l ing herself a Prote11t,ant, She "·a� 
Empportfld by mof'lt. of th oi:1e whci were called i n  those days 
"�1mtr�1" and also it wonl<l Reem hy the majority of Milford 
ians. A <,ertai n  se0tion, although not perhap;;i approving of 
all t.he changPR proposed, were in favour of some r.han�e as 
they were dissatisfied in a mild way with the statA of affai ni 
during at any rate the latter part of Mr. Byrne's inenmbancy, 
when the serviceR were verv few and I nm afraicl <lull .  A 
third section was heartilv �ith the new Vicar. As far as I 
can ma lee out n<111e were 'in favour C\f extreme ritual. I ha,,o 
gat,hered this i n formation whi•·h is more or less correct not 
only by reading the letters to Mrs. West but also in con versa. 
t ion with old inhabitants, especially the late pariRh clerk , 
l\fr. Jack Newman , who was always willing to discuss the 
matter. 

It Rhonld he remf.lmberecl however that the period wn1,1 011e 

of ncnte contm\·ersy about Church Ritual, and the air wa;;i 
f' i er.tric. It wns in the very �'ear ,1 882 when tlie BordAAlPy 
Ritual C'ase occu pied so niuch of the puhlic, atten tion . Th is 
ra.:11 went on for two y1>arM or mole from 1880 and the Vicar 
of Ror<leAlAy (Rev. R. W. Enraght) wa;;i first of all inhibitf'd 
11 nd afterwnrds arrested and imprisonP<l for Contempt of 
Cn11rt, be not having obeyed an inhibition to cease from 
prnr·ticeA wh ich wPre pronounce<l i llegal . I well rem em her the 
circumstances. The extreme party as rep·rer;ent.e<l by Mr. En 
ragh t, howevPr wPll - intentioned W}'IS aheolnti>ly lawless, and 
the intern-A fenr of Romn11 iRm,wl1 ich ;( is always in the mind 
of the majority of Engl ish peopl� was increased thereby. 

! 

The prPl iminnry i,;kirmish betwePn the Vicar and Mrs. 
"\:V f:'!'t took pliw!' early iu t-he year 1882 and waM about the 
nAP nf the Old Librarv for Parochial purposes. This was a 
smal l lm i ld ing near l\fr. Ket1ping's New Garage I beli eve 
(T ma,· hi> wrnng) . At, one time i t.  was used as a school. 
M r,-. "\V,1AI nffPrP<l this room for the 11se of the parish. bnt 
1 11 1 1 l••r F11 1 1 · l 1  condi tions that the Viear rehtsed the offer on tlro 
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p:round that the conditiont:i laicl down b�· her were such as 
the Vicar conlcl not accept. He said in his letter of refusal 
(Feb. 28th, /82) "I do not wish to use it for what you term 
'RitualiRt.ic or Secular purposes. '  I am no ritualist and 
God forbid that I should be a secularist, but I wish to have 
thP pnwer nf using the place in the evening in such a way 
as I think best for the moral and rel igious benefit of the 
people and, nnless I as Vicar of the parish can he trusted to 
do so, I fpe] it would he unhecoming of me as such to accept 
the conditions imposed." 

Nothiug of importance happened after tli ia until .Apri l .  
On the l lt.h Major Goodwin ,  who act.ed as Chief of  the 
Staff to Mrs. West, wrote to hn hoping that. slie would not 
give her sanction to any alterations being made in :Mi l ford 
Church . He called her atten tion to the fact that a Vestry 
Meeting had been called for the 13th April "for the pnrpm,P 
of electing Churchwardens and to take into consideration 
suggestions which will be made, with drawinp.s illustratiug 
the proposed alterations in tlie Church, wi th a view to oh. 
taini11g the opinion of the Parishioners." The notice was 
dated the 8th April and 1rns si�ned by the churchwardens 
\V. '£. Agar and James Oram. He further ai;;ked her to 
send a proxy fnr him to use on her behalf. This she did. 
The meeting was held but no votes were tak<'n as only 1 1  
people were present .  The matter was postponed for a fort
night. Major Goodwin reported that the plan of the rPredos 
it was propoHed to erect was presented. It appeared to him 
to be a gaudy erection behind and above the . Communion 
Table "with I am sure one larµe cross on it and I think 
t"·o others." The alterations were estimated to cost £300 
and the Vicar announced that a lady and �entleman of 
the congregation had promised to pay one half. 

The next step in the controversy seemed to have been 
that Mrs. W,est wrote to various of the gentry in the neighbour. 
hood asking for support in her opposition to the proposecl 
alterations. Two or three answers are included among the 
correspondence. One from Col. Trevor Goff of Everton 
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GrangP, frankly says that the alterations were in accordanc-e 
with his vi, ,ws and that he felt convinced that the Bishop 
had 110 intention of  i n troducing into the serv i t·es anvthiug 
t hat was not strict.ly in accordance with the rubric. Never
t.heless he deeply syfupathized wit.Ii those to whom the altera
tions were offensive. No one had a greater horror tlrn11 Ji i mself 
or anyth ing approaching extreme rirnal. i\Ir. Cooper of Kiver
nells also wrote a V€·ry good letter much to the same effect. 
�foxt came correspondence in the local paper then c-a] Jp c] 
"Tlie Lym ingtou O bserver & Chronicle. "  The  fi n,t letter 
is dated Apri i 15th (two dayR after the Vestry Meeting. I 
have not anv idea who wrote it. It stri kes mP as rather 
triv ial. Orl{er letters were written in May to "The Ham p� 
sh ire Advertiser." 

On April 26th the adjourned Vestry Meeting was hel d  
and Major Goodwin made o n  the day following (27th) the 
foJlowi ng report to :Mrs. W est :-

2f> 

Dear :Mrs. VvT est, 

It is all over with us, after a very large mecti ng 
an• l a great deal of speaking both ways, the Bisl10p 
:McDougall refused to let the matter of the reredos al l d  
oth er altArations b e  p n t  to the vote, saying that h e  
and the Bisho p of vVinchester were alone concerned , 
and I understood him to 8a.y would carry the matter 
nut had it heen put to the vote. I feel confiden t we 
should have carried the day by many votes . . . . . . . . . . . . It 
i:;eemed a mockery to have called us together to vote 
upon t.his burning subject, and then deciding upon an 
adjournment, and finally in forming us that we had no 
voice in  the matter . . . . . . . . Capt. Elli 8 ,  Mr. Hammersley 
and Capt. Fawcett all spoke against us and Capt. 
Peacocke, I regret to say, though he did not do us 
much harm did us no good. The only lady there had 
a veil down , she came in wi th the Bisho p and I am 
confident was Mrs. T--, though having not seen her 
faee I am not quite  sure. 
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After the somewhat high.handed proceeding of the 
Yicar at the Vestry Meeting it was only natural that feeling 
shnnld become more bi tt.er, and this was uot diminished by 
l·•t t.ers which appeared aR be fore mentioned in ''The Ham p
shire Advertiser"-the Editor of the Lymin�ton paper 
ha,·ing refused to insert any more letters on the subject. 
''Some one m11st have �ot this paper under their thumb to 
savr the Bisl1op," Major Goodwin remarks. On the Sunday 
following the Vestry Meeting, I think it was, Major Good
win reports that at the morniug senice tlie Bishop preached 
a most pointed and insnlting sermon, directed to and de. 
l i vered at him towards whom he looked when thundering 
h i ,,  most t.P.ll ing remarks. In spite of th is however, when 
Major Goodwin asked him to call a School Managers' meet
i ng to name another Treasurer in place of himself, he came 
c lown t,n him directly and wanted to shake l1ands. This 
Mn.ior Goodwin refused to do, and said lie would neither 
shake hands with him nor speak to him except on official 
subjects and i n  official language. Both Mrs. West and 
ot.lH�rs I think discontinued their subscri ptions to the Church 
Funds and to the Schonls, and Mrs. West applied for 
a pew at Lymington Church which, by the bye the 
churchw-ardens c0t1ld not at the t,me let her have. 

It may be i nteresting to mention what were the altera
tions  to wl, ich so much exception was taken. I have 
gathered from reading the letters, which it  would be t1•dious 
to give verbatim, that they may be summed up as follows : 

(1) Removal of the plaster from inside the East Wall 
of the Church. This was apparently on tlrn advice of the 
architect wbo considered that the EaRt ,van was in dm1&rer 
and crumhli ng. This conclueiou had been arrived at °i>e
cause there were cracks in the plaster. The view thus pnt 
forward was opposed by Mr. Springer the builder, who 
believed that the wall dirl not need repair. In the .event 
it may be s tated that Springer proved to be right as tlie 
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wall ,  when the plaster was removed ,  was found quite smmd 
and the cracks in the plaster only superficial. This work 
was opposed on the ground that it waA au unneces!'<ary 
waste of money. 

(2) Removal of the ceiling of the Sacrarium. This 
was painted a deep blue as indicating the firmameut, with 
gilt stars on it,. Why this was olijected to is not stated. 
As a matter of fact the yellow oak planking which wa8 put 
in it.s place was by no means so dPcorative as that which 
it displaced. It is interesting to note that the deroration 
of the hlne firmament and gilt stars is that which is much 
used in the modern R.C. churches on the continent. 

(3) Removal of the Table8 of the 1 0  Commandmen ts, 
the Lord's Praver and the Belief from the east wall and 
the erection nf a Reredmi in their places. Of cour�e th is  
alt.eration WM that which was mo:=1t offonsive to the disse11-
tients. The Reredos was especially u. bugbear. 

(4) Removal of the• East Window, which Mr. Agar 
tells me had St. Andrew he believes depicted, and t.110 
substitution of anotlur "painted" window. 

(5) Rem<wal of the grave stones which formed the 
floor of the chancel and sacrarium, raising the floor of each 
ahout a font and a half, and laying down encautic tileR i n  
place. This alteration, which waR carried out, was deR-
1·1•;bed by Mni. ,v eRt as "routing u r  the grnves and scattering 
the stone memorials of their occupants, the old forefathers 
of the village." 

(O) Ckarin� out the Chancel and the erection of oak 
i-tn1ls for the Clergy and Choir. 
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(7) Erection of a Vestry on the north side of the Church. 
This was not proceeded with. The opponents of the altera· 
tions suggested that . 'sn�h a vestry would be convenient 
for Confessions, the belfry vestry being too open for the 
purpose." 

With the exception of building a new vestry, the exact 
proposed position of which was not stated, all of the 
alterations were carried out in due course. 

There is no traPe amongst the corret1pondence of any 
public suhHcriptioll li st, so the amount required must Lave 
been subscribed pri rntely. The cost was estimated in the 
fi rHt instanc'=l as £300, but this was exceeded no doubt. 
There were several gifts of individual sul1scribers, thus one 
gave the Reretlos, another the new East window and another 
the encaustic tiles I believe and so foi,th. 

Before giving np the contest re the al terations, Mrs. 
West made a final effort and petitioned the Bisliop of Win
chester on the subject. His reply was much to the point  
and was to the following effect :-

' '! understand that Milford Church has been restored 
under a faculty from my Chancellor, son of Bishop Sumner 
and certainly not in favour of Rornanism or Ritualism. I am 
sure he would not have given the legal sanetion to any 
ille�al ornament. Nothing tl1at you have mentioned (?J 
appear to me to be illegal or even 1musual. Unless they 
were so it would be obviously UP profitable for me to interfere. 
I have never found Bishop McDougall inclined to Romanism 
or even to extremes of Churchi:nanship." 

Having been utterly defeated about the alterations in 
the fabric, the opponents made their next stand on what 
was certainly a side issue. It was stated upon very fair 
authority that the tomb stones which were removed from the 
floor of the chaucel or sacrarium, or both, and the stone step 
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u pt >n wh:, \ l i peoµle had been accustomed to kneel at the 
Holy Commt111ion had been carted away and used t,i li l l e  
pigsi.ies. This rumour gave rise t.o much excit.et1 1t!t1t a,,d 
nn l i t tle scan dal. Mrs. \Vest at nnee wrnte to the Bishop of 
Winchester a bout it and other lett.ers followed. The Bisliop 
promised t.o in vestigate 1.he matter and later on sen t, a reply 
as follows :-

Dear Madam, 

Fan1l1am Castle, 
Surrey. 

Dec. 7th, 1882. 

I bave enquired about the stones. I find that they 
were remo1·ed under the Faculty, that they belonged to 
the contractor, that they were therefore virtually dis • 
pDs,•d of by him, that. they were I)()t the steps on whirlt 
com nrnnicants knelt in the chaucd, but those i nto wl.ich 
i ron Bt.andai <ls had been fixed , wooden steps havi 1 : g 
been t i , ose on which the.v knelt. Mr. � says th at lrn 
paid i nto the Restoration Fnnd the amount uam@d by 
t tif\ art;hi tect as thPir value and <fod ines to gi ve ar oy 
account of what he has done with them or to allow any
one to interfere with what he says is his property. I 
a:n afrai<l I can exercise no power iu this. I trust the 
stones are not used as you describe. 

I am, :\1y dear Madam, 
Your faithful servant, 

\VINTON. 

Wi 1lt regarcl to the vexed question of these stones, Major 
Goo, l win w rote to t,he Bishop in answer to a letter from him 
to Col . Jennins and him8f\ l f, much in the Bame form as the 
one ab0rp q1iot.ed to Mrs. ·we.,.t, that the stones were those 
actnally forming the step round the Communion table upon 
which Communicants had knelt and he anded a statement 
frnm & workman ("a most respectable man") as follows : 
"The stone removed from the chancel of Mil forJ Uhurch . . . . . .  
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were the steps on which communicants knelt, there was 
of course between. their knees and the steps, a cushion 
and ali:;o a board and some of the stones were those i nto 
which tlie iron standards were fixed to sup port the Com
munion rai l ,  and both of these stones were used in forming 
the . floor of IJigsty" 

Although at first it seems to have been said that 
tomb stones were si:nilarly used, this contention appears 
to have been dropped. Bishop McDougall who was away 
at Winchester when the removal is stat.e(l to have taken 
place was greatly annoyed at the incident. 

The th ird and last stand made by the opponents of the 
innorntions was made on the occasion of the Christmas Day 
sf'n iees in 1882. On the day after, viz. December 26th , 
Major Good win reported' to Mrs. West that a Procession of 
clergy and choristers was formed which marched slowly u µ 
the Church from the Vestry singing a hymn. He added 
that the said Procession "only wanted IncenRe to make it 
that which was desired by our Roman Catholic Clergy, and I 
may also say onr gradually Romanised congregation for they 
seem to me to l ike this sort of thing the more they have it." 
He further wrote to the Bishop of Winchester to this effect :-

Milford Lodge, 
26th Dec., 1882. 

My Lord, 
With much regret I have to trouble you by reporti ng 

that on Chri st.mas Day, at  the commencement of both 
morning and afternn, ,n services in this Church , a pro
cession was formed in the Belfry or Vestry consisting of 
Choristers iu c11ssoch1 and surplie�A, the Curate, ReY. C .  
Stewart similarly robed, and tlie Vicar Rl .  Rev. Bishop 
McDougall , and marched slowly two and two up the 
na.·,e to the chancel si ngi ng a hymn t,he whole way. 
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Feeling that this practice m11y he repeated on fut. ,ne 
occasions and not knowing whethe1· it meets with your 
Lordship's approval, I be� to brin� the matter to your 
notice and feel confident that you will give it such 
attention as it may deserve. 

(Signed) 

The Bishop oi Winchester sent a reply the next day 
to this effect : -

32. 

Major Good win. 

Dear Sir, 

Farnham Castle, 

Surrey. 

Dec. 27th, 1882. 

It bas been held to be lawful for the Clergy and 
quire to proceeil from the Vestry, or the entrance to the 
Church, np the Church to their places as is always done 
in Cathedral Churches. 

There is nothing illegal to the best of my belief in 
their singing a hymn whilst they are thus in procession. 

This also is freqnimtly <lone in Oath6dral Churches. 

The c 1 istom has become very common now in parish 
churches, at least on special occasions. 

Bel ieving it to be legal I have ne,•er made objections 
to it, when I have found it in churches I have attended. 

I have always conHidered it my duty as a Ruler of 
t.he Church not to curtail the liberty which the law of 
t.ltP Church and Realm concedes, believing that. reasonable 
Elastii - it,v is essential to reli�ious life. I do not see 
t herefore how I can find fault in the present case. 
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T his reply of the Bishop's a ppears to have cause(l 
the active o pposition to the Vicar to end. The remain
der of the letters chiefly consist of accounts of rep
risals. These reprisals co1 1sisted chiefly in witlwlding sub
s�riptions to various local object,s, such as the Coal, Clothing, 
& Boot Clubs, The Organ & Choir Fund &c but most 
i mportant of all to the Schools. Mrs W Pst ha<l built the Milford 
Schools, whether assisted by subscripti::ms from others or 
not I do not know, but, she chie fly was concerned in build i ng 
them and subscri bed £20 a year towards their maintenance. 
This amount she increai:,ed to £40 a year  when asked to do 
so. The loss of her s1,1_bscription and of those of others mnst 
have placed the finances in a parlous condition, and Major 
Goodwin, who had been Treasurer of the Schools for 1 2  years 
and ought to have k nown, prophesied that within two years 
Milford would have to have a Board School ! His prophe�y 
however was not fulfilled. By some means or other the 
Managers were able to carry on and Mi lford has never had a 
Board School or itR modern successor, a School provided by 
the County Council. No doubt contributions were received 
from those somewhat scornfully known to the old inhabitant,,i 
as the "rich new-comers." 

I have not troubled you with any extracts from th<' 
newspaper correspondence. The letters were not consecuti ve 
and did not give a history of the episode. They were long, 
mt.her elementary and, to my reading, dull and l'llltnteresti ng, 
They were signed in the usnal way "Protestant Churchman," 
"A Plain Christian," ' 'Churchman," "Layman,'' and so forth. 
One or more were believed to have been written by the then 
Dean of Winchester (who was, so Major Goodwi n said,  a ·  
friend of Bishop McDougall), one or mJre were signed by 
"It.huriel" and the,;,e which were perhaps the most uncom. 
promising, I shrewdly suspect wne by Mn1. West herself. 
Major Goodwin denied having written any. 

I have omitted as far as possible names, except those of pAo
ple long since dead. I have been obliged to bring in Major 
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Goodwin's name constantly, for without his nicely written, 
clear and straightforward letters, I could have done nothing 
with the correspoHdence. 

How long the Feud lasted I have no idea. At any rate 
Mrs. West's letter to Bishop McDougall, dated 19th February, 
1 883, did not shew much diminution of her annoyance. I 
suppose the Bishop had approached her about the Schools. 
She writrs : 

Sir, 
Those who have transformed Milford Church into a 

sort of 3rd rate Belgravian boudoir, depriving the Church 
of i ts aspect of venerable antiquity-who have routed up  
the graves and scattered the stone memorials of  the 
occupants, the old forefathers .of the villagfl-who have 
sacreligiously convnted the stone steps on which for 
centuries generations have knelt before the Altar of God, 
into paYements for piggeries-'-who have defaced the 
Eastern gable of the Church by an object approximating 
an inverted Railway wheelbarrow, in place of its ancient 
c-ross-who have substituted and preferred a servicP 
floral and choral to the rites of the Protestant Church of 
England to which I belong, and compelled me to seek 
its pure, spiritual and elevating Celebration in Lymington 
Church to my great (?) grievance and sorrow. • Those, I 
say, like the rest of the world, must now pay for their 
whistle-take up the subscription I have withdrawn and 
try to do a little good after this (?) much havoc and build 
School Board--if it so pleases them at their leisure as 
I built the present school . .  . . . . . . .  " 

There are only a few more letters. From which it appears 
that Mrs. West and her friends refused entirely to contribute 
to a sum which was being raised as au Easter Offering for 
!\fr. Stewart, the Curate in charge. 
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