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THE ECCLESIASTICAL GAZETTE.

stood required no amendmnent. It might bo
that the4erns of the oxisting statute were too
stringent, and required amendiment; 3t might
bo tiiat it was desirable to provide for cagesin
which lagmen might usefully co-operato with
tho clergyman in the discharge of his parochial
dutfes ; but ho thought their lordships ought to

pausgo and hesitate before upon, the mero state- .
ment of tho noble carl (Shafteshury) of theo-

retien] difliculties amul theoretical inconseniences
interfering with the preaching of the Wonl of
Gad, thoy removed all rostrictions upon tho unli-

ceused performanco by the lmty of duties which .

belonged to the clergy, nnd thus broke in upon
the whole parochial system of the country.

It yoas for theso reasons he had ventured to
intrude himsclf uwpon their lordships’ attention
on a subjedt on which he felt that ho had hut
littlo to apeak; not for the purposo of prevent-
ing tho amendment of the fnw and the oxtension
of religious hiberty: not, God knew, for the
purposo of throwing diliculties in the way of
reaching tho irreligion, ignecance, ard vice,
wbhicu prevailed to so great an extens in onr
largo towns, and which calied for theLost ex-
ertions of both Churchmen and Dissenters, but
for the purpose of entreating their lordships
beforo tEcy provided a remedy to consider tho
noturo and extent of tho disease, in order that
they might provide o remedy for grievances,
without superseding or abrogating altogether
the functions of that valuable and important
body, tho Parochianl Clergy. The noble carl
concluded by moving that the bill be referred
to tho select committeo,

Farl @Qrancile said in the specch of the
noble carl, which was much inore liko a speech
against the bill than one in favour of referring
it to a sclect committee, the complaint was
mado that tho Lill passed through the House
of Commons almost without discussion. lo
thought that fact was in itself more in favor of
than against the bill, as if there had been any-
thing very oljectionable it was not likely to
havo cscapod attention. Looking at the bill
generally, Jie thought almost too high a tone
had been given to the debate from tho begin-
ning. On the ono hand, it could hardly be
essentin]l  to religious liberty that an act
which really appensred to hnve no operation
should bo repealed ; and on the other hand, an
exaggerated impression was conveyed by the
speakers in opposition, that by repealing this
act, which Was ndmitted to be inoperative, ex-
cept in somo few cases turning chiefly upon
versonsl questions, the Church of England,
with her Liturgy and Prayer Book, would be

ut in danger. o thought the noble carl
Derby) was vory much mistaken in the effects
which ho anticipated from the pussing of the
bill. It was quito clear that utder tho existin
law any member of the Church of Eng]:ms
could, on paying half a crown, open a room for
religions worshi). Ho should be very glad if
his noble friend (tho Earl of Shaftesbury) would
consent that the bill should be referred to o
select committeo, it being understood that such
a reference was not to be made tho means of
obstructing or delaying the bill, but was to be
bond fide for a short examination of it. 1f on
tho other hand, his noble friend thought it
would bo more judicions to persevere with his
notion, he should support him, on tho ground
that o law which samo of tho most respectablo
and religious persons in the community were
daily violating ought to bo repealed.

Lord Congleton supported the bLill, and ex-
pressed his surpriso that tho Bench of Bishops
had not como forward long ago to hail the
cfforts of laymen.

Lord Berners sald thoe noble carl who intro-
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duced tho Lill had told him that ho cobld have
no idca of tho amount of oUliquy which their

people the greater will bo their attachment to
tho Church of England. From the highest to

lordships would eall down upoen their heads by ; tho lowest of tho people of this country thero is

rejeoting this measure. Mo felt that v vy had
n ligher duty to perforin than that of ploasing
the prople; oand having heard that tho Right
Rov. Bench had considered tho measure, and
wero unanimously agrecd that in its present
form they must opposo it, ns it would intorfere
with Church discipline and with parochinl ar-
rangements, he felt bound to join them in their
opposition.

Tho Biskop of Oxford said he, for ono, did
not entrrtain tho lenst iden of defeating tho

sho strongest nttachment to what they call their
4 Mother Church”; and it will Lo the fault of
that Church if sho act the part of a stepmother,
iustead of feeding tho péople with her life-blood,
and g0 alienate tho people from her gffections.
(Hear). I feel it my duty to resiat this Com-
wittee.  This is o subject which your lordships
aro fully competent to discuss in Committeo in
tho ordinary way. As I havo anid, the Bill pro-
motes liberty of worship, but it raisea no sort of
rivalry to the Clergymen of the Church of Eng-

. whole measure, and hie pledged himeolf that, | iand, nor have 1 the least apprehension’ *hat

if it went to n select committeo, hio would give  preaching places will be established in opyposti-

it the fairest and most candid consideration, | tion to then,

It such n result take place in vuy

All ho wished was, that if thero was to be'one instance, that will arise, probably, because
regnlar public worship under tho bill, those! the minister of tho district Iins not given tho
who condueted it should bo obliged to sny‘support which ho ought to give to the cfforts
whether thoy conducted it in opposition to, or ' mado for feeding tho peoplo with that instruc-

in conununion with, the established Charch.
‘The Earl of Shaftesbury, in replying to tho

tion which is thought cssentinl to their welfave.
Tho Eard of Derby said the noble ecarl had

objections urged against the measure, said,—1'stated that the Bill would not give to any lay-

will first nnswer tho quostion put to me ng to ' man power which he did not now possess.

But

how I know that theso 23,000 meetings I spoko ' if ho was not mistaken, tho noblo carl on a for-
of weroillegal. I found thoso meetings to be all! mer ovening mentioned tho caso of & geatleman

of one and the samo clmmctcr, and, with
regard to the London City Mission meetings, I
know the character of them to Lo devotional
from-beginning to end. My lords, till I brought
this question forward, I was not awaroe of tho
extent to which tho present Iawis used for pur-
poses of intimidation. I havo bLeen quite as-
tonished at the extent to which this intimidation
is applicd, ani to find that it had extended oven
to sume of our parochialClergy. 1 havo recoived
a letter from ouc of the best of our Parochial
Clergy in London, telling mo what he had been
doing, and that he has been doing it daily with
fear and trembling. I must appeal to the
common justice of thoso peers who heard my
gpeech the other ovening, or who have read the
bill, whether they think tho noblo earl is justi-
fied in tho declaration ho hag mado to-night,
that my objoct is to persuade the Parochial
Clergy to givo power to laymen to administer
tho sacrameonts, and to take upon thom the dis-
chargo of any of thosacerdotal duties? (Hear,
hear.) Howdoes my bill in any way affect the
Parochial Clergy, or give to any laymen the
power of administrating the sacramonts, either
of baptism or tho Lond’s supper, or set up any
kind of riv iry whatever to the Clergy of the
Church of England? (Hear hear.) Tho sole
object of my bill is to repeal tho section of o
particular Act which prohibits more than twenty
persons nbove the jnmates of s household fram
assembling for purposes of public worship.
Nothing in the Bill will coable laymen to do
that which they ave not fully ablo to do novr,
nor will it give them an atoin more of power to
trespass on the Ecclesiastical functions of the
Clergy than they possess at this moment. I
must say, my noble friend really pushed his
argument so far when ho declared that nothing
could be said or dono in tho way of worship but
by au ordained Clergyman of tho Church of
Eogland, that I should expect his next step
would bo to call for the revival of the Conven-
ticle Act.  (Hear, hear.) I desire tosceevery+
thing connected with the worship of God “dono
in decenoy and in order.” My whole life has
been spent in obedience to that Apostolical in,
junction. Ihave lasbored, with God’s blessing
to advanco to tho utmost of my power tho inter-
ests of the Church of England; and I belicve
that in no way can you better advance the in
terests of that Churclr than by enabling herlay-
men to labor for the enlightenment of the mw1sses
of the people, for the more you evangelize the
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who was accustomed to read a chapter of tho
Bible te his neighbors, and who only gave up
tho practice when told it was illegal,  his Bill
would removo such illegality, and it clearly
shiowed that there was a desiro that the sorvices
of tho Church should be conducted in the ab-
seuco of a clergyman.

Tho Eurl of Shaftesbury said, tho gentleman
referred to was accustomed to read a chapter,
or perhaps a lecturo of somo clorgyman of tho
Church of England; but was that taking to
himself tho functious of a clergymen of the
Church of England? 1o hoped his noblo friend
would Do candid enough to eny that ho had been
mistaken in this instance.

Tho Ifouso then divided, when the numbers
WOrc—

For Lord Derby's motion c.esveecscrasend?

Against it cieerveessessnrossnee «30

Msjority ........ o serseesennaner— 17

Tho Bill was accordingly ordered to bo refer-

red-to o Sclect Committee.

—

CONVOCATION OF THE PROVINOE OF
CANTERBURY.

On Thursday, Juno 28th, tho Convocation of
tho Provinco ot Canterbary assombled at West-
ninster, in pursuance of adjournment from last
session.

UrrER HOUSE—TAursday.

Tho Upper House met in Queen Ann’s Bounty
Office, tho Archbishop of Canterbury presiding.
There wero present the Bishops of London,
Winchester, Oxford, Exeter, Salisbury, Glou-
«cester and Bristol, Bath and Wells, Lincola, and
St. Asaph.

‘The Bishop of London brought up tho follow-
ing roport from a committco appointed last
seasion s—

Tho committee of the Upper House of Convo-
ention appointed to consider and report on an
address to Her Majesty on the subject of Church
extension, as already reported on by a committee
of both Houscs, report—That they have met
and taken anto consideration the subject.com-
mitted to them. That there has been laid
before them an opinion, signed by Her Majesty's
Solicitor-General and Dr. Robert Philiimoro,
ALP., pointing out a mode which, with the
sanction of the Crown, would bo both safe and
casy for removing the anomslies at present
existing in tho representation of the Clergy in
the Lower House of Convocation. That it ap-



