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of States and tho rights of Sovercigns, because that
indepoendenco and those sovereignties were of neoes-
sity tho fircat barriers ngaiost hor own lust of uni.
vorsal empiro. Thus, for centuries before God
ve to our forofsthers tho graco ncedful to onabls
thom to cast off tho yoko of her spiritual corrup.
tious, thoe English people, through their Kings and
Parliamonts, t ougllt Roman Qatholics, wore strivin
to the death against hor continual ag\grcnions, nnﬁ
woro passing lawa, refusing bulls, an Lanighing car-
dinals, to prevent hier from drawing all causes to
har courts and all power to her centre.  Anda good
and manly tight did our Heurys and our Iidwards
wake against that mysterious working of iniquity,
lacked up evermore by that sturdy English spirit
which our ol traditions, our freo lawe, and our in-
sulur position tended, under Gud’s guodunss, o
powerfully to keop alive.”  Nutionullito, he argued
was tho couditicn of strength.  ** In animnal life, und
oven in itanimaty matter, orgnisation was the so-
erct of steength, becauso it rendered possiblo tho
combination of scuttered pawers for one object. ‘Lhero
was more real pover gathered into tho perfect or-
anisation of a single shrimp than was diffuxed
through an ocean of jelly lish ; and almust every
Liton schoolboy could toll them that thero was more
force in a few impact pivecs of birch than there
would bo in a thousand miles of nebulurity. (Laugh-
ter.)'”  So much stronger would bo a nation as its
national life was more complete,  ** How fur weaker
fur example, was Russia in her reeent strugglo, for
ber unprincipled destruction of the nutionality and
aequisition of the territery of Poland ! How did
that destroyed mation, like some undigested mass
lying within the vast monster, impede bis action
and procrate bis strength ! How in every tims of
trial all tho Lowtbard additions of tho empire of Teu-
tonic Austria proved the sources of fear and the
invitatiany to aggression!  Nay, to coms nearer
fome, bow bad the strenzth of Great Dritain been
iucreased by the comparative merging of the suparate
lifs of Ireland in the common nationality of the
ompira! How vastly stronger should wo be if fears
of mizgovernment and the miserable divisions bred
by a disunited fuith had got made yet impossible in
its perfectness that entiro unity between ourselves
and ber which bad made so abeolutely ono tho onco
divided southern and northern kingdoms of this
Istand ! (Applause.)”  After impressing uron
bis hearers that they should endeavour to keep alive
in their day a seuse of the master truth that it wmust
be for high moral purposes, not fur our own puwer
an] glery, that God had gathered us into nativnal
life, his lordship insisted that every selfish, Juxurious
idle lifo was a denial of its gift to us for a moral
purpo:e, and that each ono shoulil contribute beantily
bis due proportion to the comwen labsur beforv us
asa nation.  *¢ I great was tha work sct Leforo
the Dritisix people!  How Jarze and manifold were
the poners for its fulfilwent which God bad intrusted
tous! Searcely less great or manifest was the trust
and the churzo of the chosen people of Isracl thun
was utr~ ia tiye present day.  Surely it was ours at
once wi.bin the limits of Christendem to muintain
and trex'sbiz purity of fuith and worship, und, a3
flowing ©.rth from these, a rational, well-balaneed,
enobiing il erty, yuder nhose protection vur people
should be trained by all the complicated  muchinery
of our seeidl lite to Ligher and higher measures of
moral anl intellectual excellene:; 1o witness for
irath, snd justice, aud merey, against the huge lies,
and bidesus wrongs, and eruel unmercituluess with
which xo many a nativnal iz was still stained alwwst
to oblacration—(ap plaus)—und without the limies
of Clristemdum to spread Ly all Justul muans that
Blossed and renovating faith to which we owed ull
God’s other gilis t this favonred lanl.  And who
could wiix uny limits to thy degree to which any
oac ot his hearers, if he really strove bard in the
work of selfwducation, and then in the due use of
Lis educated fucalties, might terd to cffect these
nwble purposes? Yor, as Great Britain, by ber
political, colonial, znd commereial relations with
otber members of the human family, really touched
every people, so might every Englishman, at somo
time or other of his life, beauso he was her son,
touch for healthy enlightenment the dwellers in
every cliwe, and the membera of every country.”
As instancez of this, the Bishop of Oxford referred
to the live 5 of Sir Juhn Maleolm, his brother Pulte-
ney, 1ord Harris, the conquoror of Scringapatam ;
William Telford, a general offizer of digtinguished
sorvico in tho Ruyal Engincers; and an  Admirdl,
all of whom had eprusg from ono canfinud and lone.
1y district on the borders of England and Scotlind
v.bich be het lately visited, several of them baving
been edurated in the samo villaga school.  ** Why
had ho turned the cyes of those prescnt to theto
remarkablo instzaces fiom so narrow 8 scil <f thoe

up-growth of groataess and success! Not to giso [ it sball be Jawful Sor any party who shall thunk Lim.

any who heard Lim tho mero desirs of rising in the
w.url\l. thouph zuch a desire, if subordinated to thoe
highor purposes of doing God’s will, became a blame.
loss, nay, an honourablo ambition ; but ho poiated
to them to show Low groat a dostiny of uscfulnosa
to others might bo bofore overy citizen of sueh n
land as this, tho natural lifo of which reachoed to the
world’s end.  The wide extension given in tho
cases ho had montioned to individual exertivns wos
tho result of no accidental and uncommon concur-
renco of cireumstances, but flowed from the moro
ordinary working of the great principles of civilisa.
tion aud doveloped national lifo, in which their lifo
alro wus cqually cast.  This was tho rich ini critance
which our fathers have earned, and whica God’s
ﬁuodntrs bad preserved for us.  This it was to have

cen born & Briton. Tt his hearers strivo to edu.
cato thomselves, and so to livo as not to shamao their
parentago or cast away their birthright.  (Loud ap-
plavse.)”
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Iu the Arches® Court, on I'riday, Sir John Dodson
gave judgment against the appeal in the case of Ditcher
. Denison from the judgment at Datb, so far as bis
Court was concerned.  ‘L'le learned Judge said—

* An inhibition, as hu uniderstood, had been taken

out of the registry and serveld. Tho libel of appeal
hiad since been brougzhit in, and was now oppased. Iy
mu:t confess that bo felt not a litils surprised when Lo
first Leard that an appeal was to bo brought before
biw friom a decirian proneunced in open court by the
Archbishop humscll, the Primate of all England and
Mectropoluan. It appeared astrange and anowmalous
proceeding, and contrary to all principlo and practice,
that an appeal should l from a superior -and bLigher
auibority to a subordinate cificer appointed by that
s.me superior autbority, from the priucipal to the offi-
cial. It looked, as the learncd counsel for the appel-
lant expressed st, hke turning everything ¢ topsy turvy.
If, bowever, upon examination of the statute, 1t should
be found that the Legislature had thought proper to
confor that unusual and extraordinary power, it was
the duty of tke Court to carry the law into execution
as beat 1t might. The solo question which the Court
Liad at present to conrider was, whetber it had juis
diction to cotertan the appesl.  With the merus or
demerits of the case e had now nothing to do, nor
bl be any knowledge of thewn, except from mere ru-
wour. It was azreed by the learned counsel on both
sdes that the quustion depended altoaether vpon the
construction which abould beput on the statate,  Hao
would, thercfore, now proceed to the censideration of
tho statute.  ‘I'be sections of the act to which he bad
been principally referred, and which wers nost im.
purtant, were the 15.b and 24tb, Lut they wero to be
conridered in conjunction with the 21, 34, 41h, 521, b,
1ih, and 13th sections, in the latter of which it was
saud, for the first time, that the Bashop mizht s.1d the
catise 10 the court of appeal of the provinee. It was
said by the learned counsel for the appellant, that this
psint biad in fact been already decided in the Court of
Qaeen’s Bonch, ty Mr. Josuice Coler Lrey with the
concurrence of Mr. Justee Erle and Mr, Justico
Cropton. It would have buen a great aelicf to lns
(Sir J. Dousen'’s) tind to bave tourrd tlat there had
Leen such a decrion of the Court of (J1cen’s Bench—
1t would bave affwrded han a guide by which be naght
safily bave arnived ata just condusions  In locking
huwever, to the repoit of the case ia the Law Timcs:
vel 27, page 133, b could not diseover that'there had
be-n a dec.sion to tho eatent which the larned couns
sl bad sated. Al ibat the Court of Queen’s Bench
had decide] was as 10 the place where the party was
to uo cited to appuar, and in which the procecdings
were to be earsied on, namely withio the diocese of
Bath and Wt~

s The Admmiralty Advocate did not mean to presy it
beyoud that, Lut there were cettsin dicia which fell
tromu the learued Judse.

o Sir J. Dudson—Tue digla of Mr. Justice Colesidge
weie, that the Archbishop was to Lo eontidered pro
lae vice as sit'ing for tho Bisbop ¢ that he was, in fact,
the mouthpiece of the Bishop.  Tho Buhop of the dio-
c-s3y was iguapacitated froin sitting, bLecause be was
puson of the prefeiment beld by. the Arcbdeacon,
and it could bardly bo said in such a case that the
Archdeazon was the mero mouthpieco of the Bishop
of Bath and Wells. The 15:b section of the statute,
accord.ny to the marginal note, bad reference to ap-
pealy, and was as follows :—* And be it cnacted that

self aggriaved by the judgment pronounced In the first
instanos by the Diskop, or In the court of appeal of
the province, to appml from such judimenot; and
such appeal slall Lo to the Archbishop, and shail be
beard Lefore the Judge of the Court of Appeal of the
provicas when the cause shall have been hoard and
detormined in the firat instance by the Bishop, aud
sball bo procesdsd inin the said Court of Appealin
tho sams marner, ard subject ouly to the samo ap

poal as in this sct I provided with respect to cases
sent by lelters of request to tho sald Court ; and the
appeal slall be to the Queen in Council, and shall be
Loard before the Judicial Commiitea cf the Privy
Council when tho causo shail bave Loen heard and
determined in tha first instance in tho Court of the
Arcblishap! That sedtion standing by itself was
cloar onough. \VWhen the caso was determined by tho
Bisbop the sppeal lay o the Archbishop of tho pros
vincg=~tv that Couit; but when the decision was pro-
nounced by the Archbishiop's Court, then tho appeal
lay to tho Judicial Committee of the Privy Council:
Tho 24th section bad byen very much relivd upon by
tho loarned counsel for tho eppellant, and ran thus—
¢ Aud be it enacted that when any act, savo sending
a case by lettors of ruquost to the Court of Appeal of
the proviuce, iz to be dono, or any authority to be cx-
ercised by v Bishop under this act, such act sball be
done or autbority exercised by the Archbishop of the
province in all cases where the Bishop, who would
otherwiss do the act or excrciso tho autbotlty, is the
patron of any preferment beld by 1ho party accused.'—
1t bad been safd that in that case the Archbishop was
to bo considered marcly as tho Bishop of tho diocese

consequently that the appcal lay to that court ; and he
had been referred to the sucond section of the deiini.
tion clausc, where it was eaid that the word * Bithop,
when used in this act, should be comtrued to compre.
hend ¢ Archbisbop’ Tbe circumstances under which
tke torw ¢ Bishop’ might be made to comprebend
*Archbishop’ were quite clcar.  Tho Archbishop was
not only Arclbishnp of & province, but bo had a dio-
cese, and it was with regard to that that ¢ Bishop' com.
prebended ¢ Archbishop,” That was the interpreta-
tion put upon the section by Alr. Justice Coloridge.—
It scemed a little extraordinary that there sbould be
ao appeal from the Archbibop to the Aichbishop ; in.
deed it could liardly be contecded that there was—
The learned Judgq then referred to the various sec-
tions of tho act bo bad tefore cited, and said that it
appeared to bim that it never could be the trus inten.
tion and meaning of thoact that where the Archbish-
op himiclf had beard a caso Limself in open court
there should be an appeal to be beard by his nferior
cfficer—that was to say, that the cflicial principal of
tbe Archbishop thould have power to ruvise a sen-
tence proncunced by superior authority.  Under these
eircumstances the Court thought that its duty was to

pronounce azainst the appeal, and to reject the libel
which bad been offervd.  Ile was well aware tlhat the
case was surtounded with considerable difficulty, and
that the Act of Darliament was wosded in 8 manner
scmewbat extracrdingry,  Whether the Judicial Com.
w:ttee of the Privy Council had power 1o bearand de.

te rinine the cato was not for himto decide—~that Court
was perteetly atle to decido the point for itself.”
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81 LOBERT IEUL AND 8118 CHALLES NATIER.

At tbe municipal dinrer at ‘Lamwontk, on the Wb
iust., the Mangis of Totensherel, who, it may be re-
membered was formerly member for the boreugh,
and is in the naval prolesion, took Sir Robert Pe)
to ta-k for b's recent attak on Sir Charles Napier,
which Lie declsred to bo uscalled for, unneeesary,
and certainly out of yplace, coming from cne filling
the eitvation Sir Roburt did. e regretted the lag-
guage ured by Sir Cbarluy depreciating the men in
the flect he commanded, and whichh be did not belicve
to bLotrue; =till Sic Charles was a brave man, and
bis feelinas ought not to bave Leen wounded in the
manuer they were, ¢ In fact, heisin a state of ex.
treme pain at this moment ; and ho has written to the
Grand-Dake Constantine, and alw to tho Irench
Admiral, 10 know whether the statement of Sir Robert
Peel is correct or not.”  Sir Jobert Peel, résponding
to tho toast, “ The Members for the Borough,” bad
lus reply. 1le denied the right of the nocble marquis
to take Lim to tatk thus before bis constituents, As,
membar (or the borough he was not amcnable to the
noble marquis—

 The Marquis Townshend—No, vo. Nothing was
farther from my wishes than to do any such thing.

4 Sir Robert Peet—That was the direct and appa-
rent meaning of the words you used. (No, no) If
it were mot the noble marquis’s intention to convay



