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existing state of the law in regerd ta ths liborty of relic
glous worship, and the expedioncy of relaxing or dis.
pensing with the provhions of an sot passed ip the firat
year 8T King Willlant and Qoeeri Mary, ckap. 13. 1
fesl considerabls diffieulty’ in approaching this subject,
not only besaua it I oné with which Tam not very
conversant, but becouss the objeot of my noblo friand
appeats 16 bo to afford ncroazed facility for roliglous
worship,  Itia imposeible - not to Lo convineed of the
enflrd carnestners and sincerlty of wy noblo friend ;
but while my noblo fricnd displays such earnesiness
and zezl, Y thiok ko allows tnat zeal occasionally to
outrun his discretion, and to iuduce in Lim a readincss
to romove whatover may staud in tho way of the objest
wlhich he has in view, without sufliciently considering
the consequences which may sesult. My noble friend,
in fact,-posswising all tho spirit of chivalry, 10 2qually
praparcd to ride at a giznt or windmill, if ¢ither should
stand in his way. 1 must say, I tbing that,upon the
< at ocemion, my noble friend hLas shown an over-
cagarnens in carrying out his purpose, and that ho bas
andeavoured to indace your lotdships to adopt, some-
what bastily, a mbasure which you havoe not yet bad
time to consider. The measure passod through the
other house of 'atliament without ono eingle discussion
upan one singlo stage. I helieve that, in tust house,
every tlaze was {akon afier twelve o'clock at  night.
1a this bouse it was Loth read & sccond time and com-
mitted pro formd, and it was not untid wa artivel at
tne report that we bad any discussion upon tho priocie
ple of tho bill, and upon that discussion tay noble friend
Lad ataajority of one. Thers canmot bo a better
proof of tho want of consideration with which the mea-
sure passed turough tiie othier house, that in fact in
repard to its two leading provisiona there is at this mo-
ment in progress in thatbouse a bill which is dirceily
coutradictory of the present measure. Tho olject of
my noble friend's bill is twofold ; firet, to rcliove Dis-
sonters of tho necessity of having their places of wor
ship, repistered ; and secondly, to enable Protestants of
all denominations to catry on public worship in any
unlicensed place in the presence of more than twenty
persous. To accompiish the first object my noble
friend at once removes tho necessity for licensing and
registration ; but, at the samo time that be is dong
that, tho Dissonters themselves are pressing themsclves
through Parliament a bill for the purpose, not of abol-
ishing, but of regulating those very licences and regis-
trations which this bill propcses absolutely to dispeuse
with. I was unable to collect from the discussion of
tho other evoning that any hardship whatever was in-
flicted by the existing law; and I think that the argu-
ments of my noble friend upon this point wore complete-
ly answered by the right rev. prelate [the Bishop of
Oxford], Lacausoit is clear that the law only applics
to meotings held for the purpose of religious worabip
exclusively, and not 10 maetings at which religious
worship way Lo incidentally ‘ntroduced. The iaw, bow-
ever, whatevor itmay be, is one to which all petsons
are amenable upon the information of a common iu-
former; and ] venture to say no commoan informer ev-
er yet appeared for tha purpose of interlering with
weetinge of this deseription.  What they may here-
after altempt, cncouraged by my noble friend, 1 will
not preteud to say.  DBut, asks the noble duke opposite
(the Duke of Argyil), ¢« How can you defend the
miintenance of a law upon your statute-book which
you date not’ enfores ?° ] must eay that I think that
is rather begging the question ; because the lawison
the statute-book, and there may be cases in fhich it
miglt act as ancflectual cbeck to practices which
ooght not to bo eacouraged, and in which it would
be very desirabls to bring it into operation. I cew
tiinly can sce no practical ¢r real grievance under
the existing system, and 1 contend that you ought to
enquire into tho cffects of tho law, into its actual
opsration, thy evil which 1t prodaces, and the
good which it prevents, before you come to the sum-
mary conclasion at whichmny noblefricnd bas arrived,
and detenniue to aweep away all restriclions, and
leave np protection for that which is ondoobtedly the
intention of the law to dufend. I sposk, my lords, as
a member of tbe Church of Ergiand, and I say that
it is not the doctrive o¥ principle of that Church: that
auy of ber membars, in any place, with or without
author ity, skonld use the services of tha Chuch,
shoold publicly pray, should publicly preach, should
condact the devolions of tho public, and usorp to
themselvey that which the whole of England has, with
tho sanctiqn of the State, confided to authorised in-
tzrpretern who hold & Ligher commission 2s messea-
ssagors of the Wond of God, 1Is the Louse prepared
jo sancian the doo’ring that i tha Church of Eagland
#Yery an, be B lay av clerjec, bas q gight to take
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upon hinsall the, exercha of ,thoss funciions whlch
ate placed ln (o hadls of men sposinlly set apart
for that purposs ?- .

" 1 a1 avware that in tbis metropolis, iu wmany manu-
facturing towns, and in othor places where tho popu.
Jatlon Las greatly inoreased, tho functions of the cler
gy cannot be exeroised {¢ tho full and proper oxtent ;
that they can neither Lave a personal acquaintance
with, or knowledgo of, (hoir parishioncrs; that they
canoot bring them to thelr parish chureh, or viit them
in the oxerciss of their duty as ministers of the Gos-
pel  thereforo it is wmost dosirable that the clargy
should lavetbo assistance of pious laymen, and Iam
satisfied tbat thoclergy »n overy district would thack-
fully and gratefully accopt such asmstance. I think,
Lowavor, itis most imporiant that tho laity eo ansisting
sbould yo really tho nssistants of tho clorgy, not a sclf-
set-up vlass, overy wan of whom may do that which
soexeeth right in his own ayes, but a body acling with
the authority and by the consent of the olergyman of
the parish and the Bishop of the diogese. Thsre can
bo no doubt that in many parishes the paruchial sys-
o canhut be 8 well carried out as in others; but the
ovils which now vxist aro slight in cowparisen with
thoso whick would ariro frem the promiscuous admi-
nistration of the rites of religion and promiscuous
preaching, which would be the consequence of the re-
moval cfall restrictions, and which will introduce ittto
cotntry parishes and small dustricts, where tho connec-

tin between the clergyman and bis flock is of a more
inimate character, a new clement of discord, 10 ad-
dition to those wbhich unbapply. alrcady exut. Al
though 1 ao ong who would not advocate that a cler-
gyman should give griovous offence to us mmple-mind.
ed congregation by tho intmducticn of neediess forms
and ceremonies, 1 am not prepared to fall nto tho
cant languago and exapgerated expressions of those
who desire to soe all forms anil ceremonies set aside,
contrary to the apo-tolic dostrine that all things should
bo doro decently aad in order, and whoset up thesr
own theoratical opinions against thase who are the
fanthfu} ministers of tho Word of Gad, and the appro-
priate teachers and spiritual pasiors of the people.
Altzcogh my noble fricnd may have in tlis tull pre-
served the ecclesastical jurudiction of Buskops, aund
Liave prevented the unauthorised travelling about from
one parish to another, ke bas given encouragement
to any over-zcalous person, possessing either Migh or
Low Church opinions, {0 come into u parish to com.
plain of the conduct of the clerzyman, to muster a-
round bumn a body of followers, and, witbouat let, hin-
drance, or control, to set up a rival houso of prayer—
not for the purpose of assisting a minister, but beard-
ing snd thwarting bim in the discharge of bisduty. Ido
not say that the Jaw reqaires ao amendment; 1 am
not prepared to say whether it does or not, or wheth-
cr tho terins of tho existing statute may ol bo too s
vero; but 1 think we ought to pause before, upon the
mere assumption of the existence of particular grievan.
ces, we remove ail restrictions, and, by so doing, de-
clare that theclerpy arc entuled to more respect and
defetonto than laymen. I do not come forward on
this accaston frem any wish to continue restrictions
on religious hiberty, or to put difficultes in the way
of dealing with the great mass of iznorance and vice
which unlortunately exists in large towns, but bectuse
I would not sweep away at one blow all differences,
between the clergy and laity, or abrogate the functions
of that most important bady, the parochial clerpy.

Earl Granville, with respect tothe proposition of re-
ferring the bill to a sclect committee, I should bs very
glad if wy noble {ricad would concur in that course,
under the assurance that tho select committee is not
meant as 2u obstroction or delay in the way of the
measure, but for the purpose of dona fide investigation.
If on 1he other hand, my noble friend thinks it more
Jjudicious 1o persevore sn now prossing the bili forward,
I shali vote with himon thesimple ground that, though
no very great question of religous liberty 18 involved
in tho qrestion, yettbo cxisung law 13 ono which some
of the most respectadlo and most relizious persons in
the communily are daily in the habitof bresking.
Such a state of things brinzgs into disrcpute our statuts-
book, and encourages a notion 2mong more 1gnorant
pemsons, that it s not $o vory important a matter 1o
obgerve the Jaws of the country. )

zopd Congletan supported the bill, and expressed
his surprisa that the bench of Bishops bad not before
th-s thomselves 1azen up the quesxion.

Lord Beraers observed that when the noble mover
of the presont bill strained the existing law and des
ctibed it axapplying to cases it was never intended to
apply to,and when the right reverend bench coamdor- ‘
ed that the bill in its present shaps wonld interfore
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witly Church discipline and all the parosbial arrange.
motts, of tho-land, ho thoughtit was the bounden
duly.of tueir lordships to paute before thay.nllowed a
medsures.of so much importance to pass withoot duo
and serious consideration, I

Tho Biskop of Ozfond, in roply to wkat bhd fallen
from tho noblo load (Congleton), explainod ‘that, in
vouing to refer the bill to a soloct comimttes, he did a0
without the loast idva rof defeating, but with'the Bond
fide intention of ascertaining how far reliel might bio af-
forded for certain things in respact to which he thought
tolief was wanted. Io pledged himselfto give tho
fairost and moat candid condideration to tho question,
and hio kad not tho ‘least wish to stop any of the nre-
sent rehigious eetings now held. What ko wished
was, that wher  er not occasional but regular religious
vorship was ceaducted, it sbould be notified whetl.er
it was conducted in opposition to, or ‘u communion
with the Edabluhed Church. .

Tho Larl of Shaftesbury, in replying to tho objec-
tions urged against the measure, sad—* 1 will first
assrrer the questicn put to mo as to bow 1 kuow that
these 25,000 meetings 1spoke of were illegal. 1 found
those meatings to bs all of one and tha same charac-
ter, and, with regard to ths London City Alission
meetings, Iknow the charactor of them to be devo-
tional irom beginning to end. My lorde, till I brougbt
this question furward, I was not aware of the extent
to which the present law s used for purposes of intumi-
dation. I have been quite astonishied at the oxtent to
which this intunidation s applied, aud to find thut st
had extended even to some of our parochial clerzy.
Ibave received a letter trom one of tho best of our
patoclual clergy 1n London,eteling me  whiat he had
been doing, and that be bas been domg 1t daily
with fiar and trembling. 1 must appeal to tho
common justice of those peers who heard my
epeech the other ovening, or who bad read the
bill, whether they think the noble carl is justi-
fied in the declaration ho bas madoe to-night, that my
object is 13 supersede the parochial clerpy, 10 give
power to laymen to administer the sacraments, and to
take upon themn the discharge of any of the eacerdo-
tal duues 2 IHow does my bill in any  way affect tho
parochual clergy, or give to any laymien the power of
adwinutering tho sacraments, cither of Baptism or
thy Lord’s Supper, or fct up any kind of rivalry
whatever to the clergy of the Church of Enpland ?
The sole object of my bill is to repeal the section of
a particular act which probilsts more than twenty per-
sons abovo the inmatez of a household from assemblitg
for purposes of public worship. Nothing in the LIk
will enable laymen to do tbat which they are not fully
able to do now, nor will it gire them an atom more
of power to trespass on the ecclesiastical functions
of the clergy than they posscss at this moment. I
must ssy sy noble friend reslly jushod his argument
so far when he declared that nothing should be said
or doue in the way of worship but by an ordained
clergymen of the Church of England, that I sbould
expect lns next step would be to call for the revival
of the Conventicle Act. I desire to soe evervthing
connected with the worship of God ¢ done in decen-
cy and in order” My whole life bas been spent in
obedience to that apostolical injunction. I bave Ja-
uoured, with God's blessing, 1o advance to the utmost
of my power the interests of the Church of England ;
and I believe that in no way can you better advance
the interests of that Church than by enabling her lay-
men to Inbour for the colightenment of the masses of
the people, for tho moro you evangeliss the people
the greater will be their aitachment to the Chorch of
Englacd. From tho highest to the lowest of the peo-
ple of this country there is tho strongest attachment
to what they cald their ¢ mothor Chureh s and it will
bo ths favlt of that Church if she act the part of a
stepmotber, instead of feeding the peopls with ber life-
blood. and so alienate the people from ber affections.
Ifeel it my duty to remst this committea. This is a
subject which vour lordships are fully compesent to
discurs 1n committes in the ordinary way. Asl havo
g3id, the bill promotes hberty of worship, but it raises
no sort of rivalry to fthe ¢lergymen of the Church of
England, nor have I the least apprehension that
oreaching-places will bs cstavhished n opposition to
them. If such a result take placo in any one instance,
that will arire, probably, because the minister of the
district bas not given the support whith be ought to
give to the cfforts made for fceding the people with
that fostraction which s thouglit ¢esontial to their wel.
fare*

The Eart of Derby raid tho nobla earl had stated tbat
the bill would uot give 0 any layiazn power which b~
did Rot now 1o posgese, .But ifhe was not mistay™



