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Jerusalem. Dr. Gobat held the position of
Bishop eof Jerusalem for a period of thirty-
three years and died in 1879. There were some
who viewed his long episcopate with unfriendly
eyes, and others who pronounced it worse than a
failure. The Zimes spoke of the Jerusalem
Bishopric as “a matter of general convenience to
secure for the helpless English tourist some spot
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world, and still more to the Church,” says the
Jewish Intelligence of May, 1883, “Jerusalem is, of
course, a centre of absorbing interest. Religion
and sentiment, history and remance, all combine
to give it a position in men’s minds absolutely
unique. It was natural, therefore, that a2 some-
what exaggerdted estimate should be formed of
what an Anglican Bishop at Jerusalem might
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ways to Christianity in Palestine. There were
many at least who so regarded it, and main-
tained that he made his influence felt in an un-
ostentations way throughout the length and
breadth of the country, and that those who
knew him and his work best were also those who
thought the most of both him and it. “To the
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however natural, were scarcely reasonable, The
Bishop of Jerusalem has, in effect, been a mis-
sionary bishop and his work has been to
superintend and develop Christian missions in
Palestine and the adjacent countries, Compared
with other similar fields of labor, we repeat that
it is inaccurate to represent the Jerusalem Bish



