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Hotsk oF LoM¥axs Satunpay, Jury 28,
Yi LNl EPISCLPAL CUUKCH,

Me. Glai tona-call  1he sttantion of ths Honee to
the tecent annuuncewent by et Mijuar)'s Govern-
wmant of tkelr bntetiten to dr gnt nus an allowatice
beretofore amde to the bntops 01 tho eplsiopal com-
smuniott w Scutlandy wnd fo the gl disabilitler, nc
spplicably to the uwrave:s of any otler religicus detne
tioations i this wonntry, 0 which 1ho,e biwliops and
theie clargy ave suljucted an colmen with tho episcos
pal clergy m abo U divd S-ates of Aawrica, The rght
Lou. gentiewan alko muved for copies’or extracty of
any ovrrespanedence telating to 1he subject.  Ha said
that the LLbeps and clergy of the S:otch Epucopal
Church wera otignatly sutjectad to eevery paine and
penaltivs ou gecauut of their adtiwtenes to the Staarts,
notwithemrding t© vt gean of the reforaed ruligion
by that Clurch. Thuse penalbrs did not touch tho
lalty of that ccmmunary, tut steuck &' the boart of its
arganis-d tody o oilisers, who wore probibited, under
pain of transportation sl impricontuen’, o offiviats
iug to any nuwber of prrsons who could be styled a
wangrezat ou.  But whin the legislature apprybiended
wo furtber dangar fram (e Sruart tawily, it was thought
thees swrere lawsuugzht 1o Le repealed, andan Act of
Patlism: 1t way accosciuply pased at 1bo tuno when
Pitt was Diimo M nister, fur the purpare of giving re:
lixfto the Scorch epinopal clergy.  In shat Act, how-
aver, was meerted, on the suggesion of Lowd Thutlow,
who was provicusly vuticcly ignorantol the existenoe
of such a budy, & clavie to prohutat the Scotch bhh.
ops and their cler2y from cffi fating ehewhere than in
Scotland, 1o *hat they weie prevented from holding a
cure of souls in Eugland o1 n the colunies, aliheogh
they w6 nearer to $hs comwucdon of the Church of
Enalaud tlag any otbi-¢ religious bady not bolonging
10 the Ecablehed Chuarh, A Roman Catholio priest,
or & priest of the G eek Church, might present himself
toa Bithop of the E-tablished Church, aud upon com.
plying with coetain forme, might by virtue of by or-
dersobiain a cure of souly; butsuch was no: the case
with regard to a clergymen of the Scotch Episcopat
Church. fla thought that the lexwliture would be
wmoved Ly a feeting of puthe decency, justice, aud to-
feratior, to put an 2nd to such glaring aad absurd in-
causisteney and injustice.

Mr. A Peliet supgested that the Evtablished Church
in thiv cour tey, and not in. lesulature, should grant
the conuo #ivne arked far by the ripht how. gentleman

ot belaif of the Scotch epuscopal cutmuynion.
The <Chancellor of the Exchequer expressed bis

goncurrence in the complainia ot the right ban, guntle-
wan with tegard to th absord distinction which the
Act of Parhument paseed in Pitt’s timn made between
the Scotch Ejicopal Church and tbe Estatlished
Charch of the Uuited Riupdom, of which diff-rencs
Ve was not aware- gntilis bad been that duy mention-
ad by the tight hon. geatleman, Mr. Pellatt was mis
taken in suppo-ing that the E-tsbli-hed Church could
ol iteelt do awsy with that dutinetion. To do 0
would require tie ntervention of the legislature, and
Lo thought thiat it was thue tor tlo legislature to pass
& measore upon the subject. Wit Tepard to the dis-
continuance of the grant to the Scotch bishope, be ad-
mwitted that it was with some refuctincs that Her Ma-
Festy's Governtent came to the concluefon that the
grant oughr to bu withdrawn.  Her Mlajos'y’s Guvern-
ment thouyght that tbe Scotch Episcopal Church waa
safliicutly weaithy to do without the pecuniary ald
of the Siate,

The papers moved for by Mr. Gladstono were then
evdered.

P N N N "R N R
DITCRKR t. DENISON.—THE ARCUBISROPS
" DECISION.

(Revoried for the Loadon Guardwan.)
BaAtu, Avgust 12.

Mis Graca the Archbishop of Canterbury and asses
o2 tock their seary precwely at ball gast one o'clock
the connt wascrammwd, the andience connsting ot ludieg
awd clergynien printpally.

Dr. Luzkingion opened the proceedings by 1. diny |
s docuinent, from which wa gatker the following :—
Mis Cracy tho Archhishop hastzken into connderation
the asticle fil-d in these proceedingson bebalf of the
RBev. Rev. J. Ditcher, the Vicarof South Brent, in the
wunty of Bomerstt diocese of Bath acd Wells, 3. gingt
1ba Ven. Archdsacon Denison, Viesr of Bast Brens,
4nd Archieacon of Tavnton, in the county and diocees
aforesals; the evidenec addaced in proof of the ssid
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apiinles, 11 acyumenty of the counsely and the autkor

ities eited, an:t sith the aehvance and ananiawus cons
cutrence of big surcecy e, hat coma 10 the fallawing
concluvon.  Beforastaing thess sonclunonn, [ am des
nred (0 stats by his Giacw now thes: pro.esdings zum,
to criginats with bis Gegve. It waa in coneequence of
tbe preforaent held by the Archbdencon belug vecad
m the Bahop of ths ducese, and by virtue of the- 8+4
and 4th Vict, eh. 88, Bio Grace, under certaln conds®
tirs.od, It [ell 10 tha Archlishop 3 therulore, i futlituzat
of his duty, bls Geave 390844 A commision o be sesurd
and thes duty ag had baen d-fined was ot imperative
vpe-n big 1o @lschargs, and respecting which no lrgal
dicention was vested In hun,  Haviog cued ths 3nd
sondon 0. Victor.s, the learnsd Dactor sad—11 1 per-
Tuct'y clear, thurefore shat it the Archbishop, under
this statute, think fit, be hasa dwctenion which he s
entfed ta exercie, as to whether ba of his own wmers
tuotign would direct any procesdings againset & clergy-
man; but it s not 00 wth rezavd 1o a0 appinttion les
ing twade o hum, 807 (oF Yanious reasons, if it were vo
tho ancent law ot the Church would bo subverted by
this statute, but thers was no sntentien ol deing thiat,
a3 appeared ty the decieton of Loid 8 owell in 8 une™s
carn  Ard what would be the conwquence il the
Araltishiop or Busbop had purcly & discreticnary jow-
#r tu Invitare proceedings avcosding 10 Lis * fancy r
Every p-veon would then ba at the morey of & singls
Buslingys who smight have a persecution azaiost bun for
uupeoper doctrine, of insmoral bebavioar, according as
1n the opinien of the Buhop wae right ; the yrubable
conwquence would be, that the uni'ormity which naw
preseile ancng clorgy men of thiscountry would ba des-
troyed and perverted, Having made these ouservatsons
b (Dr. Lushington) bad only to say, before he gave
thw conclusiony, that these proceedings were inshtuted
under $he 13th Bz, ch.12. The wode of procerdings
1s=—the Court whifeh sitw is estabiliod by the statuta
of Victoria, but the question to be tried 18 to bs toed
ty the statute «f Qaven Enzabeth,  This isnot aquer-
tike to the Gorham ca:o, &4 to what may e conndered
alonssible doctrine, but st is a question wholly turntng
upon the secumd section of the réatute which X will now
read. [The learned Aweseor hote quoted the words
of the veetion, who diclared that any clergyman who
should udvisrdly affiem or mufntain any doctrine direct-
Iy contrary orepuznant 10 any of the Articles of the
Church, and on betn ®conventwy'® before the Biskop
or the O dinary, should not revoke bis error, should ta
lisvlo to deprivation.] Now, then, tha qunstion which
his Grace bad 10 try was this:—Whethor the doctrine
set futth and printed by the Venerable Archdeacon in
tus chrer sermous anarxed 1o the artizlve Gled 1 (his
proceeding are orare nut directly contrary and repugs
nant 1o the Achcles of the Church of England § ur, tn
oth r word.,to thu Aothority of Purllament, which bad
established ths Thurts-nine Articles to bu the true ex-
po:mion of Scriprure upon every subject to which these
athicles reter. 1 state thisin orderthat it inay be male
knowan t3 all why and wheeefore the Venerable®Arch-
doscon was aot permiitted 10 go Inlo an examinatiou
of the S nptyres with a view to jusily b doctrines
~The 12ason was this :—Tbere could not bs a more
mconvunient provexding, or one muie opposed 1o the

- tew than that, when the Legielature of the country

hag awboritavely pronvunced in the given form of the

i Tairty-nine  Articles what are the doctrives of the

Cturch of Eogland, an wdwidunl sermon should be
compsred, not with that standard which is the only
stambard of ths church, bus with a number of dfsputed
texts of Seripture.  Wuat might be the porsible con-
s.quence of the adoption of such a course ? . Oae or
wmore judies mpht be found who would concervs that
cerfain doctrines wera confurmable with Scrijture s
but should they ho!d that those doctrines (oonfurm-
ablo in their opinion with Seripturo,) were oot equal-
ly conformable with the Tairty pine Articles, in
what position would they then bg placed 2 That
anomaly is cxcluded by the law applicablo to this
case, It is exsluded from =l our courts of judic -
taro. 'The only question which his Grace could try
i+, whether theso sertnons <id or did not contain doo-
trinus opposcd to the ‘L kirty vine Articles Ho, (D

Lushingion) then proceoded ‘o sag—T will ststo the
conedusions. Tho first eight articles Gled are proved
assinat tho Archdescon, 60 far as the law coneiders
it nucessary.  Tho ninth. tenth, eloventh, thirteenth
aud fowrtcensh of tha articles ore proved, and that

the charges therein arp_eetablished, eo far as herin.
aftor are mentioned.  \Whereas it is Isid in the aaid
uinth article fled i ibis procceding, that the said
Arclideacun, in 8 sermon presched by him in the

cathedral chureh at Wells, on or acout Sundsy, she
Tih of August, 1853, did advisedly maiotain and
afirm doctrines directly contrary to the Twenty-fifth,
‘wenty-aighth, and Twenty-uinth Arricles of Roli-
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glon referred tain theat-2ate nf 12 Flirnbeth, b, 19,
of poma ofes of them.  Smwns ol ¢ things, be did
adwisy, meintn, sxd afimo lbnt the body snd
blowd uf Christ, Leing reslly nt after an imms-
torial and spiritual musnner, i the eoneeerated Lread
and wivo, aro thercin ard thorehy givor to o), and
are seevived by all who cume ¢ the Tonl's table
* and that by sll who como to ths Lerd's bl ®©
those why cat and drink werthily, sud tu thoes who
et unl driok enwortkily, ths tody and blerd of
Chrit are givon ; and that by all who come 16 the
Lord's tablo, by thota who cat and drink weakily,
and by thusd whbo gat aod drink unworthly, the s
and blowd of Chrict are reccived ”  His Grace, wit
the umistaoce and unanitmous conturrence of his na
sessors, lius deteripined that the doctrine in tha mid
pussuge ia divectly contrary to and repugannt to the
23hanl DUth of said articloa of relirive, and the
varivus statctos of Quocn Llizabeth, and that the
copstruciion pud tipon the said atticles of religivn by
thu Ven. the Archdeaven of Taunton, namely, * thas
the Ludy and blood of Christ kecoroy t julaed and
L+:como so preeent ju tho conrecruted clvmenis by
the act of cousecraticn, that the uuworthy recvivera
reeeivo in tho cloments the body and bleod of
Christ," is not true, aud is not an wdal-sible con.
struction of tho sald Articles of Religion ¢ that euch
doctrines ave directly vontrary and repugnant to the
‘Tuonty-vighth and Tweaty-ninth Articles, and that
the true losal oxprsition of the sald Articles is that
the bouy and blood of Obrist arv taken and rodeived
by the worthg recolvers only, whu in taking and
reciving the same by fuith do spiritually e.t thy
flush und drink the blood of Christ, whilst the wicks
¢ 1 and unwosthy by eating the bread and drinking
tho wine without fuith ¢c not in anywiso cat, tuke,
or recvive the body and bleod of Christ, Leing void
of the fuith wherchy only tho body and blvod of
Ubeisi cats bo caten, taken, ana vecoived.  Whereas
it is pleaded in the mid sloventh article filed i these-
proceedings that divers printed copies of the said
Buitnons or discourses wers by the Ven. Archdens
con’s vrder and direction sold and distributed some
timo in tho year 1853 sud 1834, within the said
diocese of Buth and Wells, and whereas the said
discourses or scrmons contain tho following among
other ges:—* That the body and blood of
Christ being roa'ly presont ia tho consecrated bread
and wiue aftor sn immaterial asd spiritusl manger,,
aro therein and thereby given to al', and are received:
by all who eume to tho Lord’s tablo.”” ** And that
to all who ne f0 tho Lord’s table, to thoss who
eat and drink worthily, and to those who eut and
drisk unworthily, the body and blood of Christ are
given ; and that by all who come to the Liord"s tabla
by those who cat and drink worthily, and Ly those
who et and drink uowortbily, the body snd blood
of Christ are recvived.” His Grace, with the assis-
tanco of his asessors, hag determined thay the passa.
gus aferesuid eontain a repetition of erroneous doo-
trine charged it tho Oih urticlo filed in theso pro.
ceedings, aud that such dootrine is directly eontrary
and repugnant to the Twenty eighth aod Twenty-
ninth Auicles of Religion wentioned in the various
siatutes of Quoen Hlizaboth.  Wheress it is pleaded
in the said 141k article tiled in these proceedings,
that divers printed cupies of the scrinons or discouse
sue io tha 12th article mentioned ag written and
priuted, or caused to be printed, by the £aid Arch.
deucon, wero by his order and dircetion sold and
distributed in the years 1353 and 1854 within the
said divesse of Bath and Wells; and wheroas tho said
surnoos or discourses contained tho following among
uther passages s—'* Anj W ull who cowme to tho
Lord’s table, to those who est aud drink sworthily,
and to thaso who eat and drink unwerthily, the bo«{
and blood of Christ are given ; and that by all who-,
conug to the Lerd’s table, by those who cotapd drink
worthily, and by those wlio eat and drink vnworthily .
the body and blood of Christ azp reccsived ;" and
* It is not true that the consecrated bread and wino-
xre changed in their nsturad substanee, fur they 1o
wain in that very patural snbstance, and therefore.
ruuy not be adored. It is true that the worghip is
dus 10 1he resl, shougl invisible and supergatont..
presence of the body snd houd of Christ in the
Eucharist, uader tho form of bread amd wingy ; bie
Grace, with the asdstance of bis assessprs, hag etor.
mined that the doctrizes of the ssid .passagés ard-
dircctly contrary and repugnant to the Twenty-cighths.
and Tweaty-niath Artisles of tho soid Articles of re.
ligion mentioned in ths various statutes of Queen
Elimbeth. His Graoo deeires-me fusther to stase.
that k> will allow time ¢ the Ven Archdescon ts,
tevoke hin error ; ha will gliow bim il Wednesds
the 1st of Qotober ; and it no such revocsgjon es
tequired by the statate aforcuid aball be mado st
dglivered to the registry of Bath and Wells. by that
time, he will, in obedianse to the statas, ‘prenobame.
seatence ia this Courter(lapghter~~which =il b,
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