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jugton (o Baltimore, to test its practicability and utilic
ty, dragged its slow lengih along, and the close of the
sessions of 1942 and 48 threatened a result s inanspi-
clous as thy provious scesions of 1837 and '88. 1 need
not more than allude to the fact that in tho previous
semion of 1837, 1 had expended all the pecuniary
means 1 possessed to sustain myself at Washington
while urging upon the attention of Congress this then
unteied, this then estecwed visonary enterprise of an
electriv telegraph.—Years wers required to put myself
agsin o a pecuniary condition 1o appear before Con-
gress with wy invention, and now I saw tho last day
of anotber entite sciaion about to close, aud with it
the prospeat of still anothier year's delay. My bill bad
indeed pamed the house. 1t was on the calendar of
the Sénate, bus tho ovening of the last day had com-
menced with more than one bundred bills to be con-
sidercd and passed upon before mine could be reach-
ed.  Wuaried wi'h the anxicty and suspense, 1 con-
sulted with one o ._ y sevatorisl friends; be thought
the chance of reaching it so small that be advised me
to consider itas lost. Xn a stato of nind I must leave
you to imagine, I roturned to my Indgings to make my
preparations tor rcturning home the next day. My
funds were reduced to the fraction of a dollar.  In tho
morning, as 1 was about to ¢it down to breakfast, the
servant announced that a young laly desired to ses mo
10 the parlor. It was the dauglter of my excellent
friend and colleze <lass-mate, the comumsioner of pa-
tents.  She called, shie suid, by ber father’s permusion,
and in the exuberanco of ber own joy, lo annouuce to
e ths passage of the teleneaph bill at widnight, but
tha moment betore the Senate’s adjournment.  This
was the turning puint of the felearaph invention in
America,  As an appropriate acknowled tement for
hier sympathy and kindness, a sympathy which a wo-
man can feel and vxprese, 1 promised that the first de.
spatch by the first ling of Telegraph from Washington
to Baltimore should be indited by ber. “To which she
replied, * Fwill hold you to your word”  In abouta
year from that tane, the line was completed, and eve-
rything being preparcd 1 apprised my young fricad of
the fact. A noty from her enclosed this despateh:
C What hath God wrought?  These were the first
words that passed upan the cleetiie ices, on the first
completed line in Awerica.

Place me whera you will, then, gentlemen, in the
chain of mstrmertalices, 1 Jook bedind mo and be-
tore e, and see in the vista of the past and of the fu-
furs a long procession of co-operators, without whom,
1y thought, bioweser brilliant, could never have been
realized. Ta them all, whether present or ubwnt, 1
would render here the homage of my tlanks. I claim
for my reward the gratifization 1 cannot but feel, with
an intensity which 1 can scarcely fiad words to ex-
presy, that the fvourite dream of thrce and twenty
years of my life, whose realization I bave clerished
day and night, to wit, thet universal bumanity is to be
bound in a true social fraternity by instintaneous in-
ter-cominunicarion of thought, is 20w near its consum-
wmatign.”

19, ¢ The Press—the recognized voice of public opi
nion—may it always speak for the advancement of
knowledge and the improvement of eociety.” This
toacs was clegaglly and tersely responded to by Day-
ard Taylor. 1 regret that space will not perwit me to
pive you the outhnes of bis remarke, which were re-
ceived with much applause. 11, ¢ Z%e Ladies—whose
eyes were the first electeic telegraphs—may they ne-
ver fail in forming a connection’ This last (and 1
might add best) toast was acknowledged by Fiz
James O'Brien in his own characteristic and spirited
style. Sowe volunterr toasts ended the dinner, which
will Jong be rewembered with pleasure by all who
were {ortunat. enough to Le present.

Thursday cveninz a ball was given for us at the
Province building, which did givat credit to the taste
sl gaad fecling of our hospitable entertaincrs. Tas
hall was bLeautifully decorated—*ths star gpangled
bananer's mngling gracefully with the ¢ union jack,
and the provinctal flag of green, on which is cmbla-
zomed the barp of Old Erin. Quoe rarely zees so
much bewuty as the ladies of Newfoundland possess,
combined with much aprightliness and grace; but
they lack that dirtingod air for which tho American
ladies ave famed, and one of ovr party, a New Vork,
belle, moverd about like a queen among them. The
dancing countinued. until a late bour; wo poor people
who ad been confined on whip-board for a fortnight
thinking it a favarable opportauity for a httle cxer-
cise; and to end in a stery-book style, we all reached
home (that is our ship) ¢drr fully tired and very
bappy
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ARCHDEACOX BIHORTLAND AND TUX BISHOP OF
MADRAS,

The Indian papers publish a letter from Archdeacon
Shorilaod, rolstiog the particulats of a dieagreement
with the Bishop of Madias relative to proceedinge
connected with an alleged proacbing of unsound doc-
trine by tho Rev. 1. Taylor, the senior chaplain of
the cathedral, The following are the pasazes of the
sermon preached on thy fourth Sundsy alter Epiphany,
28th January, 1855 :—

% \Wo do not regard the bread and wine merely as
signs or embleme.  Wo rather consider them as be-
coming, through the act of consccration, the body and
blood of the Saviour, and assuch the vehicleg of grace
to the beliover.”

“Wae cannot, therefore, regard the Holy Commu-
nior: as nothing moro than a solemn commemoration,
calculated to nourish boly thoughts and pious disposi-
tions, We must regard it as ab institutcd means for
the communication of grace, the vuliclo of commu-
nication boing the consecrated symbols, which, though
thay substautially reme’n bread and wine, eflectually
represent the crucifiod Christ.”

W Somo excitement,” says the Archdeacon, ¢ way
created amony a few of the persons attending tho ca-
thedral ; and Sir William Burton, puisne judga of the
Supreme Conurt addressed a letter to the Lord Biskop,
stating that in the coureo of the sermnon the Rev. 11,
Taylor ¢ expressud himself elearly, voequivoeally, and
unqualificdly as follows :—

4« By the act of consccration the bread aod wine
becomus the Loly and blood of Christ.!

¢ [1o said, woreover, that our Church in the Cate-
chisw teaches (or tays) the same tling, in the words
¢« which are verily aud indeod taken and recewed by
the faithful in the Lord's Supper.’ ?

« Meanwhile, the Archdeacon, being on the most
intimate terms with thy Lord Iishop, wrots to his
lordship several piivate and (the echleacon main-
tains) privilesed communications, revarking on the
subject w1 a confidential stylo; to which, however, he
to hus oreat surprise, was not favored with any reply
whatever,  Most of the clergy inthe neighliourbuod of
Madras were in the habit of mecting at his bouse on
the first ‘Luesday i cach month; and, ¢ ynderstand-
ing that many unfounded reports ware in circulation
relative to Mr. Taylor's sermon, aud that errors of the
nost scrious characier wers “wpatsd ta Lim, T 6lt
right o ona of these occasious, to read to them an ex-
tract irow the sermon, and, on a subsequent occasion,
a piynty in which los views on the subject were ex-
Planed on “ That the biead znd wine by the act of
cors-cration become epintually the body and blood of
Chirist to thy faithiful receiver, aithouzh they substan-
tially remain bread and wine 3 at the same time, how-
cver, stating the sntention with whieh I read tho pa-
per, and expressly requesting tha no rewmark on the
subject might be made)  Ile gunsded himsedf®also
from expressing any opinion cn t:e doctring ¢ontained
thercin.  Some wedks clapsad, during which the Arch-
deacon had not been favoured with any communica
tion whatever from tho biskop, when at length, to his
aston.shaien?, he reeeived a letter stating that it bad
been brought 1o his lordship's notice that Le (the Arch-
deacon, had pernitted the Reve H, Taylor to read at
his faet clerical meeting an explanation of an extract
from a2 serwon which be (the Bishop) bad previously
condetned, and told him no exManation could do
awsy with the wrong impression its words were caleu-
Tated to prodace :—

¢ I cannot express to youthe concernthat I focl at your
thuz civing countenance to, and lnking advantage of your
l)ositionto uphold visws which your Bishop has declandd to
w incotupatiblo with the wacking of the Churchof ¥Eng-
linl. Youenghe to le my representative at the presiden-
cy, Hot 1y n[-;mn:m. y

**¢ 1 consider too, that at & meeting which whs ealled for
otlier Mrpos, 1o bring ferward n conguveny on which
sour Bishiop la.d to decide, was a mnost unwarsanted pro-
evsla, and one which, it repeated, must lead me to prtan
et to such meetings altogciiter,

* 1 have now to dircet that st your next clerical mecting
Jou read the accompanying papers without one word vf
neie or comment by vour-elfor those present, and to R
et i Linee = body of the clerey 29 possible to attend on
the vearsion)

« T this the Archdoacon answered, to the" effest
that a communication cxpressed in such terms was
probably never beforo addressed by a Bishop to an
archdeacon, aud be could not recegnise the Dishop's
right tbus imperatisely (o order what he shoull do, or
say or not $ay, on the occasion of his receiving his re-
verend brethren in-bis own house, and at bis own ta-
blo. The most proper mode, the Archdcacon suggest-
cd, of making & formal communication of this aature
{o tho reverend clerzry, would be by assembling them
at the cathedral for that purpese., Fle statement con-

ta'ned in the letter of Sir W. Burton was very seti-
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ously incorrect. Hlis lordebip has been miinformed
290 10 what occurred in his houss o the eucssion } be
(tke Archdencon) bimeslf read the paper explasstory
of bis views, roquesting at the same time that thers
might bs no discussion whatever oa the subjoct ; aad
there was none.

“Your lordship,” the Archdescon continwes, )
must beg to remind you, did not favour me with o' sin-
gle lice exprossive of your judgment on this peiaful
subject; but though you bad done s0,1 sbould atill
bave considered it bighly expedient that the reveread
oclergy who favoured me with their company should be
informed of tos precies doctrines which had been
proached, as thus oaly would they be able duly s0 an-
derstand and waigh the condemnation which it appears
your lordship bas pronounced.”

A reply from he Bishop follor 4, $n which ho tells
Acchdoacon Shortland—

# From the very commeucement of this,unhappy
business your conduct bas been open to animadversion:
To bave mado yourself a partisan, when & grave ques-,
tion of docteine was raferred to your Bishop, was an
inexcusable fault in one in your positivn; but your ax-
traordinary leiters to me, in order to induce me to co-
incide with the viows of the rcverend chaplain’s ter-
nion, were most objectinnable. Was it the way to
spmak of a subject whichi had been rcfurred to the
Bisbop in most respectful language by a gentleman in
an exalted situation. distinguished aliko for his urbanity
and attachmont to the Church of Euglaud ; * This lat.
ter opinion may not squaro with Madras visws, which
1 fear savour tod much of Zwinglianism; bat it is
very extensively embraced and adwitted in the Church
cf England; and not all the Sir W. Burtons in the
wotld will ever bring tho Bishops and clerpy t5 sco
cye to cye on this controveried question.’ And again
— It is now as ever in Madras—a few idle people run
from louse to bouse, tattling about matters of which
they citber know nothing, or at least should think of
much more soberly and prayerfully, bumbly too, until
a forment is excited.” I do not hesitate to say that
your subsequent conduct in pormitting Nir. Taylor to
sead his explanation or vindication of his views, when
you well knew that the question was ot that moment
before your Bishop, was most improper, and 1 willadd,
the most outragnous act, in oz in your relative posi-
tion to the Bishop, that 1 bave ever kaown ; and if, as
I fuzther beliove, you kuew that tbe vindication wa:
not an answer to wmisapprelensions of the congrega-
tion, Lut was an answer to thu Bishop'’s letter to M,
‘Laylor on tho subject, condemauatory of bis views, then
it is impossible to us¢ words tod strongy to mark the
utter wart of decency, and order, and propriety, in
permitting it 10 bo read.

“1 now again repeat to you, that if ever another
act of irregularity should oceur, I shall feol it my duty
to issus my injunction to forbid such meetings of th
cleray. .

“My condewnation of Mr. Taylor’s views was
founded solely and entirely on the extract from the
sermon furnizhed by the rev. chaplsin himself,

“1do not wonder at your formetting your vow of
canonical obedience in refusing to obey the Dishop's
injunction 1o rewd tho letters bo forwarded to you
(altboush it is duficult to imagine a more B'ting place
or opportunity than where tho ¢ vindication® they are
intended to condemn was read), when you can tell me
in the last paragraph of your letter, that you should
have considered it Lighly expedient, had vou heard
directly from mysell my judgment condemnatory of
the views in question, that the cleray, when called to-
gether for prayer and wutua] edification, should be in-

vited and enabled by you t¢ canvass the ments of the
Judmucent of their Bishop.

“ But now, once for all, 1 must be permitted tn say,
in all truth and faitbfulness, that I cannot regard voar
conduct in the whols of this unpleasant business,
otherwiso than as an attempt to usurp the Bishop's
place and oflice.

(@) You have prejudged an important point of
docirme, which yon knew Lad heen submitted to the
Bishop for his consideration and decision, and endea-
voured to induce bim to coincide in your views withous
cither reacon or argument, *

* (), You have permiticd a paper to be read to the
clersy in vindication of views which your Bishop and
Metropolitan bave condemned as unsound. It is true
you state ¢ 1 bad not favoured you with a single line cx-
pressive of wy judgment upon this painful subject,
but you tell me, if I had, you would still have con-
sidered it highly expedient that the rev. cleray present
at tho mectin, should be informed of Me. Taylor's pre.
cise doctrines.

“(c) YXou have disobeyed the Bishop's directions

‘to vead hisand the Metropolitan’s letters containing
their vicws on the sulject, although one of thess let-
ters is a dircet answer to the vindication permitted 1o
be rcad at the neeting in question ; and the Bisbop
maintains that the place 'x?me and the persons to

whom the vindication bad becn read were most switable
for the reply.




