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THE BISHOPRIC OF ST. JAMES, AT JERUSALEM.

ORIFCTIONS TO THE APPOINTMEST OF A RISIIOP.
(From the Lowlon Times of the 19th October.)

We have taken oceasion more thun once to express vur con-
viction that the povitlon which recent events bave enshled the
Goverument of this country to sssume in Turkey may be, and
ought to he, taken sdvantage of fur the promotion of the greay
interests of Christianity ; snd that the vnly wise and beeoming
way in which Gireat Britain ean interfete fur such a purpose,
in by exercising ber influence for the protection and consolids-
tion of the ancient orthudox churebes of the Oriental commu-
nion.  ‘The policy of Loed Palinerston and Lord Ponsonby wae
such, a8 to leave those chutches (constituting, as they do, the
great majority of Uriental Cliristinns, and including as \’rll
the whale population of the kingdom of Greece, as a most -
portant portion of the subjects of the Turkish empire) no
other alternative than to lonk 1o Russia as their protectress.
‘This they bave dunc, and still do, in Greece especially, with seal
reluctance; for the influence of Russin has never been exercined
in a manner fricndly to their civil libertics.  England has it in
her power at any moment, by holding out the right band of
fellowahip to them, to put an end to the moral influence of the
northern antocrat in that quarter. " ‘The politienl advautages
of such a change, in the event of any coutest teking place be-
tween England and Russis upon the theatre of the Levant,
need not be pointed out.  But it ie materinl to observe the
benefits which must scerue to the highest interests of mankind
from the establishment of such relstionn heiween the British
Government und the Greek arthmlox communion,

When we comsider the origin, the bistory, the constitution,

and the numbers of the orthodox Greek churches—when we
remember that they were undaubtedly fimnded by the Apml!cs,
or in apostolic times ; that they have preserved the Cliristinn
faith throngh wany centurien of cruel oppreesion sud perse-
cution, under circumstances of trinl peenline to themscives ;
that thrir authorities have ne clenr u derivative title o eespeet
and obwilience as the spiritun) ralere of any other Christinn
country ; that, whatever their corruptions may be, they re-
ceive the samo stundnnls of docirine, and are under the same
sy atem of church government, with ourselves; that no barrier
of mutun!l auathcmas exints between them and us; that they
eonstitute the natural und only possible centre of Christian
unity in the Enst, unless we admit the supremacy of Kome,—
when we comsider all these things, out minds muxt be wteangely
warped by seetaring prejudices, if we look to any other gunr-
tee for the permmnent consolidation snd eventual trinmph of
Christinnity in Western Ania,  Interconrse with England coulil
nut fail 10 elevate their churacter, nnd Jeadd 10 heir purifieation
from abwsen, i thnt recognition and sopport, which is fuirly
their due, were ucentded to thew ; and we are convinced that
nothing mwoge than this would be necessary tor the apeedy and
effectual extinetion of Inlamism by moral means,  Besides this,
it ooy be added, that mers gencrosity towanle charehes which
huve wulfered ao much and a0 ling st the hands of infidels, for
the sake, not of their errors or peculinrities, but of their aml
our own common fuith, would dictate the courns which we
have suggested. Tt woukl e to prove anrselves woese thaa in-
fidels, i we were to use the politieal inlluence which we have
acquired with their persccuturs, not to restore and 1einvigorate,
but to overthrow anid supplunt them at the very moment when
they arc beginning to enjoy a prospect of better days. 11 way
with sueh feclings that we, wot long agn, expresseld vur disgust
st the comduet of Lord Ponsonby, who on two separate veen-
sions used his influence with the ‘Parkish Government to
procure the depuwition of the Chiimtinn patriareh of Conntanti-
nople (oe merely politieal  renvone, . This eutemge  eavited
thronghiout 1hie orthadux  chiusches of the Fast the deepest
resentinent and indiguation, and ceeated u very unfuvourable
impression of the wmornl and religious charneter of the British
!wuple. Since that time the ropresentative of Queen Vietoria
e taken further steps to separate bis countey from all sympu.
thy with these charches, by identifying himnedl with pastice
who rro aecking to found & Protestant seet at Jernsadem.  Our
miserable divislous wre, it scetne, (0 e wdded to tha:e whiech
already afllict the Oricatal Clinrels; mid Protostanting isto hé
fortified with exclusive privileges, wecured by the fhman of an
infidel wovercign, in onder that it miay with the better ruceenn
lift up ita heed wzninat the prelate who now oceapies by legiti-
mate suecession, the episcopal thmne of St James,  'This is
the part which Englawl tahes in the religious polities of the
[DPIT

11 this wero all it would ho sud envugli : hat we fear there in

ware behind,  We have secn su ominous annowncement in the
Feelexiusticul Gazette, which appears ta proceed from some sort
of nutharity, nad which fills us with serioun spprebension that
the Church of Euglond way be commirted by her ralers to take
pust in thin unwaerantable invision of her Otientnl sister in
Ualestine,  Littho did wo think, when we Intely eommenddel
to the support of our readers whnt waa represcutel 1o be a de-
sign for the formation and emln\nmiul of eolonial bishoprics,
that the powers granted by Parliamnent for that pucpose woull
be omplayed for oue oo different as the misslon ol a Bisbop,
councernted by the Archhishop of Canterbury, to Lalestine,
Yot we are told that ** rcangements are now in progress for the
hinnedinte eptablishment of a Bishop for Palestine, to reside
chlelly at Jerumlem.”  Aud, an ifto awecten the dimught, it
I wdided, that * (lis Mujesty the King of Piuasia, who tnkes
a warm interest in the religious atfuirs of the Bast, s con-
tributed lurgely to the endowment of the Bishopria of Paleatine,
a0 that 3t will wot ba chargeable ta the wew volowind fund.”  In
puint of fact, we believe that the whale scheme is of purely
Prussian arigin, and that the King of Praesin s sent M,
Bruasen to this country, upon a specinl minsion fur the solo
purposs of secomplishing it. Certain religions secictios haveo
been consulted, and 0. Mreo Alexander n converted Jdew, in re-
ported to have been fined apon for the Bishep,  Move than this
we do not know; but from this it appears certain that ony
Bishope lnvo been solicited to identify the English Chureh
with Getman Protestantin s and at the suggestion of & toreign
Latheran Prince, to organize n rival communion to the Greck
arthodox Chiurch within the patrinrchate of Jerusalew, where
neither Great Britain nor Prusein possesses o single inch of
testitory.  We cannot, sud will not, believe that the Birhops
of England are prepared tostrengihen the handaot the Romanisty
i controveray, by thus abandonlng at s moment’s notice the
privciples and the preotice which bave hitheito distinguished
the Church of Rugland from the toreign Protestant communis
ties.  We eannat believe that the present advisers of theCrowa
are willing, for the sahe of obliging the King of Peussia, to
slienate {rrevocably from Great titain and Gix uwoalteralily
upon  Russin the aflections of all the Chuistian Churclies off
Asia sul Eastern Europe.  We are persunded cither that the
aunouneement to which we have adverted in altogether premn-
ture, or that 1he plan will not be earried into effeet unless the
free consent of the orthudux  Patriarch of Jerusalem to the
establieiment of u separate Bishop for Boglishmen and ather
Protestauta within his jurisdiction is previonsly obtained. We
are the tatlier led to this conclusion, beeause it is gencrally
understond that offers of amity and co-aperation were made, only
last year, by the Archbisbop of Canterbury aud the Bishop of
London to the Greck prelutes of Athens and Constantinoplo ;
and that the agent thevugh whom those otfers were made dine
sinctly repudiated all responsibility on the part of the English
Church for sny of the schismntical actions of Protestant wis-
slonaries in the Levant.  Nor, indecd, f0 it conceivable that
our spiritual culers would attack an jnotfensive nud perrecuted
body like the Greek Church by which they are not excomune.
nicated, while they lenve untouched the Roman by which they
are. There are very numerons English Protestauts constantly
residing in ltaly, yet we uever beand of any propossl to send
an English-made bishep to Rome,  Withetto it has been a
characteristic excellence of the English Charch to respeet the
authurity of othier Catholic chiurches within theic proper limics,
not only when partially ditfecing from her, but even when selis-
matically attacking ber,  She has uever yet retaliated evil for
evil, much less has she been gruilty of any act of wantou aud
unproveked aggression.  We repeat, that we cannot and will
not give credence to the suggestion that hee bishops have sud-
denly, without deliberation ur consuliation, without ascertain-
iag the general sentiments of the Chureh, without taking time
to ider the ¢ yucnees which may fow from such a step
at haine amd abrnd, without any appareut pretext, temptation,
or mative, resatved to depart from this peaceful chumeter, and
imitate the worst peculinrities of the Romish system.

TAE PRECEDING OBJIECTIONY BUSTAINED,
(Krom the London Times of' 26th Ont.)

Qur article vo this day week, upon the King of Prussia’s
scheme fur procuring the conseerstion of an English bishup to
reside over a motley cvngregation of Proteatants in Palestine,
elicited from en evening cuntemporary [ The Stumdard] »
statement which we cannot pass over in sileuce. = 1t is alto
ther certain,” says our coutemporary, * that bis Gruce the
Archbishop of Cuaterbury lias convented to consecrate, early
in November next, the Ucbrew Professor of King's College as
the Bishop of the Chureh of St James of Jerualem.”

* The case,” it is added, “dues not stand exactly in the
attitode in which it bas heen repretented to 7he Limes.  Tnstend
of there being one acknowledged Pateiarch, or Blshop of Jeru-
adems, beleaging to the Greek Church, and recident there,
there are seceral.  The Greek patvinrel who bears that title
rooides at Constantinople.  The Roman Catholie prelate, eallent
of Jerusalem, veeides somewhere ele. o Jerusalem iteclf
there sre, as we have said, several persons excreising episcopal
autbority, of the Aruwenisn and vther custern churches,  The
Protestant churches sre the only section of the Christian

world that, to their sbaie be it spolen, liare bad no represcu-
)

tative in the holy city. OF late great changes have taken
place, and greater are at band.  An Englich consul Las been
placed there, and Palestine ie beeoming the centre of many
bopes and expeetations; both among Jews aud Christisna there
is & growing disposition to settle in that land.  With Protes-
tants, however, one paramount want has alwaye been the
absence of any kuuwn aud recognised coclesiastical wuthority ;
so that couverts to Christianity, ur members of Protestsnt
churchien, were considered by the Turks as little else thum vaga-
bonds.  ‘This deticiency it is now propused to supply.”

Qur contempaorary procecds to express hie opinion that this
arrangement, aud the manner in which (according to bim) it
has been cffccted, are to the honour of all pasties concerned ;
aud with reference to our ohjection that the new prelate would
be justly regnrded by the orthodox (ireek chureh as a schisma-
tical intruder, be thinks it wfficient to repeat his assertion that
the Greek Patriavch of Jerusalem “resides at Constautinople,”
and * has uo more excluzive right to call himself the successor
of St. James than any of the other six or seven peraons who
exercise cpiscopal authority at Jeemalem.'”

Our answer to thie is simple,  We shall abstain from trea-
passing upon the limits of theologicel controverss, and shall
coutent ourselves with olmerving, that be the merits or demerits
of the Greek communion what they may, the church of Fog-
land, if tried by ber own standacds, could not adopt the views
of our contemporary without incareing the guilt of sclism.

‘Phere are, not siz or seven, but (we believe) fice nominal
bishope of different communiony at Jerunalem ; and it may be
urked, why may not the churel of England send 8 sixth, or
why should she recoguise any one of these five ruther thon the
rest?  We reply, beeause the chureh of Bogland, whether
rightly or wrongly, protests againat schism, and mskes s diffe-
rence between what she calls orthodoxy aud what she calls
heresy,  ‘Three of these * bishops' at Jerusalem belong seve-
rally to the Maronite, the Nestorian, sud the Jacobite sects;
and we suppose that it will not be disputed that the church of
England regards the members of all thone secte as heretics,—
‘L lie fourth in an intruding Koman Catholic bishop; and as the
eliurch of England does not arknowledge the authority of the
Pope in Ireland, we presuine she will be slow to admit it at
Jerusnlem.  Four, therefore, of these * hishops™ are what we
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The friendly correspandence wlich exists hetween the heads
of our Churehes

into Palestine will be pruvided with such inetructions as will
tend to promote the univn of Cburcbes i d of impeding it
He can be readily introduced to the Urieutal Patriarchs as the
representative of the Anglo-Catholic Churches, and as com-
missioned to preveat, as tar as possible, any iotring t on
their suthority, or any sttempts to proselytize their people.
Fuenished with such instructions, and guided by such princi-
ples, studiously avoidicg all interference with the Oricutal
Church, and at the same tiwe aidiog in the promotivn of all its
best intesests, the Bishop to be stationed at Jerusslem may
imnpress the most favourable nutione of our Churches; may be-
cume the chavnel of frequent and friendly cummunieations be-
tween our chief ruless and the East; and may contribute ma-
terially ta the re-union of brethren separated for several ages.
PPermit me to add s few observations in refeeence to the
questions of principle on which you bave done me the honour
10 quote from a work of mine. It is, then, most true that the
Oriental is a branch of the Catholic Chureh of Cbrist, and it
would therefore e whally inconsistent with sound prineiple to
separate voluntarily from ber communion, or to excite or cn-
courage such separations. But it is a fact that the Oriental
Church and our own have, for 8 consideraile time, been es-
trunged from communion by certain misunderstandiags which
do not render cither party guilty of schism. Under these cir-
cumstances, various inembers of our Churches fix their resi-
dence in Paulestine; aud not being actuaily in comnunion with
the Patriarch of Jesusalem and his sullragan Bizhops, eannot
either receive the sncraments from the priests of the Oricntal
Church, or obtain license of the ordinaries for the clerzy of
their own language and rite.  ‘They bave then no aliernative
remaining, but to scek from the Chuarch of England elergy to
administer the means of grace,und a bishop to preside over
them,  ‘This is not any inte. ference with the jurisdiction of the
P"atriarch of Jerusalem, because he does not clnim or exercise
jurindiction over thase who sre, de jucto, separated frum his
communion. It is, in short, s mere matter of necessity, arising
from the cireumstance of separate communions—u circumstance
which we must lament, and desire no Jonger to exist.  The
i which you have quoted from ny treatise, alluding to

must nieeds regagd as schinn@ical pretenders, and it t be
thought that the Archbisbop of Cauterbury inteads cither to
recognine their authority or to imitate their exsmple. It re-
muins to be considered whether the fitth, the ordhodox patriarch,
whase derientive title to bis office is, an far as we know, unex-
ceptionalde, and whose exelusive jurindiction in recognised by
the great and influentinl Greeh communion, stunds in the same
predicament. '

‘Fhe st objection brought against the patrinreh s his
alleged non-residence ;—* e lives nt Constantinople.”  Whe-
ther this is true, and i so what inay be the renson, we canuot
pretend to sny ; but we huve yet to learn that noen-residence
vacates the episcopal nflice.  Bishap Watson, of Llanduil, re-
sided nlwayn in Westmoreland; Bishop North, of Winchester,
wlmost wholly in Etaly; yet we never heard of the Greek chureh
wemling hishops to occupy their sees on thataccount, nor would
wich a step, iF token, have been ensily justified on chusch of
Fagland principles.

‘Fle mmia point is, what view does the church of England
tench hier membiers to take of the Greek orthodox communion?
We liave before us a work sdedieated by perinission to the Arch-
bisheps of Conterbury and Armagzh, and, as we koow, strongly
recommenided by several bishops ns a textebook for the use of
clevieal students,  Lta title is, o Treatise on the Church, by
the leve W. Palimer, of Woreenter College, Oxford. ‘Fhe
anthor is seputed to stand very Jugh in the esteem of some of
wur most influcutinl prelares,

From this wark we shull quate a fow sentences, which may
show in whiat bight those whe fuve adopted the author's views
munt hieve lenened (whetherrighely or weongly) to recand such
actions ax the invasion of’ the patsiarchnte of Jtrasalem by an
l‘:ll2|i~|l lli.-llnl).

In vol, 1, pp. 60, 61 (secand editinn), we read aa follnwsz—
“ Separation from the chureh is inenpuble of justilication,”—
* Whaeever is separntod from any sound part of the ehurch by
achisin or just excommmsication is by that smcans scparated
fram the whole churel,  Wheaee appenrs the weevasity whicl
every Clristing is wider of nedataining commnnion with the
partiendnr chureh wheecin be lives, in order to his communion
with the ehurel Catholic, aml with Cliist the beald of e, —
Andiu page 63, “The niere exiaence of doctriunl errors,”
(not minonntivyg to heresy,) “or the corruption of rites and
sneramenta in wny chaseh, sifond no excuse whatever for scpara-
tion from its communion,”

Lo page 179 we ave told, that “The vast and nemerous
elchies of the Bast aco ol reled by bisliops and acchbishops,
of whom the chict are the four gmtiiarchs of Constautinople,
Alexadria, Antioel, and Jernsalew, ¢ * * ¢ 1 waintain
that these sarious churches torm a portion of the Cathalic
chareh of Chiim”

Tn page 182 the anthor says of the same churches, 1t is
certain that they reject every heresy formerly condemned by
the Catlintic chiurch, and i any one presumes to teach voveltion
they condemn and exeommunicate bim.”  In page 184, e
informs ua that * there have been, at vations times, marks of
communion between members of the Oriental church and of
the British ;" and instances Archdencon Basive, who, during
his travels in 1653, **at Jerusalem received (rom Paisius, pa-
triareh of that ace, his patrinrchal seal (the regular sipn of cre-
dence nmong them), 1o express his desive of communion with
the church of Englwl, e was also permitted to preach fre-
quently in the Greek churches at Conntautinople; where, in
testimony of hin doctrines he presented to the Pateinech of
Jerusntew, in the presence of all the priests and people, the
eatechism of the church of BEagland, which was also highly
approved by the other Oriental patsinrebs,”  Tn the same page
woe are expresely tolid that “the Oriental clirches are included
in the Cntholic chureh by all onr theologiung, though they
observe with vepret eertain imperfections, abuses, and errors
winong thew, which detrmet from their perfection, but do not
deprive them of the chinracter of Cliristinn churchies.™

We will extract only une passage more, for the sake of ite
direet bearing upon the situation of members of the charch of
England who hinppen to be in Palestine :—* 1f mesmbers of the
Latin churchies shonld tind themselves resident, in quest of
merchandize or other temporal objeets, in the regions ol the
Oriental chmiches, and shoull be unable, through synorance of
the language, or from sume other inconvenience, to reccive the
full beucfit of slministration in the Ocicntal church, it wonld
not be schismmtical in them to eall in the aid of Latia priests,
WITH CONSENT OF THE ECCLESIASTICAL AUTHSRITIES OF
i Base”

We pronounce ne opinion upen this doctrine. I it ix ad-
mitted to be the doctrine of the ehureh of Eagland (and we
Kknow not upon what other view the Archbishop et Canterbury
and the Bushop of London could address the Bishops off Athens
and Constantinople, as they did Jast year, in teems distinetly
recoguiging their orthodony and epigcopal jurisdiction), it cannot
be trae that the Archbishop ot Cantechury has agreed to con-
secrate & bishop fur Palestine, sithont “the consent of the
eeclesinntical authorities of the Bast,”  1Fit is not the dactrine
of the chureh of Englund, all we can say iy, that it ciscultes
aa such, nnd (in that cuse) the svoner it is disavowed by those
competent to settle such questions the better,

ORWIRCTIONE REFLIED TO RY THE HEV.

WILLIAR PALMEW.
(Erom the Times).

Sir,—1 take the liberty of addressiug to you a few observa-
tiona in reference to the appointment of & Bisbop forthe Anglo-
Catholic communion in Palestine—a subject in connexion with
which you have done me the honour to intraduce my name.
Having given soine attention to the onse, and been Intely ta-
voured with opportunitics for fueming an opinion of the princi-
ples which bave dictated the design, amnd which will guide ity
excention, it seems to me that there are certain misconceptions
alluat on the subject which may without much ditficulty be re«
moved.

Ln the st place, then, T am enadled to state, on the highest
authority, that the appointwent of & Bishop tor Palestive is
not designed as an interforence with the privr claims and juris-
diction of the orthadoy Oricntal Churches; it is merely in-
tended to atford to those menbers of our communion who may
be resident i Palestine the benefits of' superintendence ami
spiritunl care acconling to the rites aud discipline of 1ke Clhiurch.
1t will be remctbered that the venernble prelate who presides
over our churches publicly disclaimed (at u weeting tor the in-
stitution of’ the fund for endowing coloninl bishoprics) any in-
teution, on the part of the Chureh of Kogland, to make praces
Iytes amongst the Christian Churchies bordering on the Medi-
ter The appointment of & Bishop tor Palestine is theu
merely  tearpornry sl provisional arrangement foe the benetit
of wur owu people, until the communion which existed for so
many syes between our Churchis and those of the East i re-
stored,

Ly further add, on the highest authuority, that the title
of * Bishop of Jernwslem™ was never for a moment contens-
phated by the heads of the Chureh, [t was felt that exceptions
might be mised agninst that vitle, as seeming to interfere with
the wutlarity ot che legitimate Patriarchs and ia consequence,
with & view to wark the distinetion in the clearest manver, the
ttle i 10 be  Bishop of 8t James's Chureli at Jerasalem,”
1t would be didicalt (o point out any example of 8 similar de-
signation in evelesiastical bistury, except in the cnse of the an-
crwent sulfmgans ol 8t Martin's, Cantesbury; so that the dis-
tinction ol title scems sulliviently marked, aind will carry along
with it an achaowldguent of the autbority of e Patriarch

of Jetusalem,
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the propriety of obtaining the license of the oriental bishops for
the Latin clergy in their divecses, was intended to upply to s
case where there wag no separation ot communions,

Let we further observe, that the schism of the Romanists in
thix countsy consists in their assumption of the charactes of the
Catholic Chureh to the exclusion of our more vightinl claims;
in their eontinual and avowed etforts to make converts nmungst
onr penple; in the fact of their voluntary separation from our
Catliolic and Apostalic Clarclies in the veign of Elizabeth; in
their ecjection of the aathority of our bishops; and in their re-
fusal to unite themselves to us.  Ia all these respeets their
conduct furnishes no paeallel to the course which is now pur-
suing in referenee to the design before us.

I cannot eonclude these renrks without adding a tribute of
most respeettul gentitude to the iustrious person, to whom the
Church iy indebicd for the sugrzestion of so salutary a design,
und whose private muniticence has furnished a large portion of
the (unds requisite to carry it into cfieet,  lis Majesty the
King of Urassin lns, ju thin instance, beeo guided by principles
which must excite the warmest sy mpathy, and commnud the
steanzest approbation and ad:iration of every sound member
of the Chareh to whom they are made known,  The institution
o' n bishop of the Anglo. Catholic communion in Palestine, une
der whose juti-diction Priussian, ae well a8 Bnglish, subjects
will be allowed o place themselves, aml 1o reecive osders when
duly gualified, promises to be one nmongst severn] canses which
tendd to the incrense of sound religion, and the revival of eccle-
sinstien] government in Germany. o this point of view 1 ean.
not but think that the design is one which is full of bape for
the enuse of soumd religion 3 und 1 would conclude by observing,
that while I ennnot agree with those who segard this appoint-
ment with doubt or uneasiness, it is at the same time a subject
of mast unleigned pleasare aml geatification ta remark the soli-
dity aned trath of the principles on which it hus been objected
to slthough thase principles do not sccm exactly applicable to
the particular ease betore us,

1 hiave the bunour to remnin, youes, &,
Witnan Pauveg.
Oxford, O, 27,

REPLIES TO TNE PRECEDING OBJECTIONS.
(From the Times).

Sie,—1 am at & loss to conccive how you, writing in defesce
of Catlialic principles, can cousider it in accordance with those
principles to eall the Bishops of aur Chureh ts account betore
the anonymons and self-constituted tsibanal of o public journal.
1 could hardly be tempted by any prospeet of sdvantage to so
dungerous a course; but what T would not dure do for purposcs
of sttack, 1 will venture npon for those of delence.
then, be my own apology tur addressing you upon this subject,
Naw, while 1 avwent to the principles laid down in your articles
of this day, and of ‘Tucaday last, respecting the appointment of
an Anglican Bishop in Jerusalem, 1 must detnue to the appli-
cation of them mude by you.  The gravamen of your charge
ngainst the proposed neasuee in, that it involves the Church of
England in an act of schism and hostility to the apostolical
and orthodox Church of the Ewst.  On this subject I wounld
offer you a few vbservations, first stating the points on which |
agree with you. 1 will assume, then, that it woull he easy to
ascertain who is the legitimate Patrinech "ol Jerusalem.—
Neither Roman wor heretical inteuders could the Church of
England for a mement recoguize, | grant his rights are no way
atfeeted by his nou-residence, if; as 1 believe, a deputed  bishop
occupics bis place; much more, the fact of there being four or
five bishops in Jerusalens is no exeuse for our sending another.
We should vather deplare the disonion which such a fact
betokens,  With the principles quoted from Mr, Palmer’s most
valuable work 1 cordially sgrees al) § questiun is, the right
application of them by you i this instauce.

And firet, aatoits being an act of hostility to the Eastern
Church to seud an Aunglican Bistiop to Jerusalem.  ‘This you
asxume in both yourarticles. I maintain,on the contrsry, that
it is intended by the heads of our Church as an act of friend-
ship and protection—of protection which the Church and State
of Eogland are, perhapy, alone under God able to yicld to the
ancient and persecuted churches of the Eust.  You are well
awnse that the Bishop of Rome, backed by the influence and
intriguea of the Freuch Ambassador, is, and has long been,
recking by every means which fraud or force can supply to
undermine the independence of the Greeck Chureh throughout
the Enat, and reduce it to submit to his usurpation,  To Eng-
land alone, and to her Church, the Bishops of the LEast ook tor
succonr 3 but they Jook in vain thronghout the East for any
one authorized to represent the English Church.  ‘Fhey ean-
not treat with Presbyiers, inasmuch as, Jike ourselves, they
allow the power of government to rest in Bishops only,  There
is, therefore, great need that there should be one of the Episco-
pal onder, to whom they may luok as accredited by the English
Church, through whom they may make appliestions to their
brethieen in England; who may, in shost, superintend on our
side that intercourse which it ia so desirable should be restored
between onrselves and the Eastern Church 3 and last, not least,
who may authoritatively clear the English Chiurch from being
at sl mised up with the proceedings of dissenting and un-
andained missivuaries in the Levaut, who are st preseat ready
to colour their own schismatical proceedings by her name, 1,
then, the act of scuding & Bishop to Jerusalem be intended us
one of friendship, and not of hostility, why, you will ask, has
the assent of the eastern Bishops not been obinined for in? 1
reply, beesuse they are not in a condition to grant it, it they
wonld, 1t wight be made 8 pretext for their degradation at
any moment.  Within the Jast two years two atriarchs of
Constautiaaple (one sinee the unhappy act of Lord Pansonby )
biave been summarily degraded.  The Armenian Patriarch is
momentarily expecting the same fate. 1t is not uncommon for
a Patriarch, at his appointment, to stipulate what rank he sball
Lokt upen his degradation.  ‘The Jate Iatriavch is accordingly
 simple metrpolitan.  Under these ¢rcumstances, when the
Church is overriden by au infidel power, teady at any moment
to dograde or buwstring her chief governors, thus depriving
them in great part of their free ageacy, is any one prepared to
say that Cathalie principles in their utmost rigidity, without
any refercuce to existing ditficultics, ate to be followed by our
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{ sdmitted thag these in all parteof the Chureh—Greek, Roman,

and those of the Oriental Cburches furnishes | Russian, Auglicss. And yet you will find in Binghem, b. 2, ; bis primate? How are bis scts
in itself & sufficient pledge that the Bishop who is to be sent ¢ 5, vec. 3, instances where the last, at least, was broken ; How can be be ined or

; through. Who so constaot 8 defender of trath and order as
. the illustrious Athanasius?  Yet, * when the Church was in

danger of being vrerrun with Arianiem, he made no scruple, as
. Lie seturned from his exile, to urdain in several cities as he went
i aloog, though they were not in his own diocese ;" because, as
! the same Binghawm saye, ** in case of pressing necessity, when
i the interest of Gud was to be served, every bishop had power to
i act jn any part of the Church; for, though sll bishops biad their
particular churches to officiste in, and were not ordinarily to
exceed their own bounds, yet the love of Christ was a rule above
all; and therefore men were not barely to consider the thing
that was done, but the circumstances of the action, the time,

it isdone.”*  * From all this, it appeary that every birhop was
as much an universsl bishop, and had as much the care of the
whole Church, as the Bishop of Rome himself; there being no
acts of the cpiscopal otfice which they could not perform in any
partof the world when need required, without & dispensation,
as well as he.”  Ncw the Eastern Church is in great danger of
being overwhelined by infidelity, or supplanted by the mivious
of the Roman Puntilf.  Aud consider the state of Jerusalem
in particular, Thet it is & heathen city, “trodden down of the
Gentiles ;" that, while the divcese of the Icgitimate Patriarch in
theary may comprehiend the city and neighbourbood, it is in
fact restricted to the church and convent in which he or bis
deputy resides; that it would cost bim his life to set foot in
many parts of Jerusalem; that the Anglican Bishop is sent not
to his people, but to ours, over whom he t exercise pastoral
jurisdiction, while our bishop, being suthorized to dwell there
by the Sultan, and guarded by the power of the English name,
might, iu case of necessity, yicld him a protestion, which uo
law could guin for him from his own despatic monarch.
Perbnps, Sir, you bave little notion ynder what a miscrable
uncertainty of continual danger the Enstern bishops exercise
their precarivus authority,  ‘This T ean testify from their own
letters, 1t is not enough that the sword of & despot is sus.
pended by a hair over theie heads; they have to dread beside
the wiles of the Frencl intriguer, and the Romish false brother,
Further, Sir, our Bishiop would be ready to supply, not only to
the Bishop of Jerusalem, but to others, correct infurmation as
to our priuciples, our Liturgy, our worship.  He might be the
means of communicating to Eastern bishops, without imjumiring
their lawful authority, or violiuting any ecclesiastical principle,
that instruction, either orally, by letter, or from booka printed
in this country, of which they stand in great need, and are no
less desirous.  He would be Jouked upon by them, not ss an
intruder or cnemy, but as a mark of the interest which the
English Churel takes in their atfairs. 13 not this & case, then,
in whicli vur bishops may use that liceuse, which, in the pas-
sage 1 have quoted, is granted by Bingliam, whose authority
will not be disputed?  May they not, without schism, send a
hishop for their own people to Jerusalem, if they judge it to be
for the interest of the Catholic Church that they should do so?
No Churchman can for a moment doubt that they bave anx-
inusly and maturely weighed the difhculties surrounding them;
that they have felt the annmalies and fractions of principle
entailed upon the Church Universal by her present uabappy
state of division; that they have cautiously considered whetber
in this matter they should nct, or whether they should forbear
toact. I would pray English Cathalics to give their own
Bishops some little credit for Catholicism.  The vesult of their
delibesation is plain: the Eastern Chuseh has called on them
for sid, and they think the most effectual way of answering
that call is by sending an Anglican Bishop 1o Jerusalem—one,
100, ol Jewish bloud, Jike St. James and his immediate suc-
cessors, L am, Siry your faithful servant,
Axgro-CaTtnocicus.

Oct. 26.

Sir,—The question raised respecting the propriety of the ap-
pointment of Professor Alexander as bishop over the English
yesidents in Palestine deserves considerntion. Bat 1 am in-
inclined to think the title given to the bishop elect in the
Foelesiastical  Quzelte has led to some iisapprehension as
to his inteled position and authority.  Bishop Alexander
will preside over the missionaries and other English vesidents in
Palestine, but neither his title nor his duties will interfere in any
way with the title and the prevogatives of the only true Bishop
of Jerusalem-~the Patrineeh of the Greek Church.  Although
the Latin Church has beeninfanlt in theappointment ofa Bishop
of Jerusalem, 1 understand that no breach has Thereby bren enusel
between herselfand the Greek Chureh,  ‘Thercfore it seems un-
necessary to suppose that offence will be given by the appoint-
ment of an Anglican missionary bishop, wot chriming Palestine
ns his see,  ‘Uhis case will be precisely similar to that of Bishop
Luscombe,in Paris, agninst whose exercise of authority no protest
has been raisol by the Latin Archbishop of Paris.

Tlie advantages of the appointment are great. It will tend
to strengthen the hands of the Patriarch of Jerusalem in resise
ting the eneroachment of the Latin Chureh missionaries in Je-
rusalem, 1t will conciliate the prejudices of the Jew, who feels
respect for the cpiscopal authority, percciving iu it a close re-
semblance to his own national hicrechy,

1t will afford the British residents in that part of the Fast
those privileges of which they ought not to he deprived in their
long exile fram theirown country.  Other advantageous results
might be pointed out, but they will suggest themselves; 1 shall
content myself, therefore, with this rough outline, begging for
its admisston into your paper.

Your obedicut servaunt,
ViISDICATOR,

POSITION OF THE ENGLISH BISNOL IN PALESTINE.
(From the Times.)

1f our remarks on the subject of the propused mission of an
Eaoglish Bishop to Palestine were to produce no effect beyond
eliciting such explanations as those offered in the letter of the
Rev. Mr. Palmer which we publish to-day, and in that of an
cqually well-infarmad correspandent sigaing himsell * Anglo-
Catholicus,” wlich appenrs in our columas this day, we should
have every reason to rejoice that they weremade,  The sources
from which these letters come are such os to leave 1o doubt
upon our minds that the statements which they costain are
made upon authority, nud that we may receive them as a con-
clusive exposition wf the views with which the propositions of
the King of Prussia bave been entertained by our Prelates,

It appears, then, or it may be iuferred with certainty, from
- these statements, that it wn Eoglish Bishiop is sent to Palestine,
he will go pledged (s0 fur as our Bizhops can pledge him) to
recognize aud support the exclusive spiritual jurisdiction of the
orthodox {Greek Patriarch; to seck communion with the ortho-
doc Greek Church; to oppose hinself’ to all attempts of schis-
matical wissionaries to make conversions trom that Church to
Protestantism; to usc his best exertions fuor the establishment
of strictly Catliolic relatione between it and the Church of Eug-
land; and to become & medium, theough which the secular in-
fluence of Gicat Britain may be brought to Lear upon the
Turkish Government, in a manuer fuvourable to the extension
of the religious liberties of its Christian subjects.  *The East-
ern Chureb,” we are assured, *has ealled upon our Bishops for
aid;” the “secret wishes” of the Patriarch of Jerusalem and
his brother Bishops have been ascertained to be in favour of
such an intervention, and the proposed establishment of a Bisbop
in Palestine is the “way in which it is most desired” that our
intervention should take plasce. The ceremony of making a
formal application, wud obtaining a formal cousent, has been
dispensed with, only becnuse, in “the present helpless condition
of our castern brethiren,”” they would be exposed to some unex-
pained evil consequences, at the hands of the Turkish Govern-
wment, il they were opealy to give their sanction to this plan,

It is impoxsible to deny thut such explanations make a wide
ditference in the aspect of the whole design, aud show that, ia
the remarks which we formerly otfered, we were proceeding up-
on 8 mistaken impression of its charseter.  We are free, how-
ever, to confess, that the project still appears to us fo be encum-
bered with veey serious oljections and dithiculties, the nature of
which we will now pruceced to indieate,

In the st place, we must respectfully inquire, in what
manner the Bishops of the Church of England propose to con-
fer jurisdietion wpon their new prelate, and by what sanctions
that jurisdiction i fo be enforced? 1t mighbt bappen (and,
indeed, is far from improbable) that there would be persons,

Are they not to consider
the sccret wishes, together with the helpless condition, of their
castern brethren?  May they not aid them in the way they
knaw would be maat effective, in the way that is most desired,
thaugh it could aut be opeuly requested, or even sauctioned? —
Are they 10 stand by and see the ancient and orthodox Church
of the Fast sind beneath the treachery and corruptions of
Rome, though she cull wn them tor aid, and be ready to embrace
them opea-armed. lest Rone, sod those who would crouch to
Rome, and b spurued for their paing, sbould charge them with
whism? -

This wonl *schism® brings me to your second accusation.—
Now, the anvient lan of the Catholic Church, universuily seted
upan, is untoubtedly one bishop in ove city.  “lusomuch that
Thendores tells uv, when Constantius proposed to the Roman
pevple to have Liberius and Felix sit as copartners, and govern
the Church in they sly agreed ta reject the
mation, cryiug out, *Oue God, one Clirist, one Bishop ! "—
Binglam, b 2, « 13, And it Catbolic principles will not
tolerste two bisbaps of one sce by mutual consent, much fess
will they countenanee two or more rival bishops.  Tesend s
bishop inte another's divcese, for the purpose of drawing away
hiv flock, is an act of the mvst inescusable schisia,  To ordain
in anuther man’s diocese, without his conscot, is an act of
wchism also. There are no tules of order more generally

Bishops tu theic extremest results? d

¥
Palestine, who would act iu opposition to his eulightened and
Catholic views with respeet to the orthodox Greek communion,
fle would thus, in the absence of any cuercive powers, be exhi-
bited in the degrading light of a merely nominal Bisbop, with-
out practical authority of any kind; and if the Greeks did not
learn to suspeet bin sincerity and good faith, by sceing him ap-
pareatly identified with rchi>aiatical iudividuals, they would
not receive a very exalted impression of the state of discipline
in the English Church.  We are aware that the act of Parlia-
ment under which this consecration is inteoded to take place
empowers the Queen to assign limits, within which spiritual
{ jurisdiction “over the ministers of British congregations of the
i United Church of Euglaud und lrcland, aud over such other
: Protestant congregations as may be desirous of placing them.
: selves under 1beir authority,” may be exercised in foreign coun-
i teies by the Bishops to be consceruted.  But we cannot seri-
i ously suppose that this parcelling out of jurisdiction by Queen
, Vietoria is intended to take etfeet in the dominions of foreign
. Princes; and if it were, we are at a loss to undenstand by what
¢ sanctions it could be enforeed,

i Sccoudly (whicl is a still graver objection), we cannot per-
! ecive what seeurity the Bisbops of the Church of England can
! possidly bave for the due discharge of the functions of his office,
] iu cvutormity with their views, by the new Bishop himselt.

ostensibly bers or even miaisters of hiz congregation in

the manner, the persona for whose sake, and the end for which | been selected as the place for

\
be be subject? Wi
to be’ b‘looght toder m.f.‘;
| copduct himielf in bis mission as to embarmcs | ;,:,':"‘“ »
proving the state of our relations :t;xmllu ienta) of i
.An far as we can see, there will be no power over liiuc‘mu:,:
!in England, except the power of the parse; sod that
rently be lodged, not with our Bisbope, but chiefly 1o 11t (2P
of & Lutheran potentate, the King of Plenu.’ ¥ :.:n‘
suppose that the Archbishop of Caxreancay ml;,
event, appeal to the SuLTAN ia aid of his spititual ay it
. And here we must observe, that if the views of our Bis 5.’ .
in this matter are really such as they bave been -
be (and we cannot doubt it), it does seem Dot a l'l.:::"md y
dinary, that Jerusalem rather than Comlutiuople :bne,l?;::
}he new prelate’s residesce : that
circumstance) a clergyman of

2 To what superior jorisdiction will

; (in combination with that
; ilewlisb l:aoe ;hm;ld bave been selected for the Bishon-
i lastly, that the plan should bave orisinated wi X
Prussia. Itis vbviously incrvdib‘;:ethat tb; u:t?:.blxehg o«
nu:ch should be actusted by precisely thuse motives wh;, hm
assigued by “ Anglo-Catliolicus” for the English l‘.: 3
transaction. Mr. Palmer sugzests that hi ?
sorted 10 this plan, a9 s cireutsous eode of oV h”,,;
lac Episcopacy into Protestant Germany; but we m:::
::mnl: before we acyuicsce in so singular an opinion. really
ave alleged, that there exists a design for the i 3
l';deatineof 8 Judeo-Christian . ity. we:u_blubmg !
things, because we thiok that uo myst made
the“tme character of the plaan, yaLery ought o be o
‘e trust it is needless for us to observe, jn J D
reference to the opening remarks of “Anélo.ce;';f:r;::‘:;':m
in -what we have suid nothing has been further from our int,
tion than to depart (rom the respect which is so eminent} ;.‘
to the Biskops of the Charch of England, or “to call th:n“'
sccount” befure any unauthorized tribunal, We merel d:
nn'd.to express our fiem belief, that reports which were i: &
culation, attributing to them a departure from the principles of
the Chureh over which they preside, could not be well-founded;
and we are l:.nppy to have elicited, by so doing, a distinet dia.'
-vowal of the intention to act inconsistently with thoge Principles,

COLONIAL AND FOREIGY DISHIOPS,
(From the London Ecclesiastical Guzette, 9th Nor.)

In another part of this Gazette will be found an announee.
ment of the consecration of the Right Rev. M. S. Alexand,
as * Bishop of the United Church of England and Ireland 1“
Jerusalem.”  We are led to notice this event more |>mi1:nlarl'l
here, partly because the statements which we made in our l..’g
number have been made the subject of discussion in the newy.
papers, and partly because we think that a few words oAy serve
to remove same misapprehensions which still exist.  Qur eeeles
sinstical rulers bave not thought it consistent with the digait
of their office to notice the stat of the h’g
surely the notion of there being any intention on the p:n of
our Bishops 10 invade the diocese af Jerusalem, or to encroach
upon the rights of the legitimate Bishop, is too absurd to Tequise
a contradiction.  They thought, no doubt, that our Chureh
has a perfect right to seud & Bishop to Jerusalem to exercise
jurisdietion over ite own members, and to be in friendly com-
munication with the Bishops of the Oriental Church. This at
least scems to be the view which has been taken by the principal
rulers of our Church with regurd to the question of right: for
the Arclibishops of Cantesrbury and York, and the Bishop of
Limdon have becowe the trustees of the fund for the maintes
nance of the new Bishop; and we are informed that the plan
for the establishment of this see was made known to the Bishops
assembled at the last mecting of the convocation, and was ape
proved by all who were preseut.  Whatever may be the difs.
culties arising out of the question of jurisdiction, we think that
all such mntters should be Jeft to the decision of the heals of
the Charch,  We maintain that it is the special right and
duty of the Bishops to determine what measures sre tobe taken
for the establishment of new sees, for the regulution of our
intercourse with viher Churches, and for promoting the general
welfuee of the Churcl Cathalie: and we feel thatiit is ourduty
to acquicsee entirely in their decisions.  But surly every ane
must acknowledge, that in the present state of intercourse with
the East, the best way of preventing improper interference with
the dioceses of the Oriental Bishops, is to send a Bishop of our
own to regulate that inter This, i d, is lecomning
daily more necessary from the peculisr cirenmnstuuces in which
the Christinns of Palestine, Syria, and the neighbouring eoune
trics are placed.  'We hope soon to publish some very interest
ing conmuunications from those countries. In the meantime
we niay mention this important fact, that no less than five
Oriental Prelutes, namely, one Puatriarch and Jour e
litans, have written to the Archbishop of Canterbury and the
LBishap of Loudon, requesting prot and assist

1t will be seen alen from the Bishop of Londun’s letter to
the Sceretary of the Society for Promoting Christing Know-
ledgze, thnt the Druses of Mount Lebanon bave applied to Eng-
Iand for eduention, and that this education will be conducted
by Clergymen who will of course be subjent to the superintend
ence amd jurisdiction of the Bishop of the Chureh of England
in Jerusalem.  The conversion of the heatben tribes of Syria
is an object which appears to be suflicient in ireelf to justify
the sending oot of a Bishop and Clergy, cven if nothing were
10 be said of the Jews and of the Mabometans,

CONSECRATION,
(From the London Church Intelligenccr, 10th Nov.)

The Righe Reverend M. S, Alexander, professor of Hebrew
and Rablinieal literature wae, on Sunday Isst, consecrated
“ Bishap of St. James’s Church at Jerusnlem,” in she Archi-
episcopal Chapel of Lambeth Paluce. . The rite was performed
by the Archibishop of Canterbury, assisted by the Bishaps of
Loudou, Rochester, and New Zealand.  The Rev. Dr, M*Coul
preached the sermon on this oceasion, It is said that the vew
bishap will have no authwrity to grdain any clergymen, unless
they previously subscribe to the thirty-ninc articles of the “ Es-
tablished Church of England suad Irclwnd.”’

On Mounday evening Bishop Alexander delivered, at the
Episcopalinn Jews’ Chapel, Cambridge-heath, a plain, modest,
and impressive discourse from the very appropriate texts, Acta
xx. 22,10 24, Fhe Chapel, which has lately been repaired and
improved in many respects, particularly in the arrangement of
the reading-desk, pulpit, and fout, was crowded to the fall for
nearly an hour before the commencement of divine service, bot
the strictest gilence pervaded the entire congregation, wbe
joined with much interest, in the various pasts of the serrice.
In the course of his sermon, the Bishop spoke with much gra-
titude and affection of the socicty with which he had been ia
conncetion for fourteen years—of the members of which be
now tonk leave, not knowing that they would see his face again,
—and with much modesty respecting the providenee which
had ealled himself, one of the race of Isracl, to a knowledge o
the religion of Jesus Christ, and eubsequently to the highest
order of the Church's ministry, that lie might go as the repre-
sentative of the English branch of it to Jerusalem. effect
of the cxi. psalm, sung in Hebrew by the children of the Insti~
tution at the close of the service, was swectly impressive.

The Hymns sung on the occasion were the following,—the
Psalm in Hebrew was sung after the sermon :— :

BEFORE SERVICE.

Come, thou glorious day of promise,
Cume, and spread thy cheerful ray,
When the scatter’d sheep of Isracl
Shall no longer go astray ;
When hosunnas
With united voice they cry.

Lord, how long wilt thou be angry ?
Shall thy wrath for ever burn? .
Rize! redvem thine ancient people; .
Their transgressions from them turn;
Kling of Jsrae)!
Come and sct thy people free.

Oh. that soon thou wouldst to Jacob
Thine enlivning Spirit send;
Of their unbelicf and wisery,
Make, O Lord, a speedy end:
Lord Messiah |
Prince of peace, o’er Israel reign.

BEFORE SERMOY.

Long has the harp of Judah hung,

Neglected, broken, and unstrung,
Beneath the willow's shades

Whilst lsraci's solitary bands,

By foreign streams, through foreigu lands,
In saddest mouds have strayed.

But since our God reveals his face,
And smiles upon his chosen race,
We'll take our harp again;
Tun'd as in former ham days.
To notes of gratitude praise,
We'll strike a joyful strain.

Our songs shall be of Jesu's love,

Who left the ethereal courts above,
To bear our guilt and shame;

Th' eterval, uncreated Word,

Both David’s Son and David’s L.ord,
Jehorab is his pame.

So vast the theme, it might Inspire
An angel’s sang. 8 ‘s ixre,
Such wondrous to tell:
Wake, barp of 3 ! bear the sound
Far as dreation’s utmost bound
All hait, lmreanuel!
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