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RELIGIOUS WORSHIP BILL. &

The Bard of Shafldebury said be bad felt ¢

s#td sentiments whick, if cactied to their full Exteny
pust bave isued [n the revival of the Conventicle Aet;
sbotld be obliged to 1make cotumenty upos theak that
might bs somewbat invidicus. He desled that be
podal (e Jajiy would temain in 1hs same condition s
before with reepect to the minietiation of seligions
18Im0 siate in respect 1o ecclesisstical dicipline andto
the autborily of the Bishops. No doubt tie law was
1t stforcumuedt, bat not 50 in the poor cottoge sud pooe
village. And after the discusdion, I8 was a0 fonges
1 think tHere must be something vary decided in the

preseat proposition, otherwise we should have no twh
temch on the subject, or bave the leader of 1he Cone
gérvative party come down bers and lay on the table a

n——.
RQUSE OF LORDS.

) ‘h?!m
t0 join che committes after the noblp emrl bad express
sod beduclined aven tolovk ot the mamer, lat be
wished the laity to supersede the clergy. By b pro-
tites, and the clargy would also remain precisly in the
obeolete ia Jarge towas when public opinion preventsd
possible that the law should remain obsolote. * Now,
8 taarked movement on the part of the Episcopal
bill, snd do evarytbing in his power fo yustain the de-

mands of those who wish to retain the present yestric- ¢

tiovs in all their vigour, This quection kas sunk deep
into the beart of the country, and the windsof tha people
are mads up on it. Whether the house accept my bill
nOW or reject 18, I facl that eventoally ite passing iswe
aure as the rising and setting of the sun, acd my woly
bope and prayer iy, that the bill may be pamed willke
out furtker agitation. Al tke vatious arguments ton.
aected with the subject bave already been so fully laid
before your lordships that it faunnecestary for meto
repsat them, The principlo of my measure in vory

simple, namely, that tvery man bas & pesfect vight to |

worzhip God when and how hio pleases within bis own
bouse, and 1o call his fricnds and neighbours together
to join in worship aud ia lLearing the Wotd of God
read, That iz not only every wan’ richt, but bis pos-
itive duty, unless it ¢an be shown 1hat the public safe-
ty or public morslity will ba endangered, and then
thestatute law may step in and check that great Chuis.
tian privilege.”

The noble ear! proceedrd to shject to the new till
as entirely a new Church discipline bill. Having read
the first clause, be mked “ Why should licensed cu-
ratesbe named ? By far the greater nomber of the
curatez 16 whom the measure would apply are not li
censed, (The Biskiop of Oxford dissented.) Ho be-
lieved that the reverse of what the right rvev. prelate
intimated wasthe fact. (“Hear,” and a lIsugh) ut,
avénif it be not o, why are the corates without licence
ignored? Isit nol the fact that the Bisbop has far

greater authority over the licenced curate than over

«one that has ro licence 2

The Biskop of London-—Just the reverse.

‘The Earl of Shafteslury—-Can the incumbent dis-
miss a licensed curate ?

The Biskep of Lonidon—XNo. .

The Earl of Shafiesbury—Can tho Bishop dirmiss a
licensed curate ?

The Dishop of London—Yer.

The Earlof Shafiesbury—The tight rev. prelats

£33 it is the reverse of what 1 have stated. 1 asked
bim if an incumbont could disaniss a liceased, curate ;
and ‘the gnswer was, % No”?  § #sked theo, can & B
shop dizmiss a licensed curate ; 2nd (bg' answer was,
s Yes”

The Biskop of London~—1 may stat= that an incum-
hent can dinniss a lcenced curate, subject to an ap-
peat to the Bishop ; and that the Bishop can dismissa
licensed curate, subject to an appeal to the Arch-
biskop : but that he bas entire conwrol of the unlicen-
csd curate.

The Earl of Shafiesbury—My object was to thow
tust greater powers retained over the unlicented than
over the licensed curate.  But be that as it may, let
me procaed to olwerve thst this bill goeson to sattlea
00t point between incambents and the Bishops. In
nany instances, incambents invity friends of their own
to preach tn their pulpity, and oceagionally this rightis
disputed by the Bishops ; but here poweris positively
given to the Bishops 14 prohibit the exercare of that
right, a power which they do not at prosent possess.
Now, let ug see what are the powers excrciesd by ths
Bilt over the laity. Itiy provided (hat tho act shell
not &pply to “uny réaders, visitors, or other lay per

(*Cancluded from last week.)

. sons within kib swh privats honse of ehexhere, within

1

auch parish, who shall act whh the esnction and due

 Chority of such incumbont of liesnged chvats, of the

Bishiop of tho diocess” Ilzow the laity sre to dewand
the right of wolip in thele own private dwallings
and (he question js now limited entirely on the subs
Joct of privats worship, bectuss it will Yo found, o8

' examination of the acts, that sny layraen taay teglaér

say place for worship at she quarter Jenions Nithout
declariug that he i6 a Dissentery 17 ha register swearde
{ng t6 the Repteation Aol of 1852, ba muit deciare
that ba fs & Protestant Disenter, and tho denomination
£> which be belonzs; but if ha register at the quatted

' soesians, it 38 enough il he elate that e placsle to be

uied for Peoimtant worshipe The whole guestiom

. therefors, T owe of baving wonnkis i sar private dwel.
| fings; but Jeok at (b restrictions under Which thia s
' placad by the bill beforane, The biyoun is togosss

suppliant (o the iscumbent, the licsnsed carate, or the

- Bubop of the dlocase, and they bave powsr o refuss
' Cho spplicstioa, Then, il tha apphication is granted,
. they have powar (o revoke ity and they may alo im-

poss conditions on the applicant. They wmay insist,
for instance, on the use of certein prayers, and & pats

| ticula? desceiption of service. I mut sy I have neve

er known such an attempt as this to bring the whol¢
body of the Iaity usder the conirel of ihe clergy.
The people of England ars warmly attached to the
Church, but they will not submit to this—that no man
shall bo allowed to have worship ln bis own house,
with bis friends knd nelghboors, Gnless be can get the
consent of the incumbent, or tke Bishop, or the licens
sed curate, and submit to such conditions ns they may
imposs. Now, all this is for the purposs of maintaining
tbe parochial system. I balieve the rigidity of such
rules as thess bas done more, and will do more, to
drive hundreds from the Church,and to keep thou-
sands from coming into the Chureh, than almost any
regulution yoa can imposs.

The bill abwlutely ignores Dimenters, who, 2o
doubt, desired to have their places of*public worship

' recognised; * but we and the Dissenters agroe toge-

ther on this point—ibat wa aball bave our private
dwelling-houses fres for worsbip, and that we will not
go to any party whaterer for permission, ba he priest
or prelate. ‘The second clause of this bill provides that
nu penalty shall be imposed in respect of the use of
prayer at the opening or cloting of meetings held for
any religious or charitable purpose. I ask your lord-
ships whetber, in the histery of legislation, such a
privilege was ever gianted by statute 2 It iy not only
the g-eat and solemn privil-ge, but the duty, of Chris-
tians to enter upon no underiaking without imploring
the blessing of God in prayer; but wo aro now asked
to incorporate in the statuts law of ths realm & bill
drawp by a Biskop, which permits us the privilege of
opening snd cloding with prayer any meetings baving
4 religioas object. My lords, I protect against this per-
mission.  (Cheers from the Ministerial side.) The no-
Ule earl (Dezby) says this clause was introduced to
meet my case ; but, 30 far from meeting my case, this
provision completely kills it. 1 wish to know why
prayer should be allowed only at the openiog and clos-
1ng of these meetings 2 Why should it not be permit-
ted during the progress of such weetings?  This

1 clause, T must remind your lordships, will put an eud

altogether to tho operations of the London Cily Mis-
sion, That society hasheld dming'the past year near-
ly 30,000 meetings, which were ofa purely deveticnal
character, commencing with praver and singing, con-
tinuing with prayer ard reading of the Word, and
closing with prayer. Thess meetings, therelore, will
bo altogether interdicted hy the clause to which I have
directed aiention. Now, wasthisintended ? If not,

why was the clause that gave liberty foz oceasional

meetings struck out of the bill ¥7

“The Euarl of Derby—1 riss to order. The noble
earl is perfectly at liberty to commant upon the bill as
it stsnds, but J think Le isnct entitled to stats before
yosr lordships what took placein the commiites, or to
comment upin thoee procecdings. .

The Earl of Shafleslury—1 bave gained what I
want, 1 kavo shown tbat the noble earl and the
right rev. prelates ave afraid of having the facts dis-
closed. ‘The zervices held by the agents of the Lon-
don City Missior are as ¢ompletely religious services
as can well be held in anv church or chapél, xnd X
must ex~vess my regeet that that socioty, notwith-
standing tho good it bas &ccompliched, has never re-
ceived that conntenaneer from the Bishop of the Dio-
cese whick it tight bave anticipated,  On the coatra-
tys 1 beligre the right rov. prelste is oxtremaly hoetils
to she London City Mision, sad 1 tharsfors rezard
with much suspicion this elzuse, which was {atradecdd

' Tato the il by the somm'iten of which he woa s tnesee

bat, fur it U obviow thar, I the elauss b broeghs ine
opération, (€ will extinguish altogeiher (he oforls of
the Gity Misic=. That the present bll should pors
this bouss esems inconceivalle; that it should pase the
Hous of Commoas i absolotely impomible” They
seniup & Bl giving foll rlief 80 Ohacchmen and Div
senlern. Wi you tetarn thom & M which gives &
teally hateful 761! 10 Churchanen, aud aberlutely ig»
aores the vary exivkewee of (&e Nonoonforseists ? Yoss
will bring om & collision betwesh the (wo hewses;
and the more % we the change wilt have bess affect-
ed by the sctive bestility of the Episcopal bewch, 1
Lare urged this qoestion wader the full and solomm
conviction that the provisions of my Wil wowld dome
duos to the diffulion of Christianity throughoat yut
largs Sowns xad populous distriets, aud not & Kittle to
‘he realinterests and extonsion of the Church of Ka-
gland, We ave livisg 13 times of great excitement,
wmuch growing upbelief, a growing spirit of Noncea-
formity, and moch peril. Remember the warningy of
the Beginrar-Geveral. e tells you of 5,000,000
buman beings in this Christisn laud who are under
no religions teaching or inflosnce nhatover. Itisan
increasing, and not's Aecressing number. 1t f3 % no

| purpose,hie tells you—snd most traly—to build church.

es, bad you aven the money 10 doso. You =zed the
living sgents 1o’ g0 among the peopls $o stir thess,
teach them, persoade tbem, evangelie them. You
will naver invite thesé willions by tightening the reine
of an ecclesinstical sgstem ; for, unless eur Church be
enabled fo act as 8 misstonary Church, and faltly com-
pete with all other denominations, she will be lost,
and that very speedily. Itrust that this billmay be

Jejecied, and my own pawed into o law; but, if it be

not 10, 1 pledge mysell naver todesist {rom the work.
My noble friend behind e Isughe. Idaressy 1 may
appoar perfectly ridiculous in bis eyes, but I have
been guided by what I conceive to bo right, and I
pledge myself naver to desist from the work. (Cheers.)
Should my, lifs bo spared to another session 1 will re-
produce the same measure, with the most ample 20n-
viction that the blessing of Almighty God will rest on
the endeavour. Inow beg to move that the bill ba
read a second time this day three montbs,

‘The Archbishop of Canlerbury—It seems incumbent
upon me tosay & fow words in consequence of whet hag
fallen from ths nobls earl, who appiars to thivk that
no ono who has at heart the interests of true religion
could be adverso fo tha bill which ho introduced into
the houte. 1 can, however, slate, in one sentence,
the resson why X could not support that biil. Siuply,
my lords, because 1 have subscribed the Articles of the
Charch, in which I bold so prominent & position that
I certainly ouph? not to set the example of contradict.
ingits Articles. ‘The 232 Artisle of our Church pro-
nounces that no man ouvght to take cn himself the
office of public preaching, or of winitering smeramenty
in the congregation, until he be lawlully callad there.
to. Now,if I fighlly understand my poble friend's
bill, it was to give to every one the liberty of public
preaching and of ministering in the conpregation, with
no other call than thatof hisown corscience, My
lords, there are great differentes of dpinion ss to what
copstitutes a lawful call. But among the varions de-
nominations of Cbhristians I hardly kaoow of vwo who
do not hold that some aatbority isnsedful to jastily
public minisizations, who ho!d it to be enough that a
man it satiafied in hiz own mind that bo cught {p be
so employed. Therefors it is, my lords, that Theve
fonnd mypelf unable to support my noble friendin 2
measurs which 1 know he himself 1hinks both right and
salutary. Itis with regret that T do not support him.
1 bonour the noble carl oz bis xeal in ks eause of re-
ligion,. for the disinterestedness with which be devotes
his life and talonts to the benefit of his feliaw-subjeste ;
but I ‘czunot belp thinking that it the firesent case,
bis zeal for religious Tresdam has misted bim, carried
Lim too far, and even in,the opposite dirantion. For,
to propose a measure which is inconsistent with the
principlesof others, and then io acouss them of obstract-
ing religion becausd they can’t support that messure,
is asgpecies of persecution which Iamsure, in 2y
othor c2se, where Lis feelings were unbinwed, he would
b the first to condemn. My Jord, i I might venture
tg advise, it would bs {hat both biils ehoald be with-
drawn, both that of the noble earl, and Yhat which
bas been substituted for ity which I confése appeans to
me open to many of the objects which bave bees urg-
ed sgainet it. Lot the law stand as it basstood hithere
to, ginge it 1 found %0 lw: to mend it.s;i‘&c:fa' bas

o much harm. 1 have pever bl more
hen %f::onmw wader &, and that tiok place this-

l ¢y yoars, or more, sgo. Thediscnswion has doae this



