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* The Bowld Afiwean Church dfugesing for S-preinber
has a full teport of the provcedingg inttitucsd 'in the
Bishap'a Conaistorial Court at Capotown, w-thy caso
of'tho Rov. A, G. Lammb, On Wednosdas, 360 22nd
of Auzust, 1858, e Rev. B. G. Yamb, Lwing tewn
duly cited, appeared befire tho Bishop to anywer for
what hows? reported, during his labs visit 1o Toland,
to have rald and written convesning the ¢ ruy ol thiy
diccese, which was conaidered to b injusdus lo there
chatacter's as clerpymen.  Desides the h,nlmp, thero
were presert bispvo assessors, the Vepy Jbla Arche
duacen Welby and the Aoy, Canon Judie; the 1wo
churehwardehs ol tha cathedral, Caprain Hoitert and
Mer. Peuketh ; Clgrles Reade, Beq, B E L CL S,y wlha
attanded at the request of Mr, Lamb, by spoeral fnviae
tion of the Bikop i aund Mr. Paluwer, aeing for the
Bishdp's registzar.  The Hisbiop adu.assed Mr. Lymb
ut length, expressing great patn that ho had heen vom.
pelled to tako tha present course, a3 Me. Land refu-
sed to substantiate or repudiate the chares ho liad
wntde, and concluded by calling upan him, ae Lis Balop
to state where 2ad when uny clerpymen of the Church
m the diozese Lad held or taught anything ceutrary to
tke dectring or disciphine of the Church of which bo is
a wimster.  The Pollowinyg is an abstract of the ques-
tiohis aud ancwers which {ollowod 1=~

Tha Ruv. Me, Lamb stood up to reply —~My lord,
1t is with deep pamn that I appiar 1o answer yuur lord-
abip in this matter, T would beg Jeave with all res
peet, to observe that in whatever I have said 1 have
not acennd any man individually, or your lordship’s
clerpgy wia bidy. Toust respectfully decling to epe-
<ify naui:e, or to detail facts.  Tdealt with general evil
in a gereral way,

* Ths Bizbep~Yuurlangoage has been undortocd
very generally, both in Bugland and here, 10 imply
that, in your belief, the clergy of tho Church in this
dioceso bave leld and taught doctrines ot varianca
with the Church of Enpland.  Did you mean to imply
thiy, in anytling you have said or written respecting
the clergy of this dioceso 2 Mr. Lamb~1 cannot, my
lord, help that. ¥ respectiully sulmit thatl am not
respousible for any-construetion which may by pat up-
on my wurds. Iexpressed an opivion which yor lord-
ship will not deny me the hbesty to hald, and whichy
in-my vocs.icnce, I belisve, as an Englishman, 1am
privileged to expiess.

& The Ii>hop—Then, ans T to understand that you
wish me t, balieve that you did 5ot in anything you
may kave s3id or written respecting the clergymen off
thits diocese, intend to impute to thom unsoundness in
the faith, or the holding or teaching of doctrines at va-
riauce with thoss of the Church of Logland? e
Lamb—1 have notbing, my lord, to answer to that
question, except that L repeat that I bLave made no
charge opainst any individual, neither did I make any
cbargs against your lordship's clergy as a body. In
anything 1bave waid, I nover intended to cffend or
wound the feclings of a sinala cbild of God, muchless
to calumniate my brethren.

* Tho Bishop~That dces not appear toms to be the
yuestion.  Np ona will, X believe, imputes to you the de-
sire, unaccessarily, to wound the feelings of any of
your brethren, The real poiut at issue is, whesber-
you have mado statements injarious 1o thelr characters
ornot. You have said in your letter-that yoy feit that
you had a teslimony to deliver. That testimony, what-
wver it was, was dolivered before a mixed avdience in
Liverpool. Tho proper tribunal beforo which a ¢ler
gyman ought to deliver his testimony, when it relates
to the faithfuiness or unfaithfulhess of bis Lrethren in
tho ministey, is theBishop of the diogese. Fnow call
upon you, in ths mopt 20lemn manner, to staje to-me
whether it is within your knowledgd whather any clore

fman i3 this diccess has held or tangbt anyihing con-
trary to the doctrines or discipling of this Chyrch ?
Mr. Lamb—T beg to thank yoar-Jordship for -the opin.
ion expressed i (ke firstpart of your question j-and to
eay-that I.did'not prefor-auy charge against aby one,
wor-is it my intentionto'do so befors your lordship”

Altor soms furiherattempts by the Bishop tg obtain
a satisfactory raply te.hig question, Mr, Canon:Judge.
put.g questién :— .

% May 1 ask, did you mesn, or did you not rmpan,to
sonvey to your audionce.at Liverpeal, that-your brathe
rengia the miaistry.in this divcess wers unsound in.ths:
foist,, oz unfxbilifut to the Church? M#, Eamb-l
muik-respectlully-declidd toanemer that.qaestion, At
thit dlatpnes of timn it s excotdingly difficalt to auae
1750 onc's thoughts on tho occasion.referred.tos and:¥:
st cespigtfutly deomr 16 my being questioned as to
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wyilord; cﬁarggm):'mp;or;; with thy czact werds !
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my very thaughts, especlally when have given such
smpla eytisfentipn, in iy Judgement, to any wne who
wav teel hurt, .

“Ar. Jq:igc, expeessed his regeet and disapppoing

ment that Jdr. Lamb’e snswes was not aora eabisfacs
terye | .
“) Archduacon Welby—Masyx I ask whethue your Lute
tec.of Decuuber 23 was wejttoa #0 bis lordship with
thy wieation of yemaving from yourssif tho charge
madoagaimt yoa of lnving cast an inputation on year
bretboen the clergy. of 1his dioces 2 Mi Lamb—My
lotter of Desumber 23 contained all the. explanativn
which I conecived that T wascalled upon o give la
bis Tordabip. ‘

# The Batiop—Ja that letter you say you Leliave it
ta be your ¢ duty ta expese tha spealthy introduttion
of tha leavey of tadsa ducttinn j shat & leaven of prin-
oiples inconsi:tent with tie-gurity ol svangelical truth,
a tendaney to Tiactarian octrine, i« insiduouly work-
mg inthe culony of the Cape of Gool Hupe! 1 call
upap-yau, as the Hahup of thit diosase, to state wheth-
et it s within your knowiudye that any clergyman of |
1lus dicvese has taughit falie daotrine, or principles in.
consistent yith the purity ot gpvavgelieal truth 2 Mt
Lanb—1 abide; 1ny Loid, by whatev.ris writtan in
the letter to which you refery and 1 muost respectfully
decdive to 0y asyiluug wore in reply to your jerd,
sbip’s question,

“ ‘Tha Buhop—In tuy letter to you of Scptember
24, 34, I calied upun you tasay what clergyman bas
taught * dangerous dectrines) when ho has taught thew,
and in wbat worde. 1 now repcat that call. Am ]
to understand that you cechine to wnewer it? M.
Iamb—1 respe:tiully rubunt, tuy lotd, that the an,
swer tothe preceding yuustion nizets the ons now puyg
to v,

« The Bivhep—In your speech delivared at Liver-
pool, you are report d 1o bave s1.d that a * gentlemnan
whom you would not pame, uvder the pretencs of
teaching Christian doctrine, bad lent a book to avoung
woman ; it professed to be the conlussion of a saint, but
»ou would blush to describe :t, and it was not, indecd,
fit for the buman eye.” [s that, substautially, a correct
account of what you did say 2 Mlr. Lawmb—] caunct,
my lord, recollect the precite terms T then used ; but 1
Lave stated, i my letter to your lord:hip, my opinions |
revpecting the bodk,

« ‘The Bishop—~1n your letter to me you dJid not de-
ny the accuracy of the report of the»pecch upsn this
bead.  But you add, thut ¢ the book was brought to
your notice Ly a respectable matcoa, who wrote to vou
telling yon that 1t Lad been given to her young femals
friend.” Those words, as I bave already brougbt un.
der vour notice in my leiter of Augart §, have been
understood, ¢ven by your own fiiendy, as reflueting re-
verely on the character of the llon.and Rev. Henry
Dguglas, oncof the most pure-minded and devoted
clurgymen that ever laboured 1n this fund, 1l has
been charged by them, in consequenie of your wordss
of baving * aiteispted to corrupt the mind of an inno-
cent female by base and unlisly means; bus they have
expressed the ¢ witkering scorn and judignation” with
which they régarded him, for plazing such a ook ¢ in
thu hands of & virtuoss younyg female?  { have inform-
cd yon that the young woman in question was a fe-
male of loose character, who was under Alr. Daaglas’s
pastoral charge, and twice confined in Somersct Hos-
pital of dllegitimate childion. I bad hoped that you
would bavo expressed sorrov for the unguarded aud
untrue language which ycu have used with reference
ta a brother clorgyman, and which has exposed bim to
to mwuch unjust avimadversion. This you have not
bitherfo doao.  Are you prepared now to retract the
langusge which you have used with regard to him, and
to-express sorrow for baving been befrayedin t? By,
Lawb—1 Bave never made afy charge of offensive sl-
lusiony 2peinst any individual with reference to thiv
book; ‘and, in whatl did etate, I carelully avoided
pointing to ny indivdual, I candidly aveiwr thac 1.did
not know tho character of the woman to whom the book
wis given. Aiid, whils 1 taonot be responsible for
what any injodicidus (rfend ¥iay wrile or express to
your lordiliip, 1ilecply regret that any one should have
addreksed your lordship in sych language. But my-
opiniones lo the ohfitness of passazes in the book for
the-parusal of woy forisles whalsouver remains the
samo. oo

«The-Biskep—Then net T to’ understand thas you
did.oot say, s yod rd reported to havo said, that a
géntlémar, whot you would'not nawe, had, vnder the |
piatency-of fenshing Chrlifian docteine, lont the book |
in question tow youigworan ? "Mr, Jamb-—T cannat

“to Mr. Daugglas,

u.0l on the ceeasn. Jt waasiqply vuy inontion o
besr my westimeny to the abaacter of tha wark, * X
rearcely belinge shat T exprerecd mysellin (s precis
towwsrepmted. o
SLhe Bohop—Now th yuu have hegul the real
{acts of the casn, and g mjustive which bigs bean \uono
‘ in consequence of thy, words  wyed o¢
attributed 10 you, do you with that thess wordy ay
be vaneellad or mittdrawn ® M. Lomb—{ cannot be
answerably for any report which nay ap’wa«r in the
newspapers. Jam, howerer, rgady to conlows that, had
1 kuawn the chirgeter of the imtividpad to whow the
book wag g‘w.‘i\,l hhuld not byse umflud to state it.
Aud' as the gentlvman, wheaver he may be, who pave
the bork, 1eanonly eay that T never jutendid to
weutd os feehuge; and of T have dane s, Tregret it

“ Arclitishop  Walby~When you beeimo anain
sty I cunsequence of what you wery reported to
luve sald, thy charavter of Mr, Douglay, ay o Chely-
tian aud o clergyonn, hud buen, (dlcpis:q oy, did
you, by lottore o by words, ar in R, othel, Ay,
swek to wuke reparaion 2 Mr, Lawbet pucsogul-
Iv calicd upon by Me. Douglas, Thave no doulit that
Laliall pertently satisfy Limon the andter,”

Lhe sitting of the court was adjoursed to the follow-
ing day, when the Bishop uddrewsed Mr. Latb in tho
tullowing terms tem '

* Beloro prosecdng to give any decison §a this
case, I would wake coe more (Tt to agduee yoo
publicly to declate, wither that you never jutended
to ituputs anrvundness jo the Lith to sy clagyman
31 this diovese ; or chey that huving i op unpuatded
neoment buen betrayed wito kavguoge which evuld on-
Iy bear auch a consiraction, you nuw fuel that you
werg et warianted in casting any amputation  upon
your brethren, and dewtre to withdraw any words
wihel may have seemed to huply such an intention,
and to apolugize fur the same. Mr. Lambe] rege
pecttully submit that 1 have already given wy an-
swer upon this point; and 1 trust your Jurdship will
pardun we for declining to say anything further in
the auatter thun L have :tated in wy detter to your
lordsbip of the 23ced Docomber last,

‘The Babop—Such being the caw, it now only re-
mamns that I proceed fo give my decision.

Tha Bishop then proceeded to recapituiate tho facts
of the caxe, and concluded as lullows ¢

** Without any apparent grounds, and with no facts
to justify your asceriions, you stoud up publely acd
asaailed tho eharacter of God's ministering servants m
this luod.  After your cxaminatior, and tle utter
fsilure of ull proof to Justify your statementr, I again
gave you an epportvuily of withdrawing them and ex-
presaug sorrow for the same, But again yun refused
to m.ke a taliand frauk apology. It rumaina enly that
1 sbould award to you the punjshiment wkivh I think
your fault deserver.  There are theeo degrees of puee
ishment koown in our Caourch, and ususlly inflicted
on cffcndug winisters, according to the degree and
naturg ol their oJ:aie—~admonition; su-pension, de-
privation.  Your faalt, calonlated as it Las boen 1o.in-
troduce strife aud division 1nto an otherwise peaceful
diocese, would call, in a Cuurch whero discipline bad
long been strictly enforced, for at least tho second of
theee punishments.  Being miling, however, to Lope
that a lighter sentenco may soffice, both to vindicate
tbe discipline of this diocesy, aud to bring coo who bas
shown both zaal dud carnestnesfto & duw senss of the
gruatness of his fuult, 1 shall.content:myazlf onthis oz-
casion with administering the ‘lightest punihment
which'a Bushop can itflwct upoa-an «fending brother,
anid ddmonish you that the sin of whick yourkave bebn
guilly is & very heivous ony—eno less than that of
brariog falss witness against your brethren, and -using
languaze calculated te impedo the usefulness of tlio
Church of swbich yoo are 8. minktér, and thereby bip-
derbeEord’s work i tbid land. Yoy will- consider
youra:!f, thorpfore, ns sdinomshed.and- ¢cnsured foir
thid.ddursa yun bave, ina favofl'lind, adopted towards
yous.bréthren, whilethey wersichoerfolly andsrlaking
your-dotivetbat yommight bavarest .and relaxation..
Apd gou will; attis camp-time, comider this 43-a
warning; for should you. unhapplly puriue thasubne
courde 2a sbatanto which you-havelialrosdy fallenc
+hutld you again nndermise - your Chapeh by asteiling
An publc thecharactor-of its ministers; Taballfhel i¢
my dpty to infict thode severder punishuients which iny
ofllce requises me: to admihister (o:cbitinate offciders,
It 88 withsnfinita pain that Fhavedmd: recourss ¢o this
formal progeedings I trusted. that ypa' wonlid-have
rendored it usneceaty, by. s frink kudifres confas-
#ion, that youbad been betragod-intonlivause oflane
guags which, omsdatirer thoughty you zéuldsiotjusi-

fy. Thiponbsppily youlargooldensi, dzy:Bedis,



