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Ecclesiastieal Duties and Revenues Bill.

Lord Melbourne said the principle of this bill
was involved in the question whether their lord-
ships would consent to some reduction of the
present cathedral establishments of the country,
and (o an application of the fund which weuld
be raised by that reduction to the supplying a
remedy to that state of unhappy destitution of
spiritual instruction which prevailed throughout
the country. The counsel for the bill had ad-
dressed their lordships as if their lordships had
been called on to abolish these cathedrals;
whereas all that their lordships were called on
to do was, to make such reductions, and yet at
the same time to leave them amply suflicient
for all the purposes for which they were institu-
ted, and to apply the funds to tire desired im-
provement of the parochial system. The com-
mission out of which this mweasure arose was
proposed to Parliament by King William IV. in
1835 by the advice of that government of which
Sir R. Peel was then the head. The commis-
sion was continued when the government was
changed, and on the 10th March, 1836, report-
ed. The suggestions of the commissioners had
been carried out as concerned pluralities and
sinecures and as concerned episcopal revenues,
and it was now proposed to carry out their sug-
gestions on the subject of cathedrals and chap-
ters. The learned counsel said that they must
prove some delinquency in those public bodies
before they could properly interfere, as in the
case of the Knights Templars. But the posses-
sions of the Knights of St. John of Jerusalem
were seized because they refused to surrender,
and because they adhered to the Roman Catho-
lic religion. He did not think there was any
sufficient ground for keeping up the chapters
either for those purposes which they once fulfil-
ed, or for any duties which they miglit be bere-
after callad on to undertake, (Cries of ¢ Hear,
Hear.””) He was not for limiting the power of
the bishop by avy body which might fetter him
when right and shield him when wrong; he
was an advocate of the monarchical principle in
the church as in the state. He did not accuse
the churchmen of selfishness, but he did not
think that the church alone and by heyself was
celebrated for her legislation. He had a high
respect for the church of England, he agreed in
the doctrines of that church; he meant her re-
ligious and not her political doctrines, (Laugh-
ter.) He did not agree with those divines who
gave up the benefits of the Uniformity Act, or
with those who refused the oath to King Wil-
liam and Mary, and continued nonjurors at the
time the family of her Majesty ascended the
throne. One great argument for the bill was,
that the church was bound to provide for those
who had the strongest claims upon her, and
that it went to remove funds which were virtu-
ally lost and misapplied, when they could pro-
duce the greatest benefit and advantage.

The Bishop of Winchester paid all possible
respect to the Archbishop of Canterbury and
the commissioners, lay and clerical, but could
not agree in their view of the bill and its effects.
The universities, a majority of his episcopal
brethren, and the great body of the clergy oppo-
sed it; twenty-two cathedrals opposed it, and
besides it did not agree with the reportin which
it professed to be founded. The cathedral es-
tablishments were old and new. In the former
the Prebendaries were resident or non-resi-
dent; in the latter resident only. They varied
in namber from twelve to four, and were in all
204 residentials. The non-residentials were
340, so that the bill affected 544 individuals.
Their property was proper, as houses or land,
or impropriate or parochial tithes, which had
been exchanged for real property. This bill

suppressed all non-residentials, and reduced the |

residentials to four in each cathedral, with a
few exceptions. The corporations of minor can-
ons might be suppressed. They asked for their
own suppression. The estates of deans and
chapters, and the funds of reductions and alie-
nations were to be applied to the augmentation
of old, or the establishment of new ben 3

Patronage was transferred from one {e another
body, and the statutes of the several bodies
were to be altered. The Prebendaries would
be reduced from 544 to 130, and to take away
half the cathedral revenues. The bill impaired
if it did not destroy the nurseries of sound theo-
logical knowledge and pure divinity—the nur-
series of Hooker, Porteous, and the lights of
literature. What right had the Legislature so
to deal with property given for certain specific
purposes—not by the state, but by individuals
for ever. (Hear.) Mr..Burke had said, ¢ it
prescription be once taken away no specis of
property will be secure when it once becomes
an object for indigent cupidity. I see that the
confiscations begin with the bishops, deans, and
chapters, but I do not see them end there.”’—
He concluded by moving that the bill be read a
second time that day three months. (Hear.)
The Archbishop ot Canterhury said, that all
the skill and eloquence of the right reverend
prelate, in attacking the principles and details
of the bill, had not succeeded, in the slightest
degree, in shaking the opinion which he (the
Archbishop of Canterbury) entertained of its
propriety and wisdom, It appeared that 235,-
0007. a-year was requircd to raise benefices of
500 to 2,000 persons to 200l. a-year, of 2,000
and upwards to 300 and of 5,000 and upwards
400. In Loadon there were four parishes with
church-room for only one twentieth of the po-
pulation, and twenty-one with church-room for
one-tenth only ; nine afford accommodation for
one-eighth of the population. The resident ca-
nons were by this bill provided for amply, and
the means of supporting the service of our mag-
nificient cathedrals maintained. The non-resi-
dents were sinecures, and ought to be abolished.
Were they to be preserved whiie the people
were destitute of spiritual instruction? He
could not balance the one against the other.—
As to the doners, let the time of their devising
be remembered, and perhaps they would, if now
alive, change their opinions, As to the power
of the state, he thought it should be exercised
on moral principle. As to precedent, he had
not acted upon it. That which was inconsistent
with justice would not be established by prece-

dent. Suppose the 400 prebends, all eminent
for piety and learning, and devoted to the

church, yet their loss would be nothing in com-
parison with the continued destitution of milli-
ons. (Hear.) But were not the most eminent
and learned theologians without canonries ?
(Hear.) Ithad been said that it was the duty
of the state to provide for the spiritual wants of
the people. Granted; but the state had like-
wise a right to say to the church ¢ Do some-
thing for yourselves towards remedying the e-
vils of spiritual destitution.”” Such were the o-
pinions of the Duke of Wellington, Earl Grey,
and Sir R. Peel. When it was said that the
precedent set by the measare would be ruin-
ous, he would ask their lordships to look at the

effect that would be produced by the rejection
of the bill. (Hear.) The commissioners had
sought to avert the danger, to remedy the evil, !
{ to supply the destitution, and, at the same |
time firmly to secure the church and those es- !
tablishments which would undoubtedly fall with
it. He would not be understood as undervalu-
ing the petitions of the clergy, but every man’s
opinion was valuable in proportion as he was
well acquainted with the state of the case, and
he must say that the clergy had never seen the
question put before them, He had been taun-
ted with a breach of oath. He laid no stress on
the circumstance that he took the oath, which
; was to this orl‘ecr{ by proxy :—Yop,—-[*lowlcy,
| swear that you will maintain the rights and li-
berties of this church, and observe the customs
thereof, and as far as concerns your duty as
Archbishop of Canterbury, that you will cause
the regulations of the Chapter to be observed by
others, so far as sach customs are not repug-
nant to the laws, statutes, provisions, and ordi-
nances of the realm, or to the prerogative of the
crown.”  He must say that his oath did not, by
its terms; bind him in the present case. See
how the commissioners were circumstanced,—
What could their motive be in sacrificing their
{ labour and patronage in preparing this measure ?
{ Look at the amount of patronage, which it was
‘[ always desirable for a government to have, that
{ her Majesty’s miuisters had sacrificed in order
to carry this measure of reform. Look at ‘the
sacrifices of the Archbishop of York, and of the
Bishops of Lincoln and London, in surrendering
their small prebends. Had they no friends to
serve—no clergy to remunerate? He had two
modifications to propose—first, to ereate honora-
ry canonries in the hands of the bishops as the
reward of zeal, and piety, and lcarning among
the clergy of their diocese ; and, secoudly, that
a portion of the fund produced should go to
Queen Anne’s bounty and another portion' be
reserved for local wants.

{

Lord Lyttleton did not object to any measure
| for compelling contributions from every one of
these dignitaries for the support of the necessi-
ties and calls of the church—he would even not
dispute the right of Parliament to deal with the
| revenues of these bodiesasit thought necessary,
but he did deny its right to destroy the offices
themselves.

The Earl of Harrowby said that after passing
this bill and that cf last year, there would still
be twenty-six bishops at 4,000/. and 5,000.. a
year ; twenty-six deans, at a minimum of 1,000/,
a year; 104 canonries, at a minimum of 5007,
a year; and 1,600 livings, on the other hand,
exceeding 5007/; whilst there was a great and
undue number of poorer livings, diminishing to
80i. and £70 a year. Let any one compare these
endowments with any other liberal profession,
and it would be found that the church did-not at
all suffer by the comparison. Taking the army,
for instance, he found that amongst a hundred |
regiments, there was not distributed more than |
0,000, to the officers. There had recently |
been 133 offieers promoted by brevet at a cost of |

, |

£47,000. And whilst considerir these ac- |
[co'.ml<, it should be borne in mind that th
officers had paid £210,000, for their

sions. (Hear.)
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isted ; he admitted also that it became the
church to make a sacrifice to meet thatevil ; but
| this bill would deny them the opportunity of do- |
ing so. It undertook to do the thing for them.
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Thursday, July 30.

The Marquis of Londonderry asked when the
payments to the men of the Spanish Legion
would commence as promised by Sir De Lacy
Evans, and being told that papers on the sub-
ject would be produced, he inquired if Govern-
ment had heard of what was passing at Barcelo-
na, and if the order of the Bath had indeed been
conferred on Espartero.—Lord Melbourne said
nothing official had reached government from
Barcelona, and the order of the Bath had been
conferred cn the Duke of Victory. . .. The Duke
of Wellington moved for the production of a cor-
respondence between himself, as warden of the
Cinque Ports, and the Board of Trade .. .. Lord
Melbourne, in reply to Lord Strangford, who
said the public mind in France and England was
much excited on the Question, allowed that ne-
goatiations for the pacification of the Levant had
progressed very far between Great Britain Aus-
tria, Russia, and Prussia ; of course nothing was
settled until notified. To Lord Brougham he
added—-<< I't has certainly been always our wish
to concur and agree with France upon this sub-
ject, but it is also certainly true that France
has not been a party to this arrangement.”’—
Lord Brougham—¢ Then all I have to say is,
that I express, and feel that I cannot too strong-
ly express, my deep regret upon this occasion.”’

Eecclesiastical Duties and Revenues Bill.

The Bishop of Exeter, on the motion for go-
ing into Committee on this bill, addressed the
House. He rebuked Lord Melbourne for hav-
ing spoken slightingly of Theology, and then
said he could never consent that the cathedral
institutions of the country should be overturned.
It was said that, by the present bill, £130,000
a-year would be obtained for the purpose of re-
lieving the #piritual destitution of the country.
That sum would of course do much good, but
was there no other way of obtaining it except
the confiscation of the deans and chapters ? It
had been said that it would be useless in the go-
vernment to apply to the House of Commons,
that they would be told that the church must
take the initiative and do something herself.
That was his plan. The revenuesof the bishops
were now about £150,000 a-year, and those of
the deans and chapters about £200,000. That
did not sound a very large amount of property,
but if it were well managed it would produce a
million in addition. (Hear, hear.) Why then
did they not look to a better management of the
funds, rather than the confiscation, as a means
of supplying the spiritual destitution which all
acknowledge to exist ?

The Archbishep of Canterbury, the Duke of
Wellington, and the Bishop of Exeter explained.
Tke Duke had no recollection of what had pas-
sed between him and the right rev. prelates,
but he had always considered the essential ne-
cessity which existed for additional means being
adopted in this country for preaching the word
of God to the people, and considering in what
degree the church of this country was endowed,
had always thought it expedient that the first
step towards procuring the necessary funds for
this purpose should be taken by the clergy
themselves. (Hear; hear.) It had been his
[the Duke of Wellington’s] lot to have lived a-
mongst many idolatrous nations, and people of
all sorts of creed, buthe never knew an instance
of sufficient public means not being found to
teach the religion of the country.

The Bishop of London complained that the
clergy had shown impatience of the commission,
and that parties who should have known better
had joined in what he feared he must call wilful
misrepresentations of its objects. Daily, week-
ly, he had before his own eyes the evil effects
of the spiritual destitution that prevailed amidst
vast masses of the population amongst whom he
lived. If he passed to fhe north-east of his dio-
cese, he there saw the Cathedral of St. Peul—a
noble structure consecrated to divine worship ;
with that cathedral were connected a dean antl
three residentiaries, enjoying ten er twelve
thousand a-year. He saw too connected with it,
twenty-six officers, sinecures; and there was
an incorme of £12,000; he had then to go a mile
or two farther, and he found himself in the
midst of a population in the most wretehed con-
dition ; they consisted of artisans, beggars, me-
chanies, thieves, and a variety of characters of
the very lowest description—he found them
there to the number, perhaps, of from 300,000
to 400,000. He found perhaps one clergyman
to ten or twelve thousand people ; and ‘in one
district he found but one church and one clergy-
man for 45,000 people ; and then indeed he was
to be told that he was not to touch St. Paul’s.
(Hear.) When he was enthroned at St. Paul’s
he had taken an oath to maintain the rights, li-
berties, priviliges, and lawful customs thereof.
What then was he beund to do by that oath 2—
He was as bishop bound to defend the rights and
liberties of the cathedral from all unlawful ag-
gression—but was that to prevent him from con-
senting to—nay, from originating any measure
that he felt would be usetul and good for the ca-
thedral. Newpert and Birmingham, and the
calendars of the assizes were the fruits of the
present system. He must complain thata right
reverend prelate (the Bishop of Exeter) had not
discussed this question with his usual candour ;
for that rightreverend prelate had talked of their
abolishing these institutions. They did no such
thing. Some of them were not diminished—in
two cases they were added to—in others they
were not diwinished. (Hear.) From all the
information he had received, he believed that
the number of canons left would be tully equal
to the performance of divine service. In most
of the cathedrals there was only one sermon
preached on the Sabbath! He thought al-

| so that the patronage was badly entrusted to

such a body as the chapter-houses, because
their usual practice was to give the livings to
members of their own bedy in rotation, without
considering the fitness of (he party. Now, pro-
perly speaking, the deans and prebendaries were
Ithough he admitted that
tical officers. If the bill fail-

they were ecclesias

{ed it would not be from any want of considera-

[
[
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tion or caution on the part of those who had sub- |
mitted their recommendations to their lordships. }
(Cheers.) The bill was then amended in com- |
mittee, and ordered to be further considered 011|4
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THE NEWGATE LITERATURE OF EN-
GLAND.

It will be in the recollection of our reade:®
that a few years ago the Quarterly Review,
an article of considerable power, and no less b
terness, entered upon a very elaborate examin- |
ation of the modern literature of France, for the
purpose of holding up to the scorn of the geod
people of England its vicious and demoralizing
character. The names of George Sand, Victor
Hugo, and Alexander Dumas were covered
with odium, and, if the revicwer was w orthy of
credit, they deserved nothing short of the
versal execration of mankind.

Naw, although we are not unpr
fend those distinguished writers against all such
rampant and corrupt critics, we do not propose
to say one word on their behalf now, bt

uni-

but mere-
ly to show with what an ill grace assaults of
this description come from the English side of
the channel. We lament, with no little humil-
iation, that our own. literature is so tainted by
the lowest vices as to put us fairly out of court;
and we submit it to the good sense of the public
whether we who in this nineteenth century, are
literally living in glass-houses, should thas im-
prudently set the dangerous example of throw-
ing stones at our neighbours.

It would be a manifest impertinence to ask
those who are really acquainted with the wri-
tings of Madame Dudevant—(we select her be-
cause she is unquestionably the foremost genius
of her age)—whether the imputed immorality
of her works will bear one moment’s comparison
with the Newgate literature, that has for a con-
siderable time past filled the heads and excited
the passions of the bulk of the people of this
country ? Take the most questionable of all her
novels—sift its principles—investigate its ten-
dencies; and then turn to Jack Sheppard.—
Need we say that the contrast is revolting, and
that however our conventional morality may be
shocked by the philosopliy of that bruised spirit
and mighty intellect, our common sentiments of
humanity, our simplest affections, our sense of
goodness dnd beauty, our ordinary sympathies
and tastez, our manhood and our social feelings,
throughout all the relations of life, are all out-
raged and violated by that most gross and per-
nicious story. We may dispute Madame Du-
devant’s positions—we may venture . even to
contend that her ethics are based upon a fallaci-
ous estimate of human nature—we may assert
that she is often wrong, frequently sophistical,
and sometimes transcendental ; but whatever
we may say or think of her principles, we re-
cognize 2 noble mind in her works, we feel in
every page the influence of a profound genius
and a poetical imagination, and we are compel-
led to acknowledge, in despite of all prejudices,
moral and religious, that the obvious direction
of her labours is the disenthraiment of man
from the fetters of bigotry, and the assertion of
human freedom. She is a lover and a vindica-
tor of her species, however erroncous may bc‘
the means she employs. We gather ripe truths |
in her pages, even in the midst of sophistries
and perversions ; and she who pronounced that
immortal sentence, that there is no justice with-
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deep impression upon his mind. The influence
of imitation in such cases is often irresistible ;
but that consideration conducts us into another
view of the subject, which we will resume at &
future opportunity.
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PERSECUTION OF THE J

EXPEDITION TO DAMASCUS.
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1—namely, that

Leiler of the Chief Rabb
r Moses Montefiore, Hnt. S
tdent of the London Committee of Deputi
of the British Jews.
My most worthy Friend—Before you pro-
ceed on your important and pious mission, I
wish to address a few remarks to you, which
the duties of my office dictate and existing cir-
cumstances render necessary.

As you well know, the Jews are perfectly
innocent of the foul and murderous crime with
which they are charged. You will readily stake
your honour here and your salvation hereafter;
on the truth of the declaration t no religious
rite requiring human blood does or ever did ex-
ist among Israelites. But from what has been
lately published I apprehend you will be told by
our calumniators that such a rite may exist, and
you not know it, because, as our accusers as-
cert, ““this mystery of blood is not known by all
Jews, but only by the Rabbins ;”’ that therefore
your asseveration might be perfectly true as far
as your own personal knowledge goes, and yet
be false as to the crime of which our nation is
accused:

t this
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objection I come forward. I am

out knowledge, must be admitted frankly on all
sides to have wrought some useful effect upon
the intelligence of her time. But is there in |
such productions as we have alluded to in our

of permanent beauty ?  Is there a solitary charm
even of manner, to set off their offensive and re-
pulsive vulgarity, or to mitigate the monstrous |
evils they are calculated to generate in society ? |
Not one—they constitute an unrelieved mass o!'é
corruption, which can produce no other result
than that of provoking the indignation of the e-
ducated, and debasing the ignorant into the
commission of the most eriminal excesses.—
When the Quarterly next sets out upon a cru-
sade in the service of virtue, it would be desi- |
rable to look at home first.

The rabid passion for the romantic literature
of the Old Bailey, which we have witnessed at
its height during the by-gone year, has been,
perhaps, unparalleled in any other age or coun-
try. = All the minor theatres, strin i
bited from acting the higher forms
put Jack Sheppard into a red ri
night after night, captivated the imag
their motley audiences by the ma;
courage, and generosity of the burglarious
ro.

and |
nations cf'J

animity,

he-

the
the

The horrible became so fashionable in
stews, wnat Jack was even hanged upon
stage amidst the tears of the sympathising
tators ; and such was the frenzy of popul
thut followed this galantie show of mingled
aldry and bombast, that one of our cleve
tresses did not hesitate to assume the
of the fascinating felon upon the stage
ing gaol with the most ineffable agility ‘
dangling two tipsy wives upon her delicate arms |
to the unspeakable delight of the congenial rab- |
ble! Did Victor -Hugo, or Alexander Dumas, |
or any of the French melodramatists ever ccn-
ceive such a disgraceful melange as this ?
Blueskin set the town on fire, <N my
dolly” filled the police-offices for many weeks
in succession with riff-raff roysterers—tfortunate |
in their glorificatiqus if they escaped the tread-
mill.  But unfortunately the influence of this
celebrated novel did not end with the inspira-
tions of the gin-palace. A poor youth, emula- |
ting some fanciful image of despair that had got |

ac-
aracter
break-
7, and |

|
[
i
\

|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|

and was found with a dirty fasiculus of JMIW
Sheppard in his pocket! The
choly influcnce over the minds of the lower or- | t
ders, working them up to crime, and impre
ing them with deranged noticns about the gran- [ ¢
deur of robbery and murder. It is difficult to |t
conceive an infatuation of this kind, but we |
have too many fatal proofs of the fact: to ques-
tion its existence for a moment. The last illus- |

ions

one of his confess
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palling of all. In
wretched Courvoisier stated that

, the |
t idea

. . p - s 2 ready
of taking the life of his venerable master, was |ready

suggested to his mind by the perusal of the ig- | ¢
nominious story of Jack Sheppard! IHumanity ||

shudders at such revelations. 19
and I
country every such declaration is uncalled for

That many such effects take place of which
no proof ean be traced—that infinite mischief,
less apparent, but not less ruinous in its remote | ¢
consequences,. is thus produced—and that the |
seeds of depravity are thus sown in the hearts
of the uneducated to an extent of which it is |
impossible to form any estimate—c |
sonably doubted. Works that are ¢
viously depraved, andgthat prefess
moral of crimes agai i frequ
vert the judgmen
skill v which t lineate t
expose and denotnce. The writings of I?
rarely chargeable with any forbidden in
cies on the score of morals or taste, yet |
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own country a single gleam of utility, of grace, | {
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into his head, threw himself off the monument, |.human blood in any
people of Isvael, 3
truth: is, that|such thing by divine precept of the law, or any
books of this description exercise a most melan- | ordinan
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a rovidence has permitted me to be
the spiritual guide of the great Jewish commu-
nities of Britain for nearly forty years, previous
to which time I filled a similar office in Germa-
ny. My honoured father (of blessed memory)
ler many years presided over the Jewish con-
gregations in London, Berlin, and other towns
of note in Europe, so did his father before him,
and for more than ten generations my ancestors
have with great renown held the highest cleri-
czl dignities amongst us. Their instructions
have been transmitted from father to son, until
it reached me, so thatif any man, from the of-
fice he holds, the instruetion he has received,
and the ancestry from which he descends, ought
to be thoroughly acquainted with all our laws,
precepts,  customs, rites, and observances, I
may, without the slightest tincture of vanity,
and in accordance with strict truth, declare I
am that man.

Moreover, I am fa
earth. I individually I
but must expect it car
shall appear befi

r advanced in life on this
1ave nothing to hope for,
ot be very long ere 1
the Supreme Judge of the
universe, the Holy One of {srael, who
Mount Sinai proclzimed, ¢ Thou shalt not kill,”®
and ¢ Thou shalt not take the name of the Lord
thy God in vain.”
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| in the awful oath of exp near-
ly 200 years ago, in the 1 Jew-

ish nation, and on the
sation, was taken by
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bject of this very accu-
pious and learned Rab-
bi, Manasseh Ben Israel, to w the
Jews owe their re-z ssion into
which oath he has recorded in his
Jews, called Pindicie Judeorum.
and ng his words, 1 say, ¢ As this
rt is purely negative, and t
not be cleared by the evidence of
am constrained to use another kii
which the Lord blessed ever h
(Exodus ; 1 ‘that.is oath,—
Wherefore I swear, without any deceit or fraud,
by the Most High God, the Creator of heaven
and earth, who promulgated his law to the peo-
ple of Israel on Mount i, that I never yet

to this day saw any st tom, as the use of
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and » do not hold any

or institution of their wise men, and
hat they never committed or sought to commit
ss (that I know, or have cre-
libly heard of, or have read in any Jewish au-
hor.) And if I lie in this matter, then let alk
mentioned in viticus and Deute- _
upon let me never see the
Zion, nor attain to

me
me,

e virtuous
lares he is
o} »

This, my

1 lei:;h]_‘,’ lsohn d
to repeat after Rabbi Man

2l with a clear conscience, I pls in your
1ands, although the high authorities 1 bave

juoted require no support from my attestation,
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