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Prietts, the Bishop is charged, As I haYc before obset'ved 
to deliver to every one of them, lrn~clinir, the Bible intn bla 
band, and so.y, "Take thou authority to preach the Word 
of God." 

When an Archbisl1op consucrntes a Dishor, he is din.-ctef\ 
to ask, and does ask, whether that nishop .. is ready ,rith 
all faithful ~liligcnce to banish and drive awny all erroneous 
and strange doctrine contrary to God's Word." In the pre­
face to the Book of Common Prayer, it i, snid that the 
Church hns ord~red th•t "all the whole Bible . . . 
abould be rend over once 1:very year" in Church, amongat 
other things, to fcnablc her ministers" to confute them that 
are adversaries to the truth." A contrngt is there drawn 
between this rcndiog of nil the whole Bible? with the practice 
of the later Roman Church in allowing "uncertain stories 
,and le11ends" to be read, "whereof some were untrue, eome 
uncertain, some vain and superstitious." And the Church'a 
o.-n practice is <lefendul in or<lainini: thMt nothing be read, 
but the pure Word of God, the Holy t>t•riptures, or th!\~ 
,.hich is agreeable to the rnme. But nccording to the 
Bishop, the order to rC'nd tl,e l'cntattuch, 11nd other books 
<lf tl1e Old Tcstnment in Church, is an order to rend f11ble1, 
myths. uncertain stories, nnd legt·11ds. Jfo is at direct 
isbUC "·ith the Church as to the char:l("t<'r of Holy Scripture. 

It W('fc a mockery and wrong for th1• Church to use the 
lan11unge which it docs respcctinl-( the Scriptures, if in its 
belief the whole Bible was not the unerrini,: Wonl of the 
Livinl-( Gou, or if it,"erc to be I ukd that the ministers of the 
Church were allowed to teach that the Sacred llooks cont11in 
.. ur,ctrtain toriee and le~end•," nm! openly to reject no less 
than nine of them, a~" legendary" and 111ythnlo11ical, full 
of pnlpnble "exaggeration~," ·• contradictions," "imposai­
bilitic•," and" iirprobabilitics." LanJlu•gc must altoiiether 
lose its mcanir.g. PkdgeP, promises, declaration,, must 
be reknrded RG •o much waste 11aper, if the worils of the 
Churl'l1 in those }'ormulnrica un,I Articles which speak of 
the Bible, and which arc in ac,·or,l"nce with, 1111d mu t be 
interpreted by, the language of the Church on this great 
Rulijcct from the beginning, arc not held to be Tioh1tt-,l by 
&he Bishop in the paBBa11e1 which have bcl'n rtforred to 
ADd which are but a specimen of the Vit;ws propoundc,d by 
bim throughout hie boob. 

VII. 

The Bishop is next charged with denying the aulhcn­
\icity, 11enuinene8~, and truth of certain booka f l-loly 
tlcripture, iD whole or in part, and it b affirmed that thie 
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-denial is in contruention of the Catholic faith•• expressed 
in the Articles and Formularics of the Church. 

The pas ages r<>ferred to are ,·cry long. I give but por­
tions of them. "I bcc.in1c rn convinced of the unhistorical 
character of vcr.v considerable portions of the Mo aic 
nnrmtil·e;" "I u,e the expre•sion • unhii;toriclll,' or 'not 
historic.illy true.' throughout, rather than • fictitious; 
-ince the word ·fiction• is frequently understoo:l to imµly 
"a eonsciou, dishonesty on the [)art of the writer, an inten­
tion to deceive.' " 

"The conv1r.tion that I have nrrive<l at, of the certainty 
tJf the grournl on which the main ari,rument of my book 
rests, viz., the proof that the account of the Exodus, what­
ever value it may have, is not historically true." 

" The main result of my examination uf the l'cntntcuch, 
viz., that the nar:ati,·c, whatever may be its value an,l 
meaning, <•·11111ut be regudeil as historically true, is ntJt, 
unh• s I greatly deceive mysdf, a doubtful matt~r of spe­
"'ufation at all; it is a simple question of facts." 

"The result of my inquiry is this, that I have arriTcd 
nt tho c,mviction, a• painful to myself at first ns it may be 
10 my render, thou11h pninful now no longer, under the 
clear shinin~ of the light of truth, that the Pentateuch as 
IL whole cannot possihly have b,cn written by Moses, or 
by any ono 11cquainted personally with the facts which it 
profc,scs to ,lc~cribe; nnd further that the (so-callcd)Mosaic 
uarrative, b.v whomsoever written, and thou11h imparting 
10 us, M I fully believe it docs, revelation, of the Divine 
will ond charnctcr, cannot be rel!nrilcd as historically true." 

"Thi , howc,·cr, was a very grcut strain upon the cord 
'll'hich bound me to the l•rdinary belid in the historical 
ver,lcity of tl1e PcntRteuch, anJ since then that cord hu 
trnnppc I in twain altogether." 

"The ,·onviction of the unhistorical character of the (110-
callcd) Mosaic rnnrativc seems to he forced upon ua by 
the cun idcration of the 01any absolntc unpos ibilitics in­
,·ohi;d in i!, ":hcn treated as_rclatinitto imple matter of fact.', 

"hnn 1r 1t were CJnce1vnble that Mo cs should have 
written 11 1tory »bout matters in which hu wns p •rsooally 
concerned, involving such contraJiclions, e.·aggeration1, and 
impo aibilities as we have nlreiuly had before u , yet the 
fact abo,·c mentioned would alone be decisive against ■uch 
a suppositi?n. We may with very good reuon abide by 
-011r auppos1t1on that they "·ere written very probably b,­
tbe hand, or at lea8t undc,r the direction, and certainly in 
the lime of Samuel." 
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" It ia not I that require yoa to abandon the Ol'dlacr,.­
notlon of tbe Mosaic antborlhip and antl•nity of the 
Paatate..ch, It is the truth it.elf which doea eo." 

"He will need only a common practical judgmen, tlo 
oonvince him that the story which is told in the Book of 
Geneai is utterly incredible." 

"If ho once begin, to inquire, it id extremely prob&Miit 
tllat any inch clergyman must net:111 come very IIOOD to 
doltbt, and Wore lon1t to diabelieve, ihe truth of the Serip­
tnre account of the Deluge." "We shall see the utter 
imposeibility of receiving any longer the ator,- of the 
Exodu1 as literally and historically true." "According to 
our Tiew Joshu" was only a mythical, or perhaps legend11ry 
penonage." "The stories iu the Book of Judges are alao, 
lilre the atory of the Exodua, m01t probably founded upon 
-e real traditions, and though in some pl11ee1 they are 
nidently exaggerated, and in other, they have usumecl a 
legendary form, •••••... yet the heroe! whoee exploits 
are there described seem to have been real charactera, and 
their n11rues in most cases may be mpposed to he genuine." 
"We conclude, then, that the • Soni. of Deborah• was 
written ••••••• after the middlci part of Dnid's life, 
perhaps towards thu close of it, two or three centurie11 after 
the time of Barak and Deborah, by a writer who ..... . 
bu prod1l<'ed an admirable Imitation of en Rncil!nt aong, a 
' Z.1 of Ancient Israel,' and thl'own hiu111elf thoroughly 
in$0 the s,irit of the age which bede,eribee.'' "'.Fhe chro­
nicler'• etate111enta, when not aapported by other eTiJmce, 
an not to be relied on." 

It is with inexpresalble pain that I quote lnngnap like 
tllia, and bear in mind that the writer is a Bbhop of this 
Clnareh. My duty, howeTcr, to-day It, apart from all 
peraonal ft!elings, •imply to conaid~r whether thl, lan,aap 
la to oppoaee to the plain teaching of the Church as to call 
for jlldicial condemnation. There may be, I need lll!llrce say, 
u.11 on Inch a aubject that a writer may put forth which 
-. lie moet J'Uh, uawarranted, deRning of lleTere con­
clmnatioa, bus which, nenrtbelea,, the Church, confident 
oUhe '"1th, and of the aclTautap of foll di cu11ion for the 
elacidation of truth, bu aot thought it neceesary to declare 
IO be criminal on the part of the elergy to publish. 

Thu it hu been argued, and I think ju1tl1, that a 
elsr;yman could not be judicially condemned tbr holding 
lllat panicular portiona of Holy Scripture were not wrluen 
Jwdle authon to whom tlley baTelleen pneralqaacrlbed.-
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wn,-unless it be a fault not to have expres~ly provided 
lll!llinateYery possible heresy,-cense to be a witness for truth 
which once it upheld. It is the fint duty of the Bishops of 
the Church to see that it~ teaching sh-,11 be preserved pure, 
nncorrupt, complete, fixed, and positive, at all hazard~. 
But 80 far as is comp:.tible with thi8, not only must free­
dom be allowed to the cler~y, but special care must be 
taken not to ovcrstrain or exaggerate their engagements, 
and the most generous construcLion must be put upon the 
language of any who may be accu~e,I of false teaching. 

Bearing these principles in mini, I must rule that in de­
nyin thnt the five Ilool<s commonly, ulmast m11vtrsally, iu 
allnges, ascrib-,d to Moses, were really written by him, and in 
attributing them to i:iamuel, the Bishop does not contra­
dict the express hngunge of thu C11urch of England. 
·wh&te•er mlly be thought of this rq,utliRtion uf what has 
b(,,cn affirmed by the concurrent testimony of antiquity, 
and by the uniform rep,,rt of uninterrupted tradition; of 
what has been rcceive<l. by the Jew us well as the Samari­
tan, by uery sect of the Hebrew and of the Christian 
Chuch; of what lllls been taken for granted l>y almost 
all the sa.cred writers, who mrnti1n the l'cntateuch as the 
word of Moses under the tillc of the law, and cite it as 
indisputably his work,-still the Bishop does not, appear to 
me ,o to have offended against the plain words of th<! 
Church's Articles or .ForumlariC$ as to be liable to condem­
nation by them. v11 Article, doe• indeed speak of the 
"L,w l(i~en from God i>y Moses." It might, howc,·er, 
hne been 80 given, and yet the account of it be written by 

anotltcr,-by Aaron, or hy Joshua. 
But is it therefore lawfol for the Ilish'lp to teach that 

S:tmuel, and not :llo~es, was the autlu,r <>f the l'entatcuch? 
J think not. The case is widely diff~rent from what it 

oald have been had he questioned whether the second 
l:pistle of St. l'.:ter, or the Epistle to the Hebrews, were 
Yritten by those to whom they have been generally attri­
buted. In this case the nttr1butint of the l'entateuch to 
Samurl is not only opposed to th~ btream of writers in all 
&!!:'"' of thr. ('l111r1•h, ,inrJ to r.·pr~ss <'anon~,-as the 85th of 
the Apoetolical Canons,-nnd to the internal evideuce, and 
e\'f!D the aecrtions of the l'entatcuch itself. It goes beyond 
this. It involves the rejection of our Lord's authority, and 
of His worcts as <ldivercu to us by tlw Cl,urch i11 the 
Gospels, All we ha,·e them, wherein the Saviour is mad>3 to 
quote from each of the books of the l'cutatcuch; nnd this 
i., one of those instnnccs to which I have just referred, in 
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which there may be an offence against the Church' te&ch­
ing, while there is none ngain■t the expre■ s lnnguage ef 
the Articles or Formularies. , 

These are our Blesse,l Lord'~ worda on this snbje t: 
"Had ye believed Mose•, ye would have believed me, for 
he wrote of me; but if ye believe not his writing8, how 
8hall ye bclie•e my word,." "They have Moses and the 
Prophets, let them hear them." "If they hear not Mo1ee 
and the Prophets, neither will they be perrnaded though 
one ro8e from the dead." "These were the words whieh' I 
epakc unto you while I was yet with you, that all thiug1 
must be fulfilled which were written in th<! La,.- of 
Moses, and i<l the Prophets, and in the Psalms, con­
cerning me." "Hne ye not r<:ad in the Book of 
:Mo,es, how in the bush God spake unto him?" '' What 
did Moses comman,l you ?-and tlwy said }l set 
suffered to write a bill of diVL•rcement and to puc 
her away. And Jesus answered and ~nid unto them, :or 
the hardnees of your hearts he wro1e you this pncept." lftlle 
Bishop hunot offended against the l•nguageof the Church, 
he hns against the expre1s words of Christ. 'I'he•e words, 
it will be remembered, were addressed to a people who held 
the Pentateuch in their hnnds, as we now hav<> it. It a 
to theoe hooks that our Lord refers, it is of them He speak , 
and I foe) bound to observe in passing, although there is no 
express charge upon this particulu point, and therefvre my 
judgment cann'lt in any "ay be fvunded upon it, that the 
minis1crs of the Church arc not at liberty to set aside tii19 
words of Christ, and that it is heresy to teach in oppos1~ 
tion to the teaching of our Hlcssed Lord. The words Ill 
her Incarnate God are iu the Church's eye of far higher 
authority than her own. But if the Bisho11 is not permit­
ted to deny thRt M·ises is the author of the Pentateuch, he 
is still less nt liberty to deny the truth of bat is recorded 
iherein. It were necdleH to repeat the many passages in 
which he docs reject the authority not only of the Ptmta­
teuch but also ol the Bo,ks of Joshua, .Ju~ge , Chronicle,. 

le l;e 11t liberty to teach that the t-icriµtures are not 10 
be believed in what they say about the .Flood,-the Exodua, 
-the hl1tory of the Judges P May he procla11u thatJothua 
Wl\8 "only a mythical, or perhaps a legendary personage?'I 
or imply doubt whether Moses was an historical character? 
(Part UI, l'age 18:,, Section ~23.) Qu~ .. ons like tlu,,ie 
ioTolve the consideration a■ to what ia consiatent with the 
Church's belief in the Bible. 

I cnnoot admit that euc!i languaae i1 conaittent with any 
cc2 
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a.l faith in the Bible. It cannot be used consistently ,vith 
tbo belief thnt the Bible is "God's Word written." If 
Joshua be a myth, the Flood a fiction, the Exodus not a 
real fact, n large part of that I.look which the Church 
dcclar s to be" God's ,v or<l," cannot possibly be God 't Word, 
1111d the lal'Jguai;e in the Preface to the l'rayer-book, 
alreacly referred to, i~ entirely mistaken. 

It has been said im1C'ed, by a high authority,"' that when 
tile question in the Ordination Hcrvice for Deacons is put, 
-•· Do you unfoigned!y believe all tlie Canonic2.l :--criptures 
of the Ohl and .·ew Tcstar.1ent?" und to which the unswer 
is giTOii, '' I do br:Jievc them "-the !)ledge then givm must 
be rcgarclod aH rnfficiently fulfille<l if there be ',i bo11afide 
llclicf that the Holy Hc•riptures contain everything ncccs-

1v to salvnt i 11, and tl,nt, to that extent th~y have the 
cirect sanction If the Alm"ghty;"-evcn nppnrcntly though 
till hi,torical portion of 'cripturo should he <Ii believed. 

I car.not concu~ in such n decision. It is a wron~ 
to the Church thus to limit the .:ncaning and 
climini h the force of it~ plain lnngungc. It has two 
di tic ct t 1tements.-<me as to what the llihlc is 
-it is "Go,l's ,v nl written;'' the other as t~ 

hat it contains with rcr,rrd to the faith,-it contains, 
•ithout the aicl. c,f trauiticn, ,; all thiogq necessary to 
yerlneting snlv;ition." 
'l'he Orclinal dots not ask uf thosP "ho arc seeking to bo 

a,lnnttcd to the 1owe5t o!lico iu the mini try "hctlwr they 
•lievc that tlie Scriptures "contain everything mccssary 

alYntion," but whcthH thty believe them to be God's 
'ord,-whcthcr they bdicvo thtm to be true. Thig is the 

I t c udition of aclmis I n to the ranks of the ministry. 
1'1 e truth of the Scripture, lies at the fou11d11tion of 
c;:hris•ianity. The fast ml mo t anxious i11quiry, thcre­
lort, of tho•e about to b sent forth in the Church's name. 
ij,ou1,;h without full uuthmity to t ncl, is, "J; thcr tliey 

licrn thfm,-bdicrn them to be truc. Tlwn, when the 
J>-ri stly 1,fllce is sought, , hen the position of trnchcr is 

be unclert: ken, the Ordinal goes furthtr, und requires 
JWt mcrdy belief in th~ ;-.cripturcs themselves, but a 

lid that those ;-.criptur ·s contain nil things necessary to 
aalvatiou, and a promise to tc nch nothing 11s required of 

, 8sity to ctcrual salvation but what niay be concluded 
1ct proved by the 8crirturc.'. 

-Z.- D~hington's judgment, llisbop of f;alisbury 
_,us William,. 
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Upon the 1tren1tth of concP.ssions to which I ha'l'e 
alluded, and from which I feel constrained to diff'er, 
Bishop claims (Preface, Part I, l'age 33) not to have vio­
lated, ns he previously suppooed that he had done, the 
conditions imposed upon him by the Church, eYen while 
rejecting nltogether the historic~! veracity of a great pall 
of the Old Testnment; though he dooe not eeem to be 
aware that the same authority, with some inconsisteney. 
has decltired that " every ckr!(yman comes under an obli­
gation not to preach or teach, that is, not adYisedly tD 
maintain, any doctrine which tunds to weaken or denro.1 
the divine authority of cripture as contained in the 
authorized version, or to negative its truth;" . . . . • 
and that ·• to deny the cnnonicity of these books, or an,­
one of them, or substantially to impt>ach their divi!M 
authority, would be both a violation of the sixth Article, 
nnd als-, a disre;.nrd of the declaration of belief made ia 
them at the Ordination of Deacons." 

Upon the whole, reviewing this chuge, I feel bound to 
decide that in denying the autl,enticity and genuineneas of 
certain parts of Holy Scripture, the Bishop has contra­
dicted the teaching of our Lord Himself. And th11t ta 
denying tho truth of a largo portion of the contents of tb4t 
Pentateuch, Books of Joshun, Judge8, and Chronictee, 
tho Bishop bus contraveuecl the faith as expressed in the 
Articles and l•'urmulnries of tho Church,-more cspecial17 
the sixth Articlc;-the seventh Article, which declaree tha& 
"tho law was given from God tu Mo,res;"-the twenti 
Article, which; regards the Holy Scripture of dJjt 
highest authority, and aflirms that it is not lawful tot 
the Church itself to ordnln anythin contrary -
God's Word written; the Ordination Service for Dencona 
in which the deacon is required to declare that he uu­
feigncdly believes all the Canonical Scripturea of tho O 
and New 'l'estaments;-the flrsc prayer in the MinbtratiOII 
for Public Baptism, wherein the Church thus addreesee G 
on two grc1t events which the Dishop re,llards iu ftctition-. 
" Almighty and Everlasting God, who by Thy grc 
mercy did•t eave Noah nod bis family in the Ark t'loa 
perishing by water, and also didst 8afely lead the chililr 
of Israel thy people through the Red Sea; "-and again la 
the Prayer for Fair Weather, "O Almiiihty Lor4 God,•'­
for the sin of man didst once drown all the world exce" 
eight persons, and afterward of Thy'great mercy dkla 
~romise never to destroy it again ;"...:.the prayer iJ? ,he 
nine or ao7 Common Plague or Si~, "0 Almig'lllJ 

eel 
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~oa. who in Thy wrath didst send a plague upon Thine own 
people in the Wilderne•s for their obstinate rtbdlion a;\ainst 
:Moses and Aaron ;"-the announcement of the command­
ments in words like these, "God spake these words and 
sitid, I am the Lord thy GoJ ;"-the Catechism, wherein 
her children arc taught that "Gnd spake'' these snme 
commandments, "in the twentitth elrnpter of Exodus, 
saying, I am the Lord thy God, who brought thee out of 
the lun,l on;!(ypt, out of the house of bondage." Clearly, the 
l;hurch regards, and <·xpects all its ofl1cns to regard, the 
Jloly Scriptures HS trnching pure and simple tr·tth. The 
Bishop reg:mls thnn as, to a great extent, tenching "hat 
is n, t t1 ue. It is nothing to reply that he believes that 
th~0• tench what is true in all thiugs 1,ccc:ssary to 
sahation. "'ho is to judge what :s necessary to salva­
ti•Jn? Jn the llii,hop's view, a very •mull amount of trul\J 
n,i~ht be nlcessary, a very fuv wort.ls mi~ht contain all 
tl,at was necessary. The Apostle's Creed actually does 
cvntt.in all that i~ necessary. Are we to undl'rstand thnt 
lll r,1,dging the ckrgy to a belief in the Dible, the Church 
p!edgc:o them to noching more than to a. bdief that it 
conta,ns diville truth just to tile same cxteut with the, v 
Creed. 

J bdicve thnt it means infinitely more than this. 

VIII. 
The next charge brought against the Tii~hop i , if 

posible, graver thar1 any of the above. It rebtcs to the 
Xaturc aml l'crson of our Dlcssctl Lord. It a,·cuscs the 
Bi hop of imputing to our Lord ignorance 11ntl error, nntl 
thcrd,y with ,knying that lie is God and .Man in one 
Person; and affirm~ that by this denial he impugns nnd con­
tradicts the Catholic faith us expressed in the Articles antl 
Cr€eds of the Church. 

Th-, ground for this accusation is to lie found in fl pas~ai:;c· 
tal1cn lron1 the l'rdace to l'art l t•f his "ork on tlw 
Pentateuch. He there says, speaking of the 8aviour: "It 
is perfectly consistent with the most entire 1111<1 sincere 
b~l,cf in our Lord's Di\'inity to hold, :u many do, that, 
when Ifo vouchsafed to become a 'Son of Man,' Ile took 
our nature fully, antl voluntarily entered into nil the ,on­
ditions of humanity, anu, among others, into that whicll 
makes our growth in all ordinary knowledge gradual and 
limited. ,v tJ are expressly told in St Luke ii, 52, that 'J ebu& 
increased in wisdom' us well as in stature. It is not 
suppo11ed that, in His human nature, He was acquainted, 
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more tlrnn nn.r educated Jew of the n;,:e. with the mysteries 
of nll m0<forn scicncts; nor, with Rt. Lukc'd < xpr aaions 
before u~. can it be seriously maintained that, as an inf,1n, 
or young child, He pos~esso,l n knowlcdnc surpas•ing thnt 
of the most piou nnd l•arnc,1 adults of Iii, noti o, upon 
the bUbject of the nuthorship a nil "~e of the di tit-rent por­
tions of the l'entnteuch. At" hPt p1rio,l, 1hrn. of His life 
up,m cnrth, is it to be suppose,! thst Po hn,t grante,1 to 
Him, ns the Ron of iinn. supernaturally, full nml 1,ccnrata 
information on these point,, 9,1 thut lie shoul,I be 1xplcted 
to spcnk :ihout the Pentateuch h other terms thnn ,my 
oth ·r cle"out Jew of thst ,lay wcu!.l havu cm'">loyccl? )Vhy 
should it he thoul,(ht that IIc woul,1 spC'Ak with certain 
Dh·inc knowledge on this m:1ttcr, wore than upon other 
matters of ordinary science or history?" 

It hns btcn argue,\ th ,t thnc i~ nothing ~cw in the 
Ilishop's views; that they arc thll ume as those pnt forth, 
thou"h in a far more rnr.difietl form, mor~ thao 11()() years 
ago hy :\ l'atri.Hch of Constantinople; and that tht>y lhcn 
ftl\Vl' rise first to n warm co1trovcrsy, om! th •n to a 
tlcd<lrd con<lcmnntion by two of those ~rcat a, ·umcnjcal 
comwils whose ,Jrcisions up~n q11estions of here y were mac!o 
bin,lin~ upon the Ch11rch of J;nglnntl l>y the Act of I J.:iiz., 
chapter l, section 36. 

The hcr,'•Y of estorius w:is not that ho tlcn:ctl our 
Lortl's ])ivinity. Nay, he went so far :is to J►ersccute 
vclu mently th~ Arians, who did deny it. But he used 
lnnguaac which implied the existence of two per ,ma in 
Christ. n~ held our Lord to be a perfect lll1ln, connected 
by a moral and apparent union with the Woril. 1'1ll're waa 
a conjunction, not un union of the two natures. The ,vord 
was indeed in some sense united to man, but was not made 
rnnn. The main point of his heresy was that the Son of 
God was connected with the Son of Mnn, but was mt 
made m:in. The second Council of Constantinople, i.e., 
the fifth Genernl Council, in its sentence of definition, 
tion 4, points out where his error lay. By cnlling God the 
)Vord, l:ion, and Christ, and yet naming the m:1n Christ 
eeparntely, he really and evidently taught thnt there "ere 
two persons in Christ; and thou11:h he cbinw l to acknow­
ledgt• ~ne peraon, he did so t:nl r in tHIIIIL', uot confessing 
the umty of God the Word with the fle~h nnimnte,l bJ a. 
ro11 onnble nnd intcllectunl soul. In o1,p.,•ition to this 
teaching,_ which separated the Uodyof the Word f~om t~ 
Word l11IDself, the third and fourth General (:ounc1l1 
(and I might add the fifth and sixth also, for they 
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concurred in :mJ confirmed the decisions of the previous 
10uncils), nf!lrmed that there were two natures, but only 
one Person, m our Lord; thnt the two natures do not 
either of th~"11 constitute a distinct person, but both of 
&hem are unitccl in one and the same person. 

The Council of Chakedon, consisting of no less than 630 
Bishops, declare,! that "He is to be acknowledged one and 
&he same Christ, the Son, the Lord, the only-begotten, in 
two nature~. without confusion, change, division, or separa­
tion; the diif renc" of natures not being remo-...-.d by their 
uniou, but rnthcr the propriety of each nature being pre-
1erved and making up one person, one 'hypostasi■' 
(subsistence), not divided or separated into two persons, 
but the only Son, Go,l the Word, our Lord Jesus Christ, 
and one an<! tbc same person." 

This is the C,1tholic faith concerning this great mystery. 
It has btcn hdd to be so since tlie decision of the 
<Ecumenical Council of Chalcedon: " Out of the Divine 
and human nature, one Christ was formed," says the 
second General C0uncil of Constantinople. With these asser­
tions, the <lcfinition of our own second Article, as well a1 
the Nicene und Athanasian Creeds, are in strict accord­
ance. The Lmguagc of the Article is exact and full,­
" The Son . . . . . . took man's nature in the 
womb of the Ulessed Virgin, cf her substance, so that two 
whole and perfect nnturcs, that is to say, the Godhead and 
Manhood, were joined together in one person, never to be 
divided, wher~ofi■ one Christ, very God and Tery Ian." 
The language of the Cr ed of St. Athana.sius is equally 
full and exact: "Although Be be God and Man, yet He 
is not two, but o Christ. One, not by conversion of the 
Godhead into 11.esh, but by taking of the manhood into 
God; one altogether, not by confusion of substance, but by 
unity of person; for as the reaso1111.blo 1oul and fie■h is one 
man, so God nd man is one Christ.'' 
, Our own most eminent theologians unfold and enforce 
th.is great mystery. I quote the language of two of 
the greate5t of them here, because I think that 
writers with whom the Church of England bu 
been for ages almost identified are on auch a quee­
tion as this amongst the best exponents of her teaching; 
and more especially when they are in harmony on these 
points with many other great divines, to whom it is need­
leu to refer. "The two natures," aays Bncridge (Article 
n), "do not either of them constitute a di1tiac ~ 
'both of them make up one and the ume person, and, there-
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fore, we must consider that the human nature had no 
enbsistcnce in itself by which it could be a distinct per■on 
of itself; but its subsistence was only in the DiYine 
person; and also how, as i( was not a human person, but 
the human nature which was assum.d, &'lit was not the 
Divine nature, but a Divine person that did assume." And 
again (page I i3): "We are now to inquire whether He be 
thus God and man in one person or in two. I mean, 
whether He be God in one person, and man in the other, or 
both God an,\ man in the sau1c person. But we need not 
make much inquiry afcer it, the Scripture being so plain 
and frequent in attributing to Him two natures, and yet 
but one per on; in saying that 'the Word was made flesh.' 
John i, 14. He did not take flesh unto Him, but into II!m. 
Yea, he wa, made flesh, that i~, He th!\t was really a. 
Spirit as God. became as really flesh, as m!ln; not 
by changing Himself into 11esh, but by taking flesh into 
Himself, to make up one and the same per.;on with 
Him elf." 

"Our Lord," says Hooker, "did not a sume a man's 
penon to His own, bot a man's nature to His own person. 
He took the se<>d of Abraham, and Ile took it before it had 
any human personal existence. It was in the womb or the 
blened Virgin He took it, before aey human being was con­
ceived. Ifa. human being had been firat conc~ived, and then 
united to Gol, that human being mu t have been n. human 
peraon previously to the union with the Divine Per~on, and 
10 the Incarnation would have been the union of two per­
lOn , not the union of two nature ." 

The Bishop of Natal'• creed seems to be this. IIe 
believ sin tlle Divine Natur.i of our Lor(!. lie speaks of 
hie" moet entire and sincere belief of our Lord's Divinity." 
He d clarcs that "from the first moment of his ministry to 
the present hour, in all his preaching and teaching, no 
doctrine of the Church has been maintained by him more 
nrenuously" . . . than "that of the Divinity of our 
Lord;"' but he believes that the union of the Divine ature 
with the human was not of such a character as to 1hield 
the Chri1t from ignorance or error. lie separate,, by bis 
uaertion,, t.he man from the God, and really follows 
lle1torh11. 

ow the true faith ii, that it ,ms a Divine Peraon that, 
took the nature of man-not the person of an1 particular 
JDBu-into the Godhead;-and the union u 10 perfect 
~t Uie Word wu made fleah,-became man. 

In $he Christ there wu the aecond Penon of the eyer Bleaaed 
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Trinity, and there was the perfect nature of ma.n. The two 
natures, without conf•1sion of substance, were united ill the 
Person of our Lord. 

Dcing God, our Lord wa~ omniscient. Infinite know­
ledge was a property of the Christ,-i,e., of the Person of 
Christ, God and man. He could not have been God hall 
llis knowledge been less than infinite. To deny His 
omniscience is to deny His Go~head, or to 8filrm that 
omniscience is not an attribute of God. To maintniu that 
He could err, is to maintain that Ile was not God, or that 
God could err. 

Dein;; perfect mnn, as well as perfect God, He had, ns 
man, the nature of man,-the finite faculties of rnau. He 
was therefore limited in knowledge qua His human naturc:,­
on that side, so to speak, of Ilis uni1ed nature•. "\Ve may 
not," to use again the language of Hooker, "imagine that 
the properties of the weaker nature ha?e vanished with the 
presmce of the more glorious, and have been therein swal­
lowed up, as in a gulf." Dut neither may we suppose that 
the attributes aml powers of the higher nnturc were in &ny 
way lost or diminished. There is :t true union of the God­
head and manhood in Christ, 11ml the mode of union is suclt 
that neither nature is destroyed by the conjunction. 

These two natures coexist, however marvellous the 
mystery, without confusion of substance, as distinct natures 
in the one Person of Christ. "They have been," to use 
agnin the language ot Hooker, "from the moment of their 
first combination, and are for ever, inseparable:' An<l to 
that one Person,-though Ile might sometimes act, or speak 
of Himself, ns man, sometimes as God,-bclouged of 
necessity all the properties and attributes of the Godhead. 

The Bishop's language implies of ncccs~iiy the existence 
of two persons in Christ. Ile admits Ilim to be God; but 
lie says: "At what period of His life upon earth is it to be 
supposed tlrnt He had grnntc,I to Him, as the Son of l\Ian, 
supcrnaturnlly,full and accurate information on these point~, 
so that He should be expected to speak 1tbout the Pentateuch 
in other terms than any other devout Jew of that day 
would have employc<l? Why should it be thought that He 
would speak with certain Divine knowledge on this matkr?" 
Ile separates that which is inseparable. Ile distinguishes 
the man Christ Jesus from God the Word. The man is 
not the Inca.rnatc w· ord. Ile really denies the Incarnation. 

I do not fed it necessary to go further into the depths of 
this great subject, or to attempt to discuss the many 
interesting questions which have been raised in connection 
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with ll. The c:aee doe1 not require me to do IO. 'l'be 
Incarnation ii a m11t~ry which tr11n1eenda knowledge,­
" Great is the my11ery of sodline11, G·•d manif~•t In the 
1le1h:' lg i~ enough to say tlut the Bi1bop'• word, appear 
to me clearly to imply the exi1tence ot two person• In 
Chri■t. Thi, i• e1aential to hi position. b it the onl,r 
explanation of it. lie teaches Neawrit1ni11m. But he goel 
beyond Ne toriu~, for he ,li,l not teach, 10 fllr RI I am 
aware, that our Loni was liable to ~rror, tboUJ!~ tbis follow• 
of nece sity from hi• teRchlng. " Between him and the 
Church of GoJ," ~nys Ilookcr, "there wu no difference 
aning only that N~storiua im&iiined in Cbriat a well a 
peraonal human subsistence u a Divine, the Church ackoow­
lcdging II ub 111nce both l'ivinc and human, but no otbel' 
per■on11l subsistence tl,:m Divine, because the Son of God 
took 1,ot 10 llimsdf a man's l'uoon, bug the nature onlf 
of a mnn." 

The question which the Bishop bH rni•eii l• not 
a llgbt one. It i not a mere qnestion or words. If, 111 he 
atlrms, our Lord, while on cllrth was Ignorant and liable 
to error,-if He,qu ,1e1l ficUon fJrf.tct, legends for hiacory 
-If Ue mistook altogether the character of the Bible,-, 
believed a meru ham.in C')tnposilion to b~ tke Word ol God, 
-belieTed that God r.•nlly had ept)ken to Moeet, wbeo Be 
had oot.-m11de b!unil~re about the mo■t important matlftlf 
a• to which it ha• fallen to the lot of Bisho}I Colento to NC 
Jllm rlght,-thcn, if these things be ao, we have no sure 
1round for our faith. l\li1taken on one point, Ile 1rbo1R 
we call Lo1d mny have been 11<> on e,ery matter. We 
coul I not admit the Bishop'• st11teme11t1 without ehu.king to 
it• Tery foundation the whole Chri1tia11 faith as a renla­
tion from God. 

I mu■t decide that in impating to our Blraaed Lord 
ignomnce, and the po11ibility ot error, the Bi hop hat 
committed him■elfto a moat aubtle her~sy, de tractive of 
the reality of the Incarnation, and that be baa departed 
from the Cntbolic faith, as held in the Church from the 
beainning, &Dd as cxpres1ed in the second Article, aud in 
theCrteda. 

IX. 
The I9:1t charge la that the Bi1hop baa in hit -itla11, 

fro~ which ~xwact, are given, been guilty or deprnlog 
and 1mpagn111g, and otherwiae brl111iog into dl1repate, the 
Btok of Common Prayer partleallll'ly ponlon of the 
Ordinal and the Bap\i1111al 'Serdoea, and that in 10 doing 
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lie has violated the laws of the United Church of England 
anti Ireland, as contained in the 36th of the ConatitutiODI 
and Canons Ecclesiastical. 

The extracts are too long for q 11otation. In them, bow•• 
ever, I find expressions such as these: " It may be tba$ 
the time is near at hand ......... when that worlil"' 
(missionary work among the heathen) .... "shall DO 
longer be im;iedcd by the necessity of our laying down, as 
the very outset, stories like these for their reception, which 
they can often match out of their own traditions, and 
requiring them, under pain of eternal misery, to bl:lie•e 
• in them all' unfeignedly." "And when a MiHionary 
Bishop of the Churc•h of England shall not be provented, 
as I have, from a,imitting to the diaconate a thoroughl.r 
competent, well-trained, able, and pious native , ...•.• 
became he must be ordained by the Formularlea ot Uie 
Church of England, and those require that he ■hould not 
only subscribe to the Thirty-nine Articles, and acknowledge 
the Book of Common Prayer, ..... but solemnly declare 
in the pre~encc of God and the congregation, th&$ 
he unfeignedly believes in all the Canonical Scriptures." 
If he once begins to inquire "it is extremely probable 
that any clergyman must needs come very soon to douht, 
and before long to disf,eli~ce the truth of the Scriptun 
account of the Deluge. Rather let me ask, does any intel­
ligent clergyman of this day . . . . really believe in 
that story? Do the Bishops and Doctors of the Engli1h 
Church believe in it? If they do not, then do not the• 
divine~, one and nlJ, • disbelieve the Church's doctrine' OD 
this particular point, while yet, in common with all their 
fellow-clergy, they use lmbitually that solemn torm of 
address to Almighty God in the Baptismal Senice woicla 
expressly assumes the reality ancl historical truthfuloe 
of the story of 1he Noachian Deluge." "The fact b, 
*hat by the preseut law of subscription, each clern­
man is bound by la11• to believe in the historical 
truth of Noah's flood, HS recorded in the Bible, 
which the Church believed in some centurie■ ago, 
before God had given us the light of modem science; 
and he will be so bound till the Legislature of the realm 
11hall relax the painful obligation, and relieve him 6-om the 
duty to which he now stands pledged, of using a form of 
prayer which involves such a statement as this." "But ,rhat 
are they to do under these circumstances,-thOl8, I ~ 
who have their eyes open to the real facts of the cue., aDB 
who cannot bear to utter what they know to 1111 unne, ha 
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the face of God and the congregation." "What shnll be said 
to those who . feel it to be impossible to conti­
nue ,my longer to use such words in a solemn address to 
the Almighty. I see no remedy for these but to omit such 
word.,,-to disobey the laws of the Church on the point, 
and take the consequences of the act, shouhl any over-
1rnalous brother clerk or laymnn drag him hcfore :l court 
and enforce a penalty in the face of an indignant nation." 
" J 11st such, I apprehend, is the state of many of us at 
prc~cnt, with rcforcnc.• to our relation, as clerg)' to the 
.1.T11tional Church. At the time when we were admitted into 
Jacr ministry, we lH•artily believed what we tben prof<.ssed 
to believe, and we gave our assent and consent to every 
part of her Liturgy, but we did not bind ourselves to 
believe this always, to th~ end of our li,~s. • But 
"e e11gaged in her service it is true, upon !'ertuin conditions, 
in virtue of which we were subject to her law•, and amen• 
able to her courts in case of disohediencc. If theu, in 
obedience to a higher J:iw than th:it of the Nation1l Churcll 

. . . . we now f,el it necessary to disobey deliber­
ately any one ol her Jir,ctions, we mu~t be prepared, of 
course, for the consequences of such an act, which, in her 
pre cnt state of ignorance us to the rclll facta of the casu 
and the perilous dangers whi h thre,itcn h~r. she may 
cboo c to inflict u1 on us." "Should, holl'cver, a 1n·o ccution 
be set on foot in such case, and a cleri:yrnan be Ruspcnded, 
or expelled from the Church of England, because he 
could not bear to approach the holy presence of God 
by addressing llim as the Ileing who • of His great 
mercy did s1tve Noah and his family in tile ark from 
11erishi11g by water,' then 111ay we sooner attain the 
f'reeuom which is necdc,l to make the Church of England to 
be what it professes to be, the National Church." "Let the 
laity answer the above questious for themselves, and then 
nsk thcmsclvrs the reason of this. It is not because 
the clergy, bound by their ordination vow~. and the 
fetters vf subscription, citl1er dare not think at all on 
such •ubjccts, or, if they do, dare not express freely their 
thoughts from the pulpit, or by means of the press, with• 
out incarring tho awful charge of heresy, and the danger 
of l_>ei11g dragged into the ecclcsiasticnl courts hy some 
cler1c11l brother, who ha, himself no tnrn-perho.ps no 
faculty-for thinking, or who hns d~c abandoned his righta 
and duties ~s a rcnsoning man to become the mere ex­
ponent.of a Church system or a ~reed. . . • • • How-, 
in fact, can it be expected that a clergyman 1hould Tenture 
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to' think' on these su\,jrcts, when hy sn 1loing l,e is almost 
cert:1in to ccn,e to 'doubt' nnd ',li,l•clieYe' some 1 ortion 
nt Jcnst, RS w,• h~vc seen nbon', 1,f the Church'• d<>ctrines." 

He then speaks of the h:mlsl,ips to such :in or1e to have 
to luwc his work, "svith strrn~th still, ancl a hrarty will 
to do more in the Church's strvirt•, if only h~ 111ay be 
allowed to think and spc,tl< the phiin ho11cst t,uth, as a 
free mun, antl not be required to hush up the facts which 
he knows, ancl publi,h 11ml 111ain!(ti11 in pl11ce of them, by 
silence, n.t all cveuts, if not by onrt act~. transparent 
fictiom." 

Upon this charge there is but little left for me to sav. 
The Bi.hop. to do Lim justice, is sufficiently outspoke~. 
lie does not conceal that he no longn lwlievcs a great. de:al 
that the Church teat:lws out of Holy :--,•ripture, ,u11l has 
embodied in ]!er Formnlarits. lie doe• openly rtnd avowedly 
impugn, absa1I, deprave, , n<l c111leav11ur to bring into <lis­
Tt•putc the llook of Common l'r,,yer. lie intimatl's his 
intenti,m of not using in pnl,lic ministrntions tho,c portions 
which he has begun to <lbbdicve; a ,l he encourngcs others 
to do the same. "I sec 11'> rcmecly for this . . . . but 
to disobey tl,e law of the Church." Ile compares the 
Church to ,i mnstcr in "rcnl dang-e1 ," nntler a great 
••delusion;" who issuc·1 orders long ago, "lii<·h nre" most 
ill-judged, and the alt•,mpt to 01forcl' which would he 
irrational and suicidal." lie is th,· cnlightcuc,I " serv:111t" 
who knows better than hi~ mn~t, r wlmt i• right nncl for 
hi'.! good, who,e "duty it is to <lis11h11y, 11 ho 1s bound to 
disobey, though the con.equencea of the nc·t might bring 
ruin on himself; ~h ul,l his m11•tcr, in Jtjg blindnts, and 
obstinacy, not appreci,1tc his motin ~." He hop a thou~h 
•· violent at first," "he "ill awake fron: his dclush,n," and 
recugnize the spirit of faithfuln ss which pro111ptc,l the 
"disobcdicnct'." Ile looks forward to the tim • when the 
Church shall be so change,! in its tc·1chinl! con,lition as tn 
become" what it profc,scs to be, till' :!'fotional ( hurch ·'' 
not" a mere ee\:t, but the reprrscntativc of the whole co;1_ 

munity in its religious capacity," i. ,., "of every form of 
earn<••t rl'li!!ious tlwu~ht within the rmlm." It is clear that 
lie woulcl not h:wc the clergy u11tl\:I' 1111 uhligntio11 tu tc-acl. <le-
11nite truth. Ile "ould have error taught in our pulpits, as 
well as truth. provided ouly the teacher thought it 10 lie truth. 
Ile wuuld have clll'i,) 111,:11 11t libuty to te11ch II h.,t they 
like, provided they are m Cllfll?it, lie speaks cont< mp­
tuomly of those who "nbandonrng thdr rights and duti~s 
as reasoning men,'' allow th\:m ·elves to "bcco1ue the mae 
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exponents of a Church system or a creed." Clearly, in his 
view, there is not, and ought not to be, a faith once for ell 
delivered and for ever to be maintained. The principle be 
advocates appears to me simply subversive of Christianity. 

The two Formularies with which be finds the greatest 
fault arc the Ordinal and the Baptismal Service. 

He complains of the former because of its requirements­
that it does not allow Bishops to ordain any who do not 
profess their unfeigned belief in the Holy Scriptures, and 
imbscribe the Thirty-nine Articles and Book of Common 
Pr11yer. 

Ile complains of the latter because of the prayer to God 
in which belief in the Deluge and the saving of Noal1 and 
his family in the Ark is spoken of. 

There is really no question about the Bishop's faith. 
He expressly says that he does not now believe what the 
Churcl1 teaches; though in the letter put in as his defence, 
and written some time before, when his views probably 
were not what they now are, he denies repeatedly that he 
differ, in his teaching from the Formularies of the Church, 
lJy which he ndruits hi1nself to be bound. '' I do believe 
that my teaching on this subject in this book is in full 
accordance with the plain te,,ching of the Church, which I 
am pledged Lo guard and m11intai11, as laid down in her 
Articles, and abo,·e all, with my cousecra.tiou vow." 
(Letter IV.) It is deeply, I think, to be regretted that 
w hm he first felt the pain of discovering that he no longer 
believed whnt the Church teaches he did not at once with­
draw from a position which, ::s one who had bound him­
self on very solemn occasions to teach what the Church 
teaches, and also to enforce its discipline on those of his 
clergy who might depart thO!'efrom, he could no lon"cr 
hold with honour to himself. It appears to me to be or'tar 
]1igher obligation to maintain good faith in the keeping of 
en11agements voluntarily undertaken with most solem 1t 
vows, than to remain in a post, the duties of which one 
can no longer fulfil, in the hope of bringing about a change· 
and in this particular case, the call seemed to be doubly 
loud, because the founders of the sec filled by the Bishop 
were •Lill living, aud provided an eudowment ouly ten 
yea.rs before, expressly for the purpose of teaching and 
maintaining those truths which they still hold, but which 
he has abandone:l. 

It only remains to me to observe that in thus impugning 
and dcfamiog the Book of Common Prayer, the Dis hop has, 
in wy judgment, done what he is charged with doing. Ile 
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has Yiolaled the law of the Church, 11 contained in the 
36th of the Con1tltution1 and Clnoa• Eccleeiutical. la tile 
term, of that Canon, be hat himeelf declared that • 'tbe 
Book of Common Prayer, and of Ordering of Bialiope, 
l"rieete, and Deacons, contalneth in it nothing contrary 
to the Word of God; and that it may lawtally IO be 
ueed; and that he himself will use the form in the aid 
Book preecrlbed, in public prayer and admini1tration of 
the eacra ta, and none other." 

He ha1 bimeelf subscribed the three articles of the Canoa, 
ln these words, "I do willingly and ex animo 111b1eribe to 
the■e three articles abol'e mentioned and to all t ing1 tha& 
are contained in them." 

I cannot think that his language in the pa1ngee ex­
tracted from hie writing■ is consistent with thi1 deciara­
tloo, and I muat therefore adjudge that the charge which 
hat been brought against him bu been prond. 

In conclusion, I would obee"e, that I hal'e felt the 
greate■t ditBeulty in dealing with thia cue, and hh the 
charge• which hal'e been brought. 

Con idering the office of the accused, the almost entire 
absence of precedent, the novelty of my own position and 
that of my brethren who have been my A■ 11on, the 
ara,ity of the charges brought, I would gladly hne 
shrunk, had it been poaaible, from the responsibility of 
aetinr, and hue left thl1 painful caee to be dealt with b)' 
the Bl1bop1 and 1 octora of the Mother Church. BT 
general content, howeYer, it hu been concluded that the 
burden must be laid upon the Metropolitan and Bi■hoi­
of thia Province, all of whom have been 1u111111oned a 1117 
A ■euora on the oceaaion; though aome, from the YU$ 
di1tance1 which 1epar1'8 us, from the ,reat dillcalty of 
communication, and, I may add, the heal'y expen11e to 'ti' 
they would hue been put, have, though moat aDJ:io'a to 
bear their aharc of reeponaibllity, no; been able to be 
preaent. 

l'or my■elf, I may be permitted to •1 that I ht.Ye 
taken •P the burden which bu bet:n laid npon me witll 
fear and trembling; bat hal'lng unmed it, I h '81ell 
U to be my duty, looklag up to God for guidance, to 
vindicate, 10 far u it wu In ny power to do 10, 
Cbmch'• faith, and a, lean relCU8 it from the charp or 
conni,ing at falee teaching In the perlOll of ot U• 

ate,. The llCCUllation■ brought are 111a11 ancl '1'· 
touch the greater DUJD of w c1ucwlw 

ht.Te been mott debated wi&hin Clnmb, ad 
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which are unanimously regarded as fundamental. It is.. 
with the deepest pain that I have arrived at the conclusion 
to which I am driven, that my brother, once a witness for 
the truth, is now a destroyer of that faith which in days 
past be upheld. 

I do not stand alone in this conviction. It is hardly too 
much to say that the whole Church concurs in it. Ou 
account of these writings which have been under re"'!iew, 
nearly every Bishop of the Church of England has called. 
upon him to resign his see, and on his refusal to do this, 
has inhibited him from officiating in his diocese. 

And both houses of the Provincial Synod and Con­
vocation of Canterbury have pronounced their formal 
judgment against that work of his which has attracted 
most attention, but which is hardly more dangerous than 
the other. They have united in a solemn declaration that 
"the book contains errors of the gravest and most danger­
ous character, subversive of faith in the Bible, as the Word 
of God." 

This is a very heavy condemnation. It has, however, 
further, in my judgment been most clearly and convin­
cingly proved against the accueed, in the proceedings 
which have taken pince before the Bishops of this Province, 
that not on one point only, but on many,he hlls contravened 
and denied the Catholic Fllith, as taught 1md expressed in 
the Creeds, Articles, and Formularies of the Church. 

It becomes, therefore, my painful duty, first, to declare 
that, convicted as he has been of false teaching on many 
grave aocl fundamental points, involving a wide and sys• 
tematic dep::irture from the faith, he is unfit, so long as 
he shall ~crsist in these errors, to bear rule in the 
Church of God, or to exercise any sacred offices whateve 
therein; and, next, to pass sentence accordingly. 

In this oninion, and in the sentence which I am about to 
give, my Aseessors entirely a,llree. 

I have only to add that, if it be desired, as has been 
intimated, to make a formal appeal to His Grace the Arch­
bishop of Canterbury, I shall consent to forward my judg­
ment to His Grace for revision, waiving in this particular 
case, which is in itself novel, and of great importance to 
the whole Church, any real or supposed rights oftbi 
Church, and feeling that it will be a very great relief to 
submit my decision to the Chief Pastor of the Church at 
home, and to share my responsibilities with him, and, if be 
should sec fit, with the other Dishops of the National 
Church. 
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In the Name of God, Amen. 
We, Uobc-rt, by Divine permission Bishop o( Cape Town, 

and Metropolitan, do hereby make known thnt,-
Whereas the Bishop of the See of Natal is declared in 

the Letters Patent issued to us, under Her Majesty's sign 
manual, on the 8th day of December, 1853, to be subject and 
subordinate> to the See of Cape Town, and to the Bishop 
thereof, in the same manner as any Bishop and Sec in the 
Province of C11.nterbury is under the authority of the 
Archiepiscopal Sec of that Province, and the Archbishop 
,of the Rarne: 

And whereas, further, it is provided in the snid Letter■ 
Patent thnt in case any proceedings should be instituted 
agninst the said Bishop of Nat:.l, such proceeding should 
origiuate and be carried on before us; and whereas we nre, 
by the same Letters Patent, directed and authorized to 
take cogniiance of such proceedings: 

And whereas at the time of the appointment and conse­
cration of the Right Reverend John William Colcnso, the 
Bishop of Natal, the s~id Ilishop of N11tal did voluntarily 
n.'Col(nize and submit himself to tho provisions of the s>1id 
Lett(•rs l'atmt, and did necept the s11id office of llishop of 
N atnl under the said provi~ions, 1111d dirl then solemnly pr,,fcs1 
and promise all due reverence and ob~dience to tl.c .l\Jctro­
polihn lliRhop of Cape Town, and to his successors, and 
did thcreaftur, in due 11ccordance with such promi e and 
profession, continue to submit himself to our jurisdiction 
as such :Metropolitan, and from the said promise nnd pro­
fession hath never been relieve.I: 

.And whcrens, on the 12th day of May last, the Very 
Rev. the Dean of C,~pe Town, the Vener:\ble the Arch­
deacon of Graham's Town, and the Venerable the Arch• 
deacon of George did lay before us, as such Metropolitan, 
in writinr,r, certain chnrges airainst the Paid rn.~ht Hc-r. 
John \Villiam Colcnso,-flrstly, of having pronmlgl\ted 
opinions which contravene nnd subvert thti Catholic f1ith 
as defined und expressed in the Thirty-nine Artirles of 
Religion, and the Formularirs of tho Book of Common 
Prayer of the U nitecl Church of England 11nd Ireland; nnd, 
secondlv, of hnving depraved, impugned, and oth,-rwi e 
brought into disrepute the Book of Co111mo11 l'rayer, parti­
cularly portions of the Ordinal &11d Baptismal S.rvices, aud 
of having thus violated the law of thP United Church of 
E!!gland and Ireland, as contained in the 36th of the Canon• 
and Constitutions Ecclesiastical; and the 1nid Dean 

 

 



ud Archdeacons did then declare themselves ready to 
prove the ■aid charges, and to claim our judgment thereon: 

And hereas we did, thereafter, on the 18th of May las&, 
CIIU&e the said Bi■hop of Natal to be cited to appear before 
u on the 17th day of November following, in the Cathedral 
Church of Cape Town, to anewer the said charge■: 

And whereas, on the said 17th day of November, we did, 
u ■nch Metropolitan aforesaid, hold a Court in the aaid 
Catlle:lral Church, having previously Invited certain of the 
Bishops of this ProTlnce to be pre ent as As eaaors, and the 
JHshops of Graham's Town and of the Orange Free Staie 
bein6 then present with us, as ■uch Assessora: 

And wbereu on the said 17th day of November the said 
bop of Natal appeared by his agent, and did then, u 

well by his said agent as also in a letter addre std to us, 
admit the service of the aid citation upon him, and hi.I 
knowledge of the charges he was called upon to anawer; 
and did further, in answer to the said chargcs-flntly, offer 
a prote t against our juri diction; ■econdly, did submi1; 
certain mat ten of defence to the said charge•; and thirdly, 
did Intimate to u■ hie intention ot appealln1 If we ahould 
~d to the delivery of a judgment, 1111d such jndamenl 
lhould be advene to him: 

.And whereaa we did then refuse to rep:ard the aaid 
protest, and did proceed to the hearing of the char&• 
brought u aforesaid: 

nd whercaa the aforesaid Dean and Archdeacons did 
&hen, in open Court, au bruit to our judgment certain extracta 
hom two worka, allege.I to have been written and publl hed 
by the aaicl Bishop ofNatftl,-to wit: "St. Paul' Epiatle 
&o the Romans, newly translated and explained from a 
Miealonary Po10& of View,'' and Parts I and II of the 
"Pentateuch and the Book of Joshua critically examined;" 
cople of hich e:1:tract1 bad been before aer ed upon the 
aaid Bi hop of Natal, with the citation aforesaid, and of 

hich extracts othtr copies are hereunto annei:ed, and 
herewith recorded. 

And whereas, after hearing the ■aid Dean and Arch• 
deacon,, and duly considering the matters of deteoce 1111).. 
mltted H aforeasid, and after due consultation with &he 
Nid Bl bops of Graham's Town and the Orange Free 

te, present with ua as Asse1110n, we have fbund it 
■uftlciently proved that certain of the said extraeie, to wit, 
th01e af them arranged under the head of the Schedule I to 
Schedule VIII, do contain opinions, ae charged, hich C.ln• 
unene and subvert &he tholic F th, 11 deftned and 
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expreNed in the thirty-nine Articles of Religion and the 
Formularies of the Book of Common Prayer of the 
United Church of England and Ireland; and certain other 
extracts, to wit, those arranged under Schedule IX, do, in 
1ubetance, deprave, impugn, and bring into disrepute the 
Book of Common Prayer : 

And whereas it was further duly proved that the worb 
from which the said extracte have been taken were pub­
lished both in tbil Province and elsewhere, with the know­
ledge and b7 the authority and con■ent 9f the 1aid Bilhop 
efNatal. 

Now therefore, we, in the exercise of our jurisdiction 
aforeaaid, do hereby eentence, adjudge, !ind decree the ■aid 
Bishop of Natal to be deposed from the said office u uch 
Biahop,and to be further probibitc:d from the exerciee of any 
divine office within any part of the Metropoliti~ Provi.Doe 
,of Cape Town. 

But inasmuch a, the said Bishop of Natal i1 not peraon­
ally present, and we desire to afford him aufflcien t oppor­
tunity of retracting and recellinir the extract• afore■aid, 
before thi1 1entence shall take effect, we do 1u1pcnd the 
operation of the said sentence, for the purpo■e of 1aob 
retractation, until the 16th day of April next; and we here­
by decree and ordel\ that if on or before the 4th day 
of March next the 1&id Bishop of Natal shall have 
flied of record with Douglas Dubois, of Doctor■• Common,, 
in the city of London, proctor, 101icitor, Rnd notary pulilic, 
our commlasary in England, at hie office, 7, Godleman-
11treet, Doctors• Commons, London, a foll, unconditional, 
and absolute retractation, in writing, of all the extracte 
aforesaid; or otherwise shall have, before the 16th day of 
April next, flied with the Regietrar of this Diocese, at hi1 
office in Cape Town, such full, unconditional, and abeolute 
fftractation and recal of the ■aid extracts, then, in either 
cue, on the day of 1uch filing, this ~entence shall become 
null and Yoid; but if, on the ,aid 16th day of prll next, 
no 1uch retractation shall have been recorded in manner 
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tbc Cathedral Church of St. Georp;e, and do deliver 
the same to the Regietrar of thi1 Dioceee to be duly 
recorded. 

(Signed) R. CAPETOWli (L.S.) 

Dr. Bleck, the representatiYe of Dr. Colenao, &hen handed 
in lhe following prote■I: 

"Oil behalf of the Bight Benreod the Lord Bi■bop of 
Ns I again protell apilllt the legality of the preeecac 
proeeedinp, ad the nlidlty or tb1a jlldpaenl1 and ,nth 
all reepect towardd your Lord■hip penooally I, on the 
:Blsbop'1 llehalf, al.a you formal nodce t!w lhe 111d pro­
ceecllnp ad judgment are and will be regarded 1.11d treated 
t,y him u a nullity, Yoid of all force and elfect. 

" And I, in like manner, fimber give notice that the 
Bilbop of atal will, if the same ■hall be expedient 
neceuary, and, iC be ■hall be thereUDto adYiaed, 11ppeu 
trom, or otherwi■e conlel& the lawfulneu of tbeee proceed­
mp, and will, tf need he, rem& any attempt to enforce 
_. 4lalT1 oal &he esecadoo of tllla j ~t in eaea 
IIIIIDDII', imd bJ 111ch lawful way■ and p,oce11 u be ah.U 

adflled to be JIOPer. 
W. B. ~. B.LUL 

•Cape Town, lS&h December, 18U." 
Tbe Bi■hop of Cape Town: I canaol recognize any 

appeal cept tom, Grace the rchbl■hop ot Canterbu'l'1, 
ail I mut req_alr;e that appeal to be made witblD 
ilUteeD clay■ from the preteac time. 

,._ IOLOJIOli AND cc,,, P 60, • aol!Gs' • EKT. 

 

 



ERRATA. 

Page s.-Innend of Article xxnr, read Articles :u:.-. 
XXVII, XXVIII. 

Page 10.-Omii the p:,,ragraph beginning "The ab-
solution." 

Page 57.--For Romans read Ilcbrcws. 
Page 83.-For universation read universalism. 
rage 271.-Thc sermon by Dean Alford referred to, and 

quoted at the time from memory, is Sermon v, from 
SBRMONS ON CnnrSTIAN DOCTRINE, Rivingtons, 1862, and 
ill not on 1 Cor. xv, 22, but on Romans v, 18, 19. The 
next sermon on Gal. iii, 28, ought to be taken in connea­
tion with it. The speaker was confusing Sermoa y ii. 
1'0lUe degree with Sermon XVIII, on. l Cor. xy, 12. 
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