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“We must be free or die, who speak the tongue
That Shakspeare spake; the faith and morals hold
Which Milton held. In everything we are sprung
Of Earth’s first blood, have titles manifold. "

Engraved for the Extraordinary Black Book from Originals by Percy
Roberts.

published by, effingham wilson, royal exchange. london, 12th
march, 1832.
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marchant, printer, ingram-court.
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ADVERTISEMENT TO THE NEW EDITION.

The rapid sale of a large impression of The Black Book has speedily
afforded an opportunity for again subjecting it to severe revision,
and this it has undergone in every department. Besides improving
the arrangement, the Lists of Places, Pensions, and Pluralists have
been carefully corrected, and the illustrative notes revised. The
reductions in salaries and allowances, the settlement of the Civil
List, and other economical arrangements of Ministers, either
actually effected, or in contemplation, have been noticed.

Besides correction, many parts have been greatly enlarged, as
those on the Church, Legal Sinecures, the Bank of England, and
East-India Company; in the former a section has been added on the
Numbers, Wealth, and Educational Efficiency of the Dissenters; and
in the last have been comprised the chief facts and considerations
involved in the approaching renewal of the charters of these two
powerful associations. In addition, several new chapters have been
introduced on subjects of immediate national interest; one on the
Origin and Present State of Corporations in Cities and Towns, and
on Companies, Guilds and Fraternities: these form branches of the
ancient institutions of the country, and an account of them was
essential to the completeness of our work. A chapter has been
added on the Principles of Finance, Abuses in the Government
Expenditure, and the Workings of Taxation. Also a Précis of the
House of Commons, Past, Present, and to Come; with details
illustrative of the Reform Bill, and the present state of parties and
opinions.

In the Appendix will be found many new articles and tables of
value, as those on the Ecclesiastical Patronage of the Nobility—the
House of Lords—Inns of Court—Church Rates—Trinity
College—Colonial Statistics—Civil Contingencies—Remarks on the
Reports on Irish Tithes—Commissioners of Sewers—Lay and
Clerical Magistrates, &c.

Notwithstanding our anxiety to be correct, we cannot be sure that
in every case we have succeeded. Our work is an assemblage of
facts and principles, and it would be wonderful, if, in so great a
number, some errors had not escaped vigilance. Of errors of
Intention we know we are guiltless; of those which have originated
in the inaccuracy of the official returns and other sources of
information on which we have relied, we cannot be so confident.

All parliamentary and public documents, whatever could throw
light on the Ecclesiastical Establishments, the Civil List and
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Hereditary Revenues, the Courts of Law and Judicial
Administration, the Aristocracy, Public Offices, Funding System,
Public Revenue, Pensions, Sinecures, and other departments of our
work, have been consulted. Our object has been an honest one, and
we have sought to attain it by honest means: nothing has been
exaggerated, nor has a single fact been wilfully misstated; we
needed not the aid of falsehood, our case being strong enough
without it, and we refer to the references on our pages to attest the
veracity of our sources of intelligence. The statements we have
made we shall at all times be ready to defend, but cannot answer
for those which have been mistakenly imputed to us. It has
unfortunately happened, either from similarity of name or other
circumstance, many representations have been placed to our
account with which we had nothing in common, and of which any
one might be convinced by reference to our publication. In a high
quarter we have been most unjustly aspersed: we believe it was
unintentional; but, consistently with honour, atonement ought to
have been made by open acknowledgement in the same place
where the injury was inflicted. Instead of exaggeration we have
leaned to an opposite course; whenever we had doubts, from the
absence of authentic information, about the correctness of a
statement, we omitted it altogether: if, in the statements of the
emoluments of individuals, the errors on the side of redundancy
were compared with those of deficiency, we know—and many
names inscribed on our pages know too—which would
preponderate. These, however, are the evils of a day, while the good
we have done will be lasting. By the improvement of the Game
Laws the Aristocracy have torn out one leaf from our pages; when,
in like manner, they have torn out the rest, our labours will
cease—and not till then.

The Black Book is the Encyclopedia of English politics for the
Georgian era, and will last as long as the abuses it exposes shall
endure. It was, originally, brought out in periodical numbers twelve
years ago, and laboured under the disadvantages incident to that
mode of publication. Defective as the publication was, it excited
unusual interest; though ill-arranged, rough in manner, and
incorrect in matter, it contained a striking development of
Oligarchical abuse, and thus fixed the attention of the public. It was
oftentimes reprinted, and upwards of 14,000 copies were sold,
almost without the expense of advertisement, or any of those helps
from literary notices which are usually deemed essential to give
celebrity to the productions of the press. In the edition of last year
an endeavour was made to remedy the defects of the first
undertaking; in this we flatter ourselves the task has been nearly
completed.
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The object of the Editor at first was, and now has been, to show the
manifold abuses of an unjust and oppressive system; to show the
dire calamities it has inflicted on the country, and by what
ramifications of influence it has been supported.

Government has been a corporation, and had the same interests
and the same principles of action as monopolists. It has been
supported by other corporations; the Church has been one, the
Agriculturists another; the Boroughs a third, the East-India
Company a fourth, and the Bank of England a fifth: all these, and
interests like these, constituted the citadel and out-works of its
strength, and the first object of each has been to shun
investigation. We have, however, rent the vail; those who before
doubted may, if they please, come and see, and be convinced.

In lieu of the old system we are told a new one is in progress of
being substituted; intelligence, not patronage, is to form the pivot
of public authority: the idea is a grand one,—it is worthy of the age,
and we wait in hope to see it practically realized.

In conclusion we must observe that many opinions have been
introduced, from which, we doubt not, our readers will dissent; we
regret this, but it is unavoidable. Our object has been Truth, not to
compromise with error, nor knowingly pander to any prejudice,
aristocratic or democratic. We have an aversion to war, foreign and
domestic; nor do we love spoliation either on the part of the People
or their Rulers. The land is full of miseries; we share them not,
neither do we profit by them; but it is the impulse of our nature to
wish to see them alleviated. In place of a bad government we wish
a good one substituted; for it is not individuals, but the power of
the State, directed by intelligence, which must administer to the
maladies of a nation. And even wisdom and good intentions,
without co-operation on the part of the community, would be
unavailing. Public disorders of long standing and extremely
complicated require deliberation as well as remedial applications.
But while we crave indulgence for an Administration we believe
patriotic, it must be an indulgence accompanied with constant
watchfulness, and even suspicion, on the part of the People.

March 16th, 1832.
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ADDRESS TO THE NEW EDITION.

In our Dedication, written about a twelvemonth since, we
expressed a want of confidence in the Whig Ministry. In the interval
they have gained on our esteem. They mean well, but the
difficulties they have to surmount are great. Arrayed against them
are all the interests identified with public abuses, and which have
so long flourished by the ruin of the country; but they must be
compelled to yield. The People are quiescent; it is the quiescence of
hope: should doubt prevail, they will rise in their might and scatter
the band—the factious band that would interpose its selfish ends
between the weal of twenty-four millions of persons.

The People have nobly done their duty, and Ministers must do
theirs. In the words of their chief, they are individually pledged to
the Reform Bill; it is the tenure of administration. They know their
power; and to have held office so long without the means and
determination to accomplish the public wish, would have been
basely perfidious,—it would have been treachery to the nation.
Their honour is bound up in the Bill—our patriotic Monarch is
faithful—the People are unanimous—and it must be carried in all its
integrity. Every interest in the empire is abased, shaken, or
powerless, except that of Reform, and it must triumph: it is
essential to the harmony of the Constitution and the peace of the
community.

Hitherto, in their domestic policy, Ministers have claims on the
confidence of the public. In Ireland they have endeavoured to
substitute national interests and toleration, for the reign of factions
and religious feuds. They have not fomented plots, nor sought by
new laws to abridge popular liberties. They have entered on the
Augean stable of judicial abuses. They have cut down a part of our
enormous establishments; they have even touched their own
salaries, and meditate further reductions. In the work of economy
has consisted their greatest difficulty; it tends to generate
opposition and discontent among those who ought to be their
servants, and, by impairing future prospects, dilutes the zeal of
mercenary supporters; but it has conciliated the esteem of the
People.

Abroad they have maintained peace and leaned to the side of
constitutional governments. The battle of continental freedom is
not yet won. A terrible phalanx is couched in the North and East,
which waits only the acquiescence or neutrality of this country to
open a new crusade against liberal institutions. While England and
France are united, the hordes of Tyrants will not break from their
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ambush. Englishmen are awake! Feudal pretexts of national rivalry
and hereditary hate will not excite hostile feelings towards a nation
with which so many interests in common ought to unite them in
amicable bonds. They rightly appreciate the Aberdeen school of
foreign politics; they will not again suffer the produce of industry to
be squandered and future calamities entailed in support of
aristocratic wars,—in support of wars to defend Misrule at home
and Despotism abroad!

So long as Ministers pursue national objects, they will be
supported. They have opposed to them only that delinquent
Muster-roll with whose names are associated every lavish
grant—every attack on public liberty—every insolence of authority
for the last forty years. That they should be vanquished by a set like
this, when supported by the People, is impossible. While, however,
we seek for them popular aid, it is, we repeat, an aid accompanied
with unceasing vigilance. Government is power, and its agents will
luxuriate in the enjoyment without strict responsibility. Its inherent
tendency is to abuse, not to improvement. Individuals are slow to
reform without imperative motives; governments are still more
reluctant: they are always prompt to bequeath the redemption of
their follies to their successors; while posterity has cause to lament
that justice has not been contemporary with guilt.

March 17th, 1832.
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DEDICATION TO THE PEOPLE.

To the People our labours may be fitly inscribed—they are the
tribunal of last resort,—also the victims of Misrule,—and to them,
therefore, may be properly dedicated a record of the abuses from
which they have long suffered, and of the means by which they may
be alleviated.

All the blessings the nation ought to enjoy have been
intercepted,—the rewards of industry, science, and virtue have
been dissipated in iniquitous wars abroad—at home, in useless
establishments, in Oligarchical luxury, folly, and profusion.

If we wanted proof of misgovernment—of incapacity and
turpitude—Ireland affords a frightful example: it is not Mr.
O’Connell who causes her agitation; he is only one of the fruits of
Tyranny,—an effect, not the cause, of the disorders, which have
originated in the neglect of her vast resources, in an unemployed
population, an absentee proprietary, and a plundering church. To
the wretchedness of Ireland, England is fast approaching, and just
as little from the efforts of individual disturbers. It is not the
manufacturing, but the agricultural districts which are now
excited; these have always formed the exclusive domain of the
Clergy and Aristocracy;—the rural population is exactly what tithes,
game-laws, the country magistracy, Church-of-Englandism, and a
luxurious and non-resident priesthood have made them. And what
do we behold? The people have risen against their pastors and
landlords, and have resorted to nightly outrage and revenge—the
last resort of the oppressed for wrongs for which neither remedy
nor inquiry has been vouchsafed.

We are not of the number of those who inculcate patient
submission to undeserved oppression. A favourite toast of Dr.
Johnson was, “Success to an insurrection of the Blacks!” Shall we
say—Success to the rising of the Whites! We should at once answer
yes, did we not think some measures would be speedily adopted to
mitigate the bitter privations and avert the further degradation of
the labouring classes.

A new era, we are told, is about to commence:—no more liberticide
wars—no more squanderings of the produce of industry in
sinecures and pensions—and, above all, reform is to be conceded.
We wait in patience. Our diseases are manifold and require many
remedies, but the last is the initiative of all the rest, involving at
once the destruction of partial interests—of monopolies, corn-laws,
judicial abuse, unequal taxation,—and giving full weight and
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expression to the general weal and intelligence. If Ministers are
honest, they deserve and will require all the support the People can
give them to overturn a system which is the reverse: if they are not,
they will be soon passed under the ban of their predecessors, with
the additional infamy of having deceived by pledges which they
never meant to redeem. We have hope, but no confidence.

Public opinion, and not Parliament, is omnipotent; it is that which
has effected all the good which has been accomplished, and it is
that alone which must effect the remainder. Unfortunately,
Government can never be better constituted than it is for the profit
of those who share in its administration; they have no interest in
change, and their great maxims of rule are,—first, to concede
nothing, so long as it can with safety be refused; secondly, to
concede as little as possible; and, lastly, only to concede that little
when every pretext for delay and postponement has been
exhausted. Such are the arcana of those from whom reform is to
proceed, and it is unnecessary to suggest the watchfulness,
unanimity, and demonstrations by which they must be opposed.

Some of the Ministers are honest—they are all ingenious, and, no
doubt, will have an ingenious plan, with many ingenious arguments
for its support, concocted for our acceptance,—a plan with many
convolutions, cycles, and epicycles—and, perhaps, endeavour to
substitute the shadow for the substance! But it will avail them
nothing; the balance is deranged, and it must be adjusted by a real
increase of democratic power. The remedy, too, must be one of
Immediate action, not of gradual incorporation; it must not be
patch-work—no disfranchising of non-resident voters—the transfer
of the right of voting to great towns—the lessening of election
expenses—and stuff of that sort. Such tinkering will not merit
discussion, and would leave the grievance precisely in its original
state.

We have fully stated our views on the subject in the concluding
article of our work: by their accomplishment a real reform would
be obtained, and all good would follow in their train. Our last
wishes are, that the People, to whom we dedicate our labours, will
be firm—united—and persevering; and, rely upon it, we are on the
eve of as great a social regeneration as the destruction of Feudality,
the abasement of Popery, or any other of the memorable epochs
which have signalized the progress of nations.

February 1st, 1831.
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ADDENDUM.

MINISTERIAL PLANS ON TITHES.

We thought of submitting some observations on the recent reports
of the two Houses of Parliament on Irish tithes, and the resolutions
founded upon them, but, in looking over what we have written, we
find the subject has been nearly exhausted in our copious articles
on the united churches of England and Ireland. If the project of
Ministers for converting arrears of tithes in Ireland into debts of
the crown, and levying them by government process, be enforced,
it concedes at once the important principle in dispute as to the
tenure of church property. If an evasion of tithes may be
prosecuted by the attorney-general, like an evasion of the excise or
revenue laws, then is the income of the church identified with the
income of the State, and the clergy admitted to be the stipendiaries
of the public. Nothing, however, we apprehend, will ultimately
result from the government measure: these are not the times to
harden the tithe laws, and convert what has been hitherto treated
as a civil delinquency, when committed by a whole body of
Christians, into a criminal charge when committed by an entire
kingdom. Ministers in this, as other emergencies, will be compelled
to succumb to events. Public opinion obviously points to two
inevitable conclusions,—first, the abolition of the Irish protestant
establishment as a national church; and, secondly, the
appropriation of the tithes and ecclesiastical revenue to the wants
of society, and not suffering the former to be amalgamated with the
rents of the landlords.

The increasing numbers and wealth of Dissenters indicate that the
fate of tithes in Ireland involves their fate in England. Such are the
conflicting claims of religionists that in all measures of general
improvement, whether as respects popular education or
parliamentary reform, the Government is embarrassed rather than
supported by its alliance with any; and we doubt not the question
will soon arise whether it would not be better policy for the State to
withdraw its support from the privileged worship, rather than be
compelled to adopt the alternative, which will be speedily forced
upon its consideration, of granting a common support both to
separatists and members of the national church.

In these movements there is nothing to excite alarm; least of all in
the prompt extinction of tithe. It is an impolitic and impoverishing
impost condemned by Mr. Pitt and every statesman of eminence,
and the only miracle is that it has been so long upheld. The attempt
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to confound rent with tithe is monstrous. One is as much private
property as the wages of the operative, and every one, rich or poor,
is alike interested in maintaining its inviolability. The difference
between them is almost as great as that between useful industry
and downright robbery; or the sinecure of lord Ellenborough and
the salary of an efficient servant of the public.

The most difficult part of the question is the settlement of existing
interests. A substantial difference has always appeared to us to
subsist between the claims of the clerical and lay-tithe owner, and
we have expressed as much on a former occasion (p. 91). Beyond a
life interest we imagine no one would claim a compensation for the
clergy, and even for this it would be fair to accept a compromise. 1t
is a plain case of bankruptcy, and in lieu of receiving the full value
they must be content with a dividend. If such is their lot, they will
not be alone in misfortune. What a sinking in the condition of most
classes at this moment, and how many fortunes have been cut from
under the possessors within the last twenty years! What
fluctuations have been wrought by changes in the currency, the
introduction of machinery, and improvements in mercantile law!
The clergy cannot expect to be exempt from the vicissitudes of life.
They ought, themselves, to practise the precepts of resignation it
has been their duty to inculcate in others, and place their affections
on treasures more enduring than temporal possessions.

If the occupation of the clergy be gone, it is their own fault, and
they have only themselves to blame. Government has always been
prompt to lend its aid to support the ecclesiastical establishment;
but the days are past when the “arm of flesh” could be put forth to
control the religious faith of a nation. The basis of the contract
between Church and State is that the latter shall afford protection,
on condition the former affords spiritual instruction, to the people.
If, however, the people secede from the established communion, or
if its ministers, from want of zeal—correct discipline—or soundness
of doctrine—fail to make converts of the community over which
they are the appointed pastors; why, then, it may be reasonably
inferred that as the duties have ceased, or failed to be discharged,
the stipends annexed to them ought to cease also; or, at least, the
servants of the fallen or abandoned worship ought only to be paid
temporary allowances—as was the case with the Catholic clergy at
the Reformation—till such time as they can adjust themselves to
the altered circumstances of society.

A consideration of a peculiar nature tends to augment the
difficulties of this embarrassing subject, and the apprehensions
naturally felt by many at the sinking state of the Irish protestant
establishment. By the articles of Union the churches of the two
kingdoms are united into one episcopal church, under the
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denomination of “the United Church of England and Ireland.” It
was no doubt esteemed good policy in the framers of this great
legislative measure to support the weakness of one church by the
strength of the other; but in the existing circumstances of the two
countries it is likely the English hierarchy will consider it true
wisdom to imitate the example of a certain order of the creation,
remarkable for prescience of coming calamites, and endeavour to
scape from so perilous an alliance!
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THE EXTRAORDINARY Black Book.
CHURCH OF ENGLAND.

Religion and the institution of property, the pursuits of science,
literature, and commerce have greatly benefited the human race.
Christianity is peculiarly the worship of the people: among them it
originated, and to the promotion of their welfare its precepts are
especially directed. Under the influence of its dogmas the pride of
man is rebuked, the prejudices of birth annihilated, and the equal
claim to honour and enjoyment of the whole family of mankind
impartially admitted.

Men of liberal principles have sometimes shown themselves hostile
to the Gospel; forgetting, apparently, that it has been the handmaid
of civilization, and that for a long time it mitigated, and, finally,
greatly aided in breaking the yoke of feudality. They are shocked at
the corruptions of the popular faith, and hastily confound its
genuine principles with the intolerance of Bigotry, the oppression
of tithes, the ostentation of prelacy, and the delinquencies of its
inferior agents, who pervert a humble and consoling dispensation
into an engine of pride, gain, and worldliness. In spite, however, of
these adulterations, the most careless observer cannot deny the
generally beneficial influence of the Christian doctrine, in
promoting decorum and equality of civil rights, in spreading a spirit
of peace, charity, and universal benevolence.

As education becomes more diffused, the ancillary power of the
best of creeds will become less essential to the well-being of
society. Religions have mostly had their origin in our depravity and
ignorance; they have been the devices of man’s primitive
legislators, who sought, by the creations of the imagination, to
control the violence of his passions, and satisfy an urgent curiosity
concerning the phenomena by which he is surrounded. But the
progress of science and sound morals renders superfluous the arts
of illusion; inventions, which are suited only to the nursery, or an
imperfect civilization, are superseded; and men submitting to the
guidance of reason instead of fear, the dominion of truth, unmixed
with error, is established on the ruins of priestcraft.
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Even now may be remarked the advance of society towards a more
dignified and rational organization. The infallibility of popes, the
divine right of kings, and the privileges of aristocracy, have lost
their influence and authority: they once formed a sort of secular
religion, and were among the many delusions by which mankind
have been plundered and enslaved. Superstition, too, is gradually
fading away by shades; and it is not improbable it may entirely
vanish, ceasing to be an object of interest, further than as a
singular trait in the moral history of the species. Formerly, all sects
were bigots, ready to torture and destroy their fellow-creatures in
the vain effort to enforce uniformity of belief; now, the fervour of all
is so far attenuated, as to admit not only of dissent, but equality of
claim to civil immunities. The next dilution in pious zeal is obvious.
Universal toleration is the germ of indifference; and this last the
forerunner of an entire oblivion of spiritual faith. Such appears the
natural death of ecclesiastical power; it need not to be hastened by
the rude and premature assaults of Infidelity, which only shock
existing prejudices, without producing conviction: while the
priesthood continue to aid the civil magistrate, their authority will
be respected; but when, from the diffusion of science, new motives
for the practice of virtue and the maintenance of social institutions
are generally established, the utility of their functions will cease to
be recognized.

Sensible men of all ages have treated with respect the established
worship of the people. If so unfortunate as to disbelieve in its divine
origin, they at least classed it among the useful institutions
necessary to restrain the passions of the multitude. This was the
predominant wisdom of the Roman government. Speaking of this
great empire, in its most triumphant exaltation, Gibbon says, “The
policy of the emperors and the senate, as far as it concerned
religion, was happily seconded by the reflections of the
enlightened, and by the habits of the superstitious part of their
subjects. The various modes of worship which prevailed in the
known world were all considered by the people as equally true; by
the philosopher as equally false; and by the magistrate as equally
useful. And thus toleration produced not only mutual indulgence,
but even religious concord.”* Further on he continues,
“Notwithstanding the fashionable irreligion which prevailed in the
age of the Antonines, both the interests of priests and the credulity
of the people were sufficiently respected. In their writings and
conversation, the philosophers asserted the independent dignity of
reason; but they resigned their actions to the command of law and
custom. Viewing with a smile of pity the various errors of the
vulgar, they diligently practised the ceremonies of their fathers,
devoutly frequented the temple of the gods, and, sometimes
condescending to act a part on the theatre of superstition, they
concealed the sentiments of the atheist under the sacerdotal robes.
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Reasoners of such a temper were scarcely inclined to wrangle
about their respective modes of faith or of worship. It was
indifferent to them what shape the folly of the multitude might
choose to assume; and they approached with the same inward
contempt and the same external reverence the altars of the Libyan,
the Olympian, or the Capitoline Jupiter.”

Can it be supposed the statesmen and teachers of the nineteenth
century are less adroit and sagacious than those of pagan Rome?
Can it be supposed those whose minds have been enlightened by
foreign travel, who have witnessed the conflict of opposite creeds,
and who have escaped the mental bondage of cloisters and colleges
in the freedom of general intercourse, are less penetrating than the
magnates of the ancient world? Like them too, they will be equally
politic in maintaining an outward respect for the errors of the
vulgar. In the prevailing worship they recognize an useful auxiliary
to civil government; prosecuting no one for dissent, it can as little
offend the philosopher as politician; and the topics of all-absorbing
interest it holds forth to every class, divert the vast majority from
too intense a contemplation of sublunary misfortunes, or from the
painful contrast of their privations with the usurpations and
advantages of their superiors.

The policy of governing nations by enlightening the few and
hoodwinking the many; is of very old standing. It is strongly
inculcated by Machiavel in his Prince, and Dugald Stewart
remarks, that public men of the present day mostly hold the
double-doctrine* that is, they have one set of principles which they
openly profess in complacence to the multitude, and another,
comprising their real sentiments, which they keep to themselves, or
confide to intimate friends. The result of this sinister policy may be
constantly remarked in the proceedings of legislative assemblies: in
the discussion of questions bearing on the social interests,
especially such as involve the principles of government, the theory
of morals, or population, there is invariably maintained a
conventional latitude, beyond which if any one trespass, it is
deemed more creditable to his sincerity than understanding. It is
only the vain and superficial who unreservedly assail popular
opinions, and prophane with invective and ribaldry the sanctities of
religion. Such rash controversialists are ignorant of the points
d’appui upon which the welfare and harmony of society depend;
and though it may happen that honour, philanthropy, or patriotism
be sufficient guarantees for the discharge of social duties by some,
there are others whose turpitude can only be restrained by the fear
of Tyburn or Tartarus. Hence theological inquiries have lost much
of their interest, and are, in fact, placed beyond the pale of
discussion. The mysteries of religion are well understood by the
intelligent of all classes; it is considered for the good of society that
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some should “believe and tremble,” while others enjoy, in private,
the consciousness of superior light; and to those who impugn and
to those who dogmatise in matters of faith, the same indulgence is
extended as to well-meaning disputants, who utter, as new
discoveries, commonplace or self-evident truths.

Having made these general observations on the utility of religion,
considered as a civil institution for the government of mankind
during a period of ignorance, we shall proceed to our more
immediate object—an exposition of the Established Church of this
country.

In our elucidations of this important inquiry, it is not our intention
to interfere with the doctrines of the national religion. We have
heard that there are more than one hundred different sects of
Christians: so it would be highly presumptuous in mere laymen to
decide which of these multifarious modes of worship is most
consonant to the Scripture. A certain Protestant Archbishop said,
“Popery was only a religion of knaves and fools;” therefore, let us
hope the Church of England, to which the Right Reverend Prelate
belonged, comprises the honest and enlightened. The main purpose
of our inquiries, is not the dogmas, but the temporalities of the
Church. To us the great possessions of the clergy have long
appeared an immense waste, which wanted surveying and
enclosing, if not by act of parliament, by the act of the people. Like
some of our political institutions, the excellence of our religious
establishment has been greatly over-rated; it has been described as
the most perfect in Europe; yet we are acquainted with none in
which abuses are more prevalent, in which there is so little real
piety, and in which the support of public worship is so vexatious
and oppressive to the community.

Most countries on the Continent have reformed their church
establishments: wherever a large property had accumulated in the
hands of the clergy, such property has been applied to the service
of the nation; and we are now the only people who have a large
mass of ecclesiastical wealth appropriated to the maintenance of an
indolent and luxurious priesthood. Even in papal Rome the church
property has been sold to pay the national debt; so that far more
property belonging to the clergy is to be found in any part of
England of equal extent than in the Roman state. The cardinals of
Rome, the bishops, canons, abbotts, and abbesses, have no longer
princely revenues. A cardinal who formerly had thousands has now
only four or five hundred pounds a-year. Residence is strictly
enforced, and no such thing as pluralities is known; the new
proprietors of the Church estates live on them and improve them to
the best advantage. In France, there has been a still greater
ecclesiastical reformation. Before the Revolution the clergy formed
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one fifty-second part of the population. The total number of
ecclesiastics, in 1789, was estimated at 460,000, and their
revenues at £7,400,000. At present the total number of
ecclesiastics of all ranks, Protestant and Catholic, is about 40,000,
and their total incomes £1,460,000.* Throughout Germany and
Italy there have been great reforms in spiritual matters; the
property of the church has been sold or taxed for the use of the
state, and the enormous incomes of the higher have been more
equally shared among the lower order of the clergy. In the
Netherlands, the charges for religion, which supply the wants of
the whole community, except those of a few Jews, do not, in the
whole, exceed £252,000, or 10d. per head per annum, for a
population of six millions.* Even in Spain, under the most weak and
bigotted government, ecclesiastical reform has made progress. A
large portion of the produce of tithe is annually appropriated to the
exigences of the State, and the policy adopted of late has
dispossessed the clergy of their wealth; and this body, formerly so
influential, is now lightly esteemed, and very moderately endowed.

Wherever these reforms have been made, they have been
productive of the most beneficial effects; they have been favourable
to religion and morality, to the real interests of the people, and
even to the interests of the great body of the clergy themselves;
they have broken the power of an order of men at all times cruel
and tyrannical, at all times opposed to reform, to the progress of
knowledge, and the most salutary ameliorations; they have diffused
a spirit of toleration among all classes, removed the restrictions
imposed by selfish bigotry, and opened an impartial career to virtue
and talent in all orders; they have spread plenty in the land by
unfettering the efforts of capital and industry, paid the debts of
nations, and converted the idle and vicious into useful citizens.
Wherever these changes have been introduced, they have been
gratefully received by the People, and well they might; for with
such changes their happiness is identified, liberty and intelligence
diffused.

To England, however, the spirit of ecclesiastical improvement has
not yet extended; though usually foremost in reform, we are now
behind all nations in our ecclesiastical establishment; though the
Church of England is ostentatiously styled the reformed Church, it
is, in truth, the most unreformed of all the churches. Popery, in
temporal matters at least, is a more reformed religion than Church
of Englandism. There is no state, however debased by superstition,
where the clergy enjoy such prodigious wealth. The revenues of our
priesthood exceed the public revenues of either Austria or Prussia.
We complain of the poor-rates, of superannuation charges, of the
army and navy, of overgrown salaries and enormous sinecures; but
what are all these abuses, grievous as they are, to the abuses of our
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church establishment, to the sinecure wealth of the bishops,
dignitaries, and aristocratical rectors and incumbents? It is said,
and we believe truly, that the clergymen of the Church of England
and Ireland receive, in the year, more money than the clergy of all
the rest of the Christian world put together. The clergy of the
United Church cost at least seven times more than the whole of the
clergy of France, Catholic and Protestant, while in France there is
a population of 32,000,000; whereas, of the 24,000,000 of people
comprising the population of our islands, less than one-third, or
8,000,000, are hearers of the Established Religion.

Such a system, it is not possible, can endure. While reform and
reduction are in progress in other departments, it is not likely the
clergy should remain in undisturbed enjoyment of their
possessions. To protect them from inquiry, they have neither
prescriptive right nor good works to plead. As a body they have
not, latterly, been remarkable for their /earning, nor some of them
for exalted notions of morality. It would be unfair to judge any class
from individual examples; but it is impossible to open the
newspapers without being struck by the repeated details of clerical
delinquency. When there is an instance of magisterial oppression,
or flagrant offence, it is almost surprising if some father in God,
some very reverend dean, or some other reverend and holy person,
be not accused or suspected. In this respect they resemble the
clergy of the Church of Rome before the Reformation. It is known
that the catholic priesthood in the fourteenth century exceeded all
other classes in the licentiousness of their lives, their oppression,
and rapacity; it is known, too, that their vices arose from the
immense wealth they enjoyed, and that this wealth was the
ultimate cause of their downfal.

It is not to the credit of the established clergy, that their names
have been associated with the most disastrous measures in the
history of the country. To the latest period of the first war against
American independence, they were, next to George III. its most
obstinate supporters; out of the twenty-six English Bishops, Shipley
was the only prelate who voted against the war-faction.* To the
commencement and protracted duration of the French
revolutionary war, they were mainly instrumental; till they sounded
the ecclesiastical drum in every parish, there was no disposition to
hostilities on the part of the people; it was only by the unfounded
alarms they disseminated, respecting the security of property and
social institutions, the contest was made popular. In this, too, the
episcopal bench was pre-eminent. Watson was the only bishop who
ventured to raise his voice against the French crusade, and he,
finding his opposition to the court fixed him in the poorest see in
the kingdom, in the latter part of his life appeared to waver in his
integrity. In supporting measures for restraining the freedom of
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discussion, and for interdicting to different sects of religionists a
free participation in civil immunities, they have mostly been
foremost.

Uniformly in the exercise of legislative functions, our spiritual
lawmakers have evinced a spirit hostile to improvement, whether
political, judicial, or domestic, and shown a tenacious adherence to
whatever is barbarous, oppressive, or demoralizing in our public
administration. The African slave-trade was accompanied by so
many circumstances of cruelty and injustice, that it might have
been thought the Bishops would have been the most forward in
their endeavours to effect its abolition. Yet the fact is quite the
contrary. They constantly supported that infamous traffic, and so
marked was their conduct in this respect, that Lord Eldon was led,
on one occasion, to declare that the commerce in human bodies
could not be so inconsistent with Christianity as some had
supposed, otherwise it would never have been so steadily
supported by the right reverend prelates. The efforts of Sir Samuel
Romilly and others to mitigate the severity of the Criminal Code
never received any countenance or support from the Bishops. But
the climax of their legislative turpitude consists in their conduct on
the first introduction of the Reform Bill. Setting aside the political
advantages likely to result from this great measure, one of its
obvious consequences was the destruction of the shameless
immoralities and gross perjuries committed in parliamentary
elections. Yet the Heads of the Church, in their anti-reform
speeches, never once adverted to this improvement; their fears
appeared chiefly to centre on the ulterior changes in our
institutions which might flow from the Bill, and which might involve
a sacrifice of their inordinate emoluments, and under this
apprehension they voted against the people and reform.

Public education is a subject that appears to have peculiar claims
on the attention of the clergy; unless indeed, as instructors of the
people, their functions are extremely unimportant, and certainly, in
this world, do not entitle them to much remuneration. Yet this is a
duty they have generally neglected. Had not a jealousy of the
Dissenters roused them into activity, neither the Bell nor Lancaster
plans of instruction would have been encouraged by them. A
similar feeling appears to have actuated them in the foundation of
King’s College, in which their object is not so much the diffusion of
knowledge, as the maintenance of their influence, by setting up a
rival establishment to the London University. In short, they have
generally manifested either indifference or open hostility to the
enlightenment of the people, and, in numerous instances of
eleemosynary endowments, they have appropriated to their own
use the funds bequeathed for popular tuition.
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So little connexion is there between the instruction of the people
and the Church establishment, that it may be stated as a general
rule that the ignorance and degradation of the labouring classes
throughout England are uniformly greatest where there are the
most clergy, and that the people are most intelligent and
independent where there are the fewest clergy. Norfolk and
Suffolk, for instance, are pre-eminently parsons’ counties; Norfolk
has 731 parishes, and Suffolk 510. Yet it has been publicly affirmed,
by those well-informed on the subject,* that so far as instruction
goes, the peasantry of these two counties are as ignorant as
“Indian savages.” The same observation will apply to the southern
and midland counties, which have been the chief scene of fires and
popular tumults, and where the people have been debased by the
maladministration of the poor-laws. Compare the state of these
districts with that of the north of England, in which it is generally
admitted the people are best instructed and most intelligent, and
where, from the great extent of parishes, they can have little
intercourse with the parsons. Cumberland has 104 parishes,
Durham 75, Northumberland 88, Westmoreland 32, Lancaster 70,
West-Riding of Yorkshire 193, Chester 90. It appears that Norfolk
alone has a great many more parsons than all these northern
counties, containing about one-third of the population of the
kingdom. In Lancashire there are only 70 parsons for a million and
a half of people; yet so little detriment have they suffered from the
paucity of endowed pastors, that barristers generally consider the
intelligence of a Lancashire common jury equal to that of a special
jury of most counties.

A feeling of charity is the great beauty of Christianity; it is, indeed,
the essence of all virtue, for, if real, it imports a sympathy with the
privations of others divested of selfish considerations. The rich and
prosperous do not need this commiseration; if they are not happy, it
is their own fault, resulting from their artificial desires and ill-
regulated passions. But the poor, without the means of comfortable
subsistence, have scarcely a chance of happiness, though equally
entitled with others to share in the enjoyments of life. It is the
especial duty of the clergy to mitigate extreme inequalities in the
lot of their fellow-creatures. Yet it is seldom their labours are
directed to so truly a Christian object; though wallowing in wealth,
a large portion of which is the produce of funds originally intended
for the destitute and unfortunate, they manifest little sympathy in
human wretchedness. As a proof of their ordinary callousness, it
may be instanced that, at the numerous public meetings to relieve
the severe distress of the Irish, in 1822, not a single Irish bishop
attended, when it was notorious the immense sums abstracted by
that class from the general produce of the country had been a
prominent cause of the miseries of the people.
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The clergy might be usefully employed in explaining to popular
conviction the causes of the privations of the people, and in
enforcing principles more conducive to their comfort and
independence. In the agricultural districts, where their authority is
least disputed, and where the sufferings of the inhabitants are
greatest, such a course might be pursued under peculiar
advantages. Their remissness in this respect is less excusable,
since they are relieved from cares which formerly engaged anxious
attention. In the time of Hoadley, Barrow, and Tillotson, much of
the zeal and talent of the church was consumed in theological
controversy: the removal of civil disqualifications has tended to
assuage the fervour of ecclesiastical disputation, and the clergy
have only tithes, not dogmas, to defend. This tendency to religious
tranquillity has been also promoted by the indifference of the
people, who discovered that little fruit was to be reaped from
polemical disquisitions, which, like the researches of
metaphysicians, tended to perplex rather than enlighten. Men now
derive their religions as they do parochial settlements, either from
their parents or birth-place, and seldom, in after life, question the
creed, whether sectarian or orthodox, which has been implanted in
infancy. The all-subduing influence of early credulity is proverbial.
Once place a dogma in the catechism, and it becomes stereotyped
for life, and is never again submitted to the ordeal of examination.

By education most have been misled,

So they believe because they so were bred;
The priest continues what the nurse began,
And thus the child imposes on the man!

—Hind and Panther:

It is the inefficiency of the clergy as public teachers, the hurtful
influence they have exerted on national affairs, and their inertness
in the promotion of measures of general utility, that induce men to
begrudge the immense revenue expended in their support, and
dispose them to a reform in our ecclesiastical establishment. To the
Church of England, in the abstract, we have no weighty objection
to offer; and should be sorry to see her spiritual functions
superseded by those of any other sect by which she is surrounded.
Our dislike originates in her extreme oppressiveness on the people,
and her unjust dealings towards the most deserving members of
her own communion. To the enormous amount of her temporalities,
and abuses in their administration, we particularly demur. It is
unseemly, we think, and inconsistent with the very principles and
purposes of Christianity, to contemplate lofty prelates with £20,000
or £40,000 a-year, elevated on thrones, living sumptuously in
splendid palaces, attended by swarms of menials, gorgeously
attired, and of priests to wait upon their persons, emulating the
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proudest nobles, and even taking precedence of them in all the
follies of heraldry. Beneath them are crowds of sinecure dignitaries
and incumbents, richly provided with worldly goods, the wealthiest
not even obliged to reside among their flocks; and those who reside
not compelled to do any one act of duty beyond providing and
paying a miserable deputy just enough to keep him from starving.
Contrasted with the preceding, is a vast body of poor laborious
ministers, doing all the work, and receiving less than the pay of a
common bricklayer or Irish hodman: but the whole assemblage,
both rich and poor, paid so as to be a perpetual burthen upon the
people, and to wage, of necessity, a ceaseless strife with those
whom they ought to comfort, cherish, and instruct.

These are part of the abuses to which we object, and which we are
about to expose; and as we intend our exposition to be complete, it
may be proper to state the order in which the several subjects will
be treated.

1. We shall inquire into the origin and tenure of Church-property,
clearly showing that Church-property is public property, originally
intended for, and now available to public uses.

2. We shall inquire into the tenure of patronial immunities; exhibit
the present state of Church-patronage, and show, by examples, its
abuses and perversion to political and family interests.

3. We shall expose the system of Pluralities, Non-residence, and
other abuses in Church Discipline.

4. We shall treat on the enormous Revenues of the Established
Clergy, from tithes, church-lands, surplice-fees, public charities,
Easter-offerings, rents of pews, and other sources.

5. We shall detail some extraordinary examples of Clerical Rapacity,
exemplified in the conduct of the higher clergy, in regard to Queen
Ann’s Bounty, and of the Clergy generally, as regards First Fruits,
Moduses, and Tithes in London.

6. We shall advert to the history, origin, and defects of the Church
Liturgy.

7. We shall compare the Numbers, Wealth, Moral and Educational
efficiency of the Protestant Dissenters with the Established Clergy.

8. We shall inquire,—Who would be benefited by a Reform in the
Church Establishment?

Lastly, we shall give a statement of the Incomes of the Bishoprics
and principal Dignities, and an Alphabetical List of Pluralists in
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England and Wales, showing the number of livings and other
preferments held by each individual, the names of their patrons,
their family connexions, and influence.
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I.

ORIGIN AND TENURE OF CHURCH
PROPERTY.

A late dignitary of the church, the Rev. Dr. Cove, inclines to the idea
that the consecration of a tenth part to the clergy was the
consequence of “some unrecorded revelation made to Adam;”
which, he says, is not only “a most rational, but the most probable
solution” of the origin of tithes. To what parish church Adam paid
his tithe, this zealous partizan of the establishment has left
unascertained; if Adam paid tithe, he must have paid it to himself,
or a very near relation,—a practice which, if tolerated in his
descendants, would render them less averse from the impost,
though it might be far from advantageous to the church
establishment.

The only people who can pretend to place the right to tithe on
divine authority are the Jews; but such a right, if it ever existed
among them, certainly ceased with their theocracy. The Jews of this
day pay no tithes for the support of their rabbis; nor, indeed, have
any tithes been paid by this nation since the destruction of the
Temple and consequent dispersion of the tribe of Levi.

It is so inconsistent with reason, that it may be almost affirmed to
be an unquestionable fact, that there never was a religion, either
Jew or Gentile, which could legally claim for its maintenance a
tenth part of the yearly produce of land and labour. For the clergy
to be entitled to a tenth, they ought to form one-tenth of the
population; but there never was a mode of worship which required
one-tenth of the people to be teachers and ministers. The tribe of
Levi had a tenth, because they formed a tenth of the population,
and had no other inheritance; but Aaron and his sons had only a
tenth of that tenth; so that the clergy received no more than the
hundredth part, the remainder being for other uses, for the rest of
the Levites, for the poor, the stranger, the widow, the orphan, and
the temple.

Christianity contains less authority for tithe than Judaism. Jesus
Christ ordained no such burden; and in no part of his history is any
compulsory provision for the maintenance of the clergy mentioned.
Both our Saviour and his Apostles unceasingly taught poverty and
humility to their followers, and contempt of worldly goods. Hear
their exhortations: “Carry neither scrip nor shoes; into whatever
house ye enter, say, Peace.” “Take no care of what ye shall eat, nor
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what ye shall drink, nor for your bodies what ye shall put on.”
“Beware of covetousness; seek not what ye shall eat, but seek the
kingdom of God.” “Give alms; provide yourselves with bags that
wax not old, a treasure in Heaven that faileth not.” Again,
“Distribute unto the poor, and seek treasures in Heaven.” And,
again, “Take care that your hearts be not charged with surfeiting
and drunkenness, and the cares of this life.”

In all this there is no authority for tithing, and the fathers of the
Church were equally hostile to this species of extortion. The council
of Antioch, in the fourth century, allowed the bishops to distribute
the goods of the Church, but to have no part to themselves. “Have
food and raiment, be therewith content,” says the canon. It was
only as real Christianity declined, that tithing began. When the
simple worship of Christ was corrupted by the adoption of Jewish
and Pagan ceremonies; when the saints and martyrs were put in
the room of the heathen deities; when the altars, the bishops,
prebends, and other corruptions were introduced; then tithes
commenced, to support the innovations on the primitive faith.

It is impossible to ascertain exactly the period when tithes were
first introduced into this country. During the first ages of the
Church, its ministers were supported by charity, by oblations, and
voluntary gifts. According to Blackstone, the first mention of tithes
in any written English law is in a constitutional decree made in a
synod held A.D. 786, wherein the payment of tithes is generally
enjoined. But this was no law, merely a general recommendation,
and did not, at first, bind the laity. They are next mentioned in the
Feedus Edwardi et Guthurni, or treaty agreed upon between King
Guthrun, the Dane, and Alfred and his son Edward the elder,
successive kings of England, about the year 900. Guthrun being a
Pagan, it was thought necessary to provide for the subsistence of
the Christian clergy under his dominion; accordingly the payment
of tithes was enjoined, and a penalty imposed for its non-
observance; which law is countenanced by the laws of Athelstan,
and this, according to the Commentator, is all that can be traced
out with regard to their legal origin.* In fact, this inquiry, like all
others into the early constitutional history of the country, is
involved in darkness and contradiction. We are not even
satisfactorily informed of the origin of the civil divisions of the
kingdom into counties, hundreds, and parishes. These have been
commonly ascribed to Alfred; but the researches of late writers
have traced them to a period of much earlier date.

One thing, however, is certain as regards tithes, namely, that in
England, in France, and, probably, in all Christian countries, they
were divided into four portions: one for the bishop, one for the
poor, one for the repair of the church, and one for the priest. A late

PLL v7.0 (generated September, 2013) 35 http://oll.libertyfund.org/title/2539



Online Library of Liberty: The Black Book: An Exposition of Abuses in Church
and State

writer* attempts to controvert the fourfold division of parochial
tithes; but the fact rests upon such unquestionable authority, that it
may be deemed a truth placed beyond dispute. Without digressing
into any learned research, it may be observed that the
quadrupartite division of tithes is still retained in many parishes in
Ireland; a point which appears to have been overlooked by the
reviewer. In the Diocesan Returns to Parliament in 1820, the bishop
of Clonfert and Kilmacduagh and the bishop of Kildare remarked
that in their dioceses is preserved the old episcopal establishment
of the quarta pars; that is, a portion of the parochial tithes out of
every parish is payable to the bishop.

The right of the poor to share in the tithe is established by the
tenor of ancient statutes made to protect them from the
consequences of the appropriation of parishes by spiritual
corporations. After these appropriations had been effected, the
religious houses were wont to depute one of their own body to
perform divine service in those parishes of which the societies had
become possessed of the tithes. This officiating minister was in
reality no more than the curate or vicar of the appropriators,
receiving from them an arbitrary stipend. Under this system the
poor suffered so much, that the legislature was obliged to
interpose, and, accordingly, the 15 Rich. II. c. 6 provides, that in all
appropriations of churches the diocesan shall order a competent
sum to be distributed among the poor parishioners annually; and
that the vicar shall be sufficiently endowed. “It seems,” says
Blackstone, “the parishes were frequently sufferers, not only by the
want of divine service, but also by withholding those alms for
which, among other purposes, the payment of tithes was originally
Imposed; and, therefore, in this act, a pension is directed to be
distributed among the poor parochians as well as a sufficient
stipend to the vicar.”t

One or two facts well attested are better than a hundred ingenious
deductions and learned conjectures. What we have advanced not
only establishes the original fourfold division of parochial tithes,
but also the right of the poor to a portion of them. It also
incidentally establishes another fact deserving attention, in
showing the falsity of those representations made, from time to
time, of the charity and hospitality of the abbeys and monasteries.
By masses and obits and other sanctimonious pretexts, the monks
possessed themselves of a large number of the benefices in the
kingdom; instead of applying the revenues of these to the purposes
of religion and charity, they perverted them to the enriching of
their own fraternities, and a compulsory act of the legislature was
necessary to compel them to restore to the poor a portion of their
rights, and allow a decent maintenance to the parish priest. The
little charity of the religious houses might be inferred from the
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general principles of human nature without the aid of facts. It is
notorious that they had become the abodes of luxury, indolence,
and crime. Who would expect from societies so depraved, either
charity or hospitality? The rich, the sensual, and vicious, rarely
sympathise with indigence. For their own ease, and, as a motive to
indifference, they are mostly prompt to calumniate the poor with
unjust aspersions, and represent a lively zeal in their welfare,
either as undeserved or mistaken benevolence.

The practice of appropriating livings was first introduced by the
Normans; and within three hundred years after, the monks had
become the proprietors of one-third of all the benefices in the
kingdom, and these for the most part the richest. At the dissolution
of the religious houses by the 27 and 31 Hen. VIII. these benefices,
by the common law, would have been disappropriated, had not a
clause been inserted in these statutes to give them to the King in as
ample a manner as the abbots, &c. had held the same at the time of
their dissolution. Having thus become the proprietor of one-third of
the benefices as well as all the plate, revenues and wealth of the
abbeys, the manner in which this monarch disposed of the treasure
he had acquired accounts for the present state of ecclesiastical
property. With a part of it he founded new bishoprics, colleges, and
deaneries; large masses of it he gave to courtiers and noblemen; a
portion he retained in his own hands, and the remainder applied to
the maintenance of the reformed religion. Individuals,
corporations, and colleges, who obtained grants from the Crown,
obtained, also, all the rights annexed to them; and the present
proprietors of the abbey-lands are proprietors of the tithes and
benefices formerly attached to these lands. Hence it is so large a
portion of the tithes are in the hands of laymen. It is calculated
there are 3845 impropriations in England; that is, benefices, in the
hands of persons not engaged in the service of religion, but who
receive the great tithes, leaving only the vicarial tithes or other
minor endowments for the maintenance of the incumbent,

The effect on society of this new disposition of ecclesiastical
property has been differently represented by writers. Discontent is
inseparable from the reform of every established practice and
institution. Those who profit by abuses, and those who are
benefited by their removal must view in different lights and hold
forth different representations of measures by which they are
oppositely affected. With the dissatisfaction of the monastic orders,
there can be no surprise; their condition was that of drones forced
from the hives in which they had devoured in idleness the fruits of
others’ industry; but the dissatisfaction of other classes cannot be
so readily explained. Mr. Hallam states that the summary abolition
of the religious houses led to the great northern rebellion:* it is
certain from the popular ballads of the time, this important
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measure was a subject of regret to the lower orders; and old Harry
Jenkins laments that “those days were over in which he used to be
invited to the Lord Abbot’s chamber, to feast on a quarter of a yard
of roast beef and wassail in a black jack.” Two reasons may be
assigned for the existence of this feeling; either it may be ascribed
to the cessation of the almsgiving and hospitality of the conventual
bodies, or to the general ignorance of the people. The limited
extent of the former has been already shown; if the populace could
be conciliated by such miserable charity as we have adverted to,
their fatuity may be likened to that of the multitude in more recent
times, who are often blinded to their just claims by doles of soup or
salt fish, or a bonus of 100 guineas out of an enormous civil list.
The extreme ignorance of the people was, doubtless, the principal
cause of their hostility to the reformation, and disqualified them
from duly estimating the advantages likely to ensue from so great a
revolution. While the people continue unenlightened, they must
always be subject to their superiors, or those who possess influence
enough to delude or direct them. The Forty-Shilling freeholders of
Ireland were the alternate slaves of aristocratic landlords and
fanatic priests, and in the votes they gave at the instigation of each,
as well as in the tameness with which they submitted to be
disfranchised, they have manifested a like rational view of their
ultimate interests. The monks of the time of Henry VIII. were not
less omnipotent over the multitude than the priests of Ireland, or
those of Spain and Portugal; under the influence of the former the
populace sung out whatever note they were directed; and,
unquestionably, such views of the tendency of the reformation
would be impressed upon them as best accorded with the interests
of their spiritual guides.

To this cause we ascribe the popular feeling as regards the
dissolution of monastic establishments. The same spirit opposed
the opening of turnpike-roads, and the introduction of the cow-pox
and machinery. But it is extremely erroneous to maintain that the
Reformation was not a great blessing to the country, and tended,
most essentially, to better the condition of the working classes. Had
popery (such popery we mean as existed at that day) continued the
established religion, the present condition of the people would have
been no better than that of the degraded rabble who have restored
Don Miguel and Don Ferdinand, and whose miseries, in spite of the
almsgiving and hospitality of convents, are sufficiently acute to
prevent an increase in their numbers. From the general poverty of
the Peninsula, and the state of its agriculture, commerce, and
population, fettered and oppressed by aristocratic, ecclesiastic, and
corporate immunities, we may form an idea of what England would
have been without the Reformation. Knowledge was incompatible
with the power of the monks, whose influence was founded on the
general belief of miracles, the sanctity of relics, and other pious
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frauds, to which popular illumination would have been fatal.
Without, therefore, the excitement produced by their dispersion,
and the freedom of discussion with which it was accompanied, the
people would have remained intellectually debased; their ignorance
was necessary to the ascendancy of those in whose hands they
were, and of course they would have been kept in that state, and
withheld from the only means by which their condition in society
could be ameliorated. If more substantial benefits have not resulted
from the Reformation, it may be easily traced to other causes. That
great event certainly put the people in possession, by removing the
mental incubus of a degrading superstition, of the most powerful
instrument, by which they can be obtained.

It is to be regretted that, at the dissolution of the abbeys, the
immense revenue at the disposal of the Crown was not
appropriated in a manner more advantageous to the community.
One of the great evils in our social economy is the unequal division
of property—the vast masses in which it is accumulated by entails
and rights of primogeniture in the hands of individuals. This evil
was aggravated by transferring the endowments of the monks to
the aristocracy, and thus was lost a favourable juncture for
obtaining better security for the liberties of the people, by a more
equal partition of proprietary influence. Instead of wasting the
spoils of the church on rapacious courtiers, it might have been
appropriated, as in Scotland, to the establishment of a system of
parochial education; or, it might have been applied to sustain the
dignity of the Crown, or defray the charges of government without
burthening the people, or to other undertakings of general and
permanent interest. Of the magnitude of the opportunity thrown
away, we may form some idea from the almost incredible wealth of
the monastic institutions.

Of the annual value of 388 religious houses, we have no estimate;
but, computing the value of these in the same proportion, as of the
653 of which we have the returns, the total revenue of the 1041
houses in England and Wales was £273,106:—a prodigious sum in
those days, if we consider the relative value of money, and the
smallness of the national income. But incredible as this revenue is,
it was only the reserved rents of manors and demesnes, without
including the tithes of appropriations, fines, heriots, renewals,
deodands, &c. which would probably have amounted to twice as
much. Upon good authority it is stated the clergy were proprietors
of seven-tenths of the whole kingdom; and, out of the three
remaining tenths, thus kindly left to king, lords, and commons,
were the four numerous orders of mendicants to be maintained,
against whom no gate could be shut, to whom no provision could be
denied, and from whom no secret could be concealed.

PLL v7.0 (generated September, 2013) 39 http://oll.libertyfund.org/title/2539



Online Library of Liberty: The Black Book: An Exposition of Abuses in Church
and State

Mr. Cobbett often amuses his readers by exclamations of
astonishment, in contemplating the splendid cathedrals of Lincoln,
Ely, Canterbury, and Winchester; considering them incontestable
evidence of the great wealth and population of the country at the
period of their erection. But it would be quite as correct for future
generations to refer to Windsor Castle or Buckingham Palace as
evidence of the general contentment and prosperity of the kingdom
under the government of the Boroughmongers. The fact is, it was
not necessary either the population or general wealth of the
community should be very great to enable the Catholic priesthood
to erect those magnificent, but comparatively useless, structures.
Pious souls! they had possessed themselves of nearly the whole
land and labour of the community, and would have grasped the
remainder, had it not been for the interference of the legislature.
Such have been the religious propensities of the English, at all
times, that the fervour of their piety has oftener required checking
than encouraging by their rulers. It was with this view the
Mortmain Act was passed, in the reign of Henry VII. which, by
prohibiting the bequest of property to the ecclesiastical bodies,
prevented the patrimony of almost every family in the kingdom
from being engulphed by the cunning and insatiable monks. Had
the vast amount of landed property acquired by spiritual
corporations, previously to the passing of this statute, remained
tied up in their hands, it must have formed an insuperable obstacle
to the development of the productive powers of the country, and
under such a system neither the riches nor numbers of the people
could have greatly augmented.

The statements of church property before the Reformation would
appear exaggerated, had we not illustrative proof in the present
state of Ireland and other countries. The mere remnant of the
estates of the church, now held by the Irish Protestant
Establishment, is calculated at two elevenths of the entire soil of
the kingdom. In Tuscany, before the French Revolution had
partially regenerated the dukedom, the priesthood was found, from
inquiries instituted by the grand duke, to enjoy seventeen parts in
twenty of the land. In Spain and Portugal, and in France, the
monopoly of the church was nearly as great.

But we shall now leave the subject. We could not treat on the origin
of church property in this country, without adverting to the changes
effected by the Reformation. We shall next advert to the tenure on
which the property of the church devolved, and continues to be
holden by our Protestant Establishment.

It seems almost a work of supererogation to set about proving that

the property of the established church is public property; the bare
terms of the proposition apparently involving the demonstration.
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What can be understood by an established church, but a church
endowed by the state, and, if so endowed, subordinate to the state,
and for the benefit thereof? This principle has been recognized in
every country in Europe. Wherever church property has been
interfered with, (and we know none where it has not been
interfered with,) it never appears to have been surmised that the
state had not only the power but the right to give a new disposition
to ecclesiastical endowments, either by appropriating them to the
maintenance of a different religion, or to the necessities of the
community. In England this power has been distinctly admitted, as
appears from the measures adopted at the Reformation: at that
period a commission was appointed to investigate the abuses of the
church; a return was made of the value of all monasteries and
religious houses, of parochial livings, episcopal and cathedral
dignities, and every other species of ecclesiastical revenue, and the
whole entered in a book, called Liber Regalis, or the King’s Book.
This important document has been recently reprinted by the
Commissioners of Public Records; it is the only authentic survey of
the revenues of the church; and the result was, as before
described, an entire new disposition of ecclesiastical property. No
claim appears to have been set up that the property was sacred,
and in every succeeding period it has been treated in a similar
manner. It has been always considered public property, and the
government, for the time being, whether a monarchy under a
Tudor, or a commonwealth under Cromwell, has always exercised
the right of applying it to secular uses, or to the maintenance of
whatever form of faith might be in vogue, whether Catholic,
Protestant, or Presbyterian.

Down to our own time the same principle has been constantly acted
upon by parliament. In the numerous acts of parliament, passed
within the last thirty years, for regulating the sale and exchange of
parsonage-houses and glebe-lands, of mortgages in cases of
buildings and repairs, church property is invariably treated as
public property, the ownership of which is vested in the State. Were
it not so, the legislature could have no more right to interfere in the
disposal of the property of the church than of the property of
private individuals. It could have no right to pass the act for
prohibiting the sale of spiritual preferment, by making it penal to
present to any benefice for money, gift, or reward. It could have no
right to pass the act, by which an incumbent is compelled to pay to
his curate the whole, or a proportionate part of the income of his
benefice. It could have no right to pass the Church-Building Acts,
authorizing the division of parishes, glebes, and tithes; nor the
various statutes for regulating the discipline of the clergy, by
compelling them to reside on their benefices, or refrain from
exercising any trade, or taking any farm of more than eighty acres
of land. It is never attempted by such legislative interference, to
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control the conduct and possessions of laymen. The possessor of an
estate can sell it to another in his lifetime, or, after his death,
bequeath it to posterity; but the clergy have no such power over
their possessions. They have at most only a life-interest; and even
of that they may be disinherited at the pleasure of their diocesan.
The tenure of their property is similar to that by which any public
servant holds the office of Secretary of State, or the Chancellorship
of the Exchequer.

The church is now as anxious to disown connexion with the state as
it formerly was to claim its alliance and protection. With this view
ingenious theories, for they are nothing more, have been put forth
to prove that ecclesiastical property has not been derived from any
public grant or concession. It has been alleged, for instance, that
tithes and other profits of ecclesiastical benefices were not derived
from the state, but from the bounty of private individuals, by whom
such benefices were founded and endowed. This assumption has
been refuted by Mr. Eagle in his admirable Legal Argument on
Tithes: he has proved by the most incontestable authorities, that
parochial tithes formed no part of the original endowment of
benefices; that the dowry of churches at the time of their
foundation consisted of house and glebe only, and that tithes were
subsequently assigned to incumbents by the state. But were it
otherwise, and could it be shewn that the gifts of individuals
formed part of the endowments of benefices, still the public nature
of the purposes to which they were appropriated has made them
the property of the public to the exclusion of all other claimants.

Others again attempt to defend the claims of the clergy, upon the
principle that they possess corporate rights, and hence contend
that though the existing race of bishops, deans, prebendaries,
rectors, and vicars might compromise their interests with the state,
they could have no power to enter into any arrangement for the
future, by which their successors might be deprived of the
reversion of church property.

To this it has been answered, that bodies politic and corporate are
civil institutions created by the law, and what the law has power to
create it has power to abrogate. Therefore if the legislature, in the
exercise of its undoubted right to dissolve by the law that which
was created by the law, should think fit to put an end to the
corporate capacity of the clergy, their right to the tithes and other
profits of their benefices would necessarily cease. For they could
not claim as individuals that which they had held and enjoyed in
their corporate capacity only. Their possessions would revert to the
state, from which they had been derived, to be disposed of in the
manner best calculated to promote the welfare of the nation.
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But it is useless to contend with mere legal fictions, shadows, and
assumptions. The entire argument on church tithes may be
comprised in a very small compass, and rests on recent and
indubitable authority. The tenure of ecclesiastical property was
prescribed by the Statutes of Dissolution at the time of the
Reformation. The legislature of that day made a new disposition of
the possessions of the church, and reserved to itself, and has
constantly exercised the power of altering that disposition in
future. Any title or claim of the clergy antecedent to these acts is
superseded on the well-known principle that posterior abrogate
prior laws. If the acts of Henry VIII. be invalid, if the parliament of
the sixteenth century be deemed to have exceeded its powers, what
would be the consequences? Why precisely those which have been
forcibly pointed out by Mr. Eagle. All the grantees, lay and
ecclesiastical, of the lands and tithes of the dissolved monasteries
would not have a shadow of a legal title, and therefore the Duke of
Bedford and every other descendant of the grantees would be liable
to be called to account for the past rents and profits accruing from
their possessions.

To conclude, the established clergy are a great body of public
stipendiaries, engaged for the discharge of specific duties; and
their rights and constitution resemble more those of our military
establishment than any other department of the national service.
Like the army, the clergy have their own laws, and may be tried by
their own courts. A regular subordination exists from the lowest to
the highest; from the curates, who are privates in the ecclesiastical
corps, to the rectors and vicars, who are regimental officers; from
thence to the bishops and archbishops, who are generals and field-
marshals: there are, also, district generals, inspectors, and quarter-
masters-general under the names of archdeacons, deans, and
prebendaries. The bishops have their regular staff of commissaries,
chaplains, secretaries, and apothecaries. No clergyman can be
absent without leave, and is liable to be broken or cashiered for
neglect of duty. The king is the supreme head of the Church and
the Army; he appoints to all the principal commissions, and in both
a plurality of commissions may be holden. Supplies are voted by the
parliament for both branches of service; either may be augmented
or diminished, or entirely discontinued, as circumstances require.
Lastly, the military have the same property in their muskets,
barracks, and accoutrements, that the clergy have in their pulpits,
tithes, and cathedrals; both may be transferred from the present
possessors to others, or sold for the benefit of the community.

Such being the tenure of ecclesiastical immunities, it is mere
sophistry to contend that the property of the church is as sacred as
any other property. No analogy exists betwixt the rights of
individuals, or even of corporations, and the rights of the church,
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and this view of the subject is confirmed by the history of the
church itself, and the example of every European government. If
the church ever had an indefeasible claim, it could only have
appertained to the catholic church, to which the ecclesiastical
revenues were originally granted. But whatever corporate or other
rights the catholic church might claim, they were annihilated at the
Reformation, and the legislators of that period plainly dealt with
the possessions of the clergy, as neither perpetually attached to any
particular class of persons, nor to any particular form of worship.
They evidently treated church endowments as a sort of waifor
estray; and, in assigning them pro tempore to the protestant
establishment, they only assigned them on the terms of a tenancy-
at-will, subject to such conditions of occupancy, ejectment, forcible
entry, &c. as the parliamentary landlords might think expedient
from time to time to promulgate.

PLL v7.0 (generated September, 2013) 44 http://oll.libertyfund.org/title/2539



Online Library of Liberty: The Black Book: An Exposition of Abuses in Church
and State

[Back to Table of Contents]
I1.

PATRONAGE OF THE CHURCH.

If the possessions of the clergy are not inviolate, the rights of
patrons appear to have a still less substantial guarantee. It has,
however, been affirmed by an eminent ecclesiastical judge, Dr.
Lushington,* that, whatever opinion might be held on the general
tenure of ecclesiastical property, there could be no doubt
advowsons were strictly private property. As this is a point of great
importance, it may be proper, before we give an exposition of the
present state of church patronage, shortly to elucidate the nature
and origin of patronial immunities. Our observations will, of course,
apply solely to the rights of private individuals: of the tenure of the
patronage vested in the king, the lord chancellor, the bishops,
deans and chapters, there cannot be any difference of opinion; all
these exercise their patronage ex officio, and unquestionably the
same legislative power which has authority to regulate the
functions of these offices, may make regulations as to the
disposition of the ecclesiastical patronage appertaining to them.

A patron, as is well known, is one who has the right to present to
ecclesiastical preferment. The exercise of this right is called a
presentation, and the right itself an advowson. When the Christian
religion was first established in England, the sovereign began to
build cathedrals, and afterwards, in imitation of him, lords of
manors founded churches on part of their demesnes, endowing
them with house and glebe, reserving to themselves and heirs a
right to present a fit person to the bishop as officiating clergyman.
Hence most advowsons were formerly appendant to manors, and
the patrons parochial barons: it was only by the corruptions of later
ages the lordship of the manor and the patronage of the church
were dissevered, and any one, however mean and disreputable,
might, by purchase, aspire to the dignity of patron.

Still such presentative right, however valuable it might be as a
provision for relatives and friends, was deemed purely an honorary
function, from the exercise of which no lucrative benefit ought to
accrue to the possessor. For the better security of this principle,
severe laws have been enacted to punish patrons who dispose of
spiritual preferment from interested motives. If a patron present
any person to a benefice for a corrupt consideration, by gift,
promise, or reward, the presentation is void, and, for that turn,
lapses to the Crown. If a person procure a presentation for money
or profit, and is presented, he is disabled from holding the living.
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Even general bonds given to resign a benefice at the request of a
patron, or in favour of some particular person, have been declared
a violation of the statutes.* Such transactions have been termed
simony, from their supposed relation to the offence of Simon
Magus, who offered, with money, to buy the Holy Ghost. The design
of the Legislature was to prevent the obtrusion of improper persons
in the ministry, and guard against the patronage of the Church
being perverted to objects of mere lucre in lieu of promoting
religion and virtue. For the same salutary end, bishops may refuse
to institute the presentee of a patron who is not sufficiently
learned, or labours under moral or canonical disqualification.

In practice, however, all these precautions are nugatory, and the
laws against simony are as easily evaded as those against usury or
the sale of seats in the House of Commons. Preferment in the
Church is as regular a subject of sale as commissions in the army;
and a patron would as soon think of rewarding an individual for his
learning and piety with the gift of a freehold estate as a church
living. Hence, the door of the church is open to all, whether they
have a call or not, provided they possess a golden key; and, in the
Metropolis, offices are openly kept in which spiritual preferment is
sold as regularly as offices in the East Indies, medical practice, or
any other secular pursuit. Not unfrequently, a cure of souls is
brought under the hammer of an auctioneer, and a Jew, who
maintains our Saviour was an impostor, may, if he please, purchase
the right to select a proper person for the ministry of the Gospel. In
short, church patronage is dealt with as a mere commodity, and the
produce of tithe and glebe, instead of being employed as the
reward of religious zeal and service, is bought, like a life annuity, as
a provision and settlement for families.*

These abuses must always continue while the law tolerates the sale
of advowsons; it is in vain to prohibit the corrupt presentation to an
ecclesiastical benefice, if a third person may purchase the right to
present, and, under the semblance of a gift, convey the benefice to
his employer. But such perversion can in no way strengthen the
claims of patrons, and entitle them to set up a mere incorporeal
immunity as real property. The history of church patronage, as well
as the enactments of the law, are repugnant to the idea of treating
church patronage as houses and land. In cases of bankruptcy and
insolvency, the assignees can neither sell nor present to a vacant
ecclesiastical benefice; this is a personal function which cannot be
delegated or assigned like a mere chattel, but must be discharged
by the insolvent himself. Were, therefore, the Church reformed to-
morrow, and all its ministers placed on an uniform salary of £250 a-
year, the patrons of livings could not claim a compensation for the
loss of tithe and church estate. They never, either in law or in
equity, had a beneficial interest in the Church; their interests were
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purely honorary and functional: and were the patronage of livings
continued to them under a reformed system, however much the
value of advowsons might be depreciated in the market, whatever
interest they legally possessed would have been abundantly
respected.

Having shortly exhibited the origin and tenure of patronial
immunities, we shall next explain the present distribution of church
patronage, and the mode and purposes for which it is usually
employed.

The patronage of the Church is in the king, bishops, deans and
chapters, universities, collegiate establishments, aristocracy, and
gentry. The king’s patronage is the bishoprics, all the deaneries in
England, thirty prebends, twenty-three canonries, the mastership
of the Temple, the wardenship of the collegiate church of
Manchester, and 1048 livings. The lord chancellor presents to all
the livings under the value of £20 in the king’s book, which are
about 780; he also presents to six prebendal stalls in Bristol
cathedral, and to five in each of the cathedrals of Gloucester,
Norwich, and Rochester; the other ministers present to the
remaining patronage of the crown. Upwards of 1600 pieces of
church-preferment are in the gift of the bishops; more than 600 in
the presentation of the two universities; 57 in the colleges of Eton
and Winchester: about 1000 in the gifts of cathedrals and collegiate
establishments; and the remainder in the gift of the aristocracy and
private individuals.

The population-returns of 1821 make the number of parishes and
parochial chapelries in England and Wales 10,674; which, divided
into rectories and vicarages, exhibit the following classification of
parochial patronage:—

In the gift of Rectories. Vicarages.
The crown 558 490
The bishops 592 709
Deans and chapters 190 792
University of Oxford 202 112
University of Cambridge 152 131
Collegiate establishments 39 107
Private individuals 3,444 3,175

In addition, there are 649 chapels not parochial, making the total
number of benefices in England and Wales, without allowing for the
consolidation of the smaller parishes, 11,342. To this number ought
to be added 227 new churches and chapels erected under the
authority of the Church-Building-Acts, and which must hereafter
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greatly augment the patronage and revenues of the established
church. All these churches and chapels constitute, by the statutes,
so many separate benefices, their ministers are incumbents, and
bodies corporate, empowered to take endowments in land or tithes.

The benefices now in the gift of the Crown were reservations, when
the manors to which they were appendant were granted away, or
were acquired by lapse, or conferred on Henry VIII. and his
successors, by act of parliament, at the dissolution of the
monasteries to which they belonged. The livings belonging to the
bishoprics, the deans and chapters, the universities, and colleges,
were the gifts of their munificent founders. Those in the hands of
private individuals have come into their possession along with their
estates, or they have purchased or inherited the advowson
dissevered from manorial rights.

Directly or indirectly the entire patronage of the church may be
said to be vested in the Crown. No one is eligible to church-
preferment, unless first ordained by the bishop; when eligible, no
one can enjoy any benefice unless instituted by a bishop: the
bishops, therefore, by ordination and institution, have a double
power to exclude obnoxious persons: and the bishops themselves
being appointed by the king, the latter has, virtually, the whole
patronage of the church, having a veto on all ecclesiastical
appointments by the aristocracy, the gentry, cathedrals, and other
bodies in which church patronage is vested.

It is easy to conceive how much the power of the Crown is thereby
augmented. The clergy, from superior education, from their wealth
and sacred profession, possess greater influence than any other
order of men, and all the influence they possess is as much
subservient to government as the army or navy, or any other
branch of public service. Upon every public occasion the
consequence of this influence is apparent. There is no question,
however unpopular, which may not obtain countenance by the
support of the clergy: being everywhere, and having much to lose,
and a great deal to expect, they are always active and zealous in
devotion to the interests of those on whom their promotion
depends. Hence their anxiety to attract notice at county, corporate,
and sessional meetings. Whenever a loyal address is to be obtained,
a popular petition opposed, or hard measure carried against the
poor, it is almost certain some reverend rector, very reverend dean,
or venerable archdeacon, will make himself conspicuous.

It has been before remarked that church patronage is a regular
article of sale. Besides being sold for money, spiritual preferment is
devoted to political objects, and to the emolument of powerful
families, chiefly the nobility. Few individuals attain high honour in
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the church, unless remarkable for their devotion to government;
any show of liberality or independence is fatal to ecclesiastical
ambition, as may be instanced in the history of a Watson, a Paley, or
a Shipley. On the contrary, hostility to reform, subserviency to
ministers, and alacrity in supporting them on all occasions, is sure
to be rewarded. We do not think the conduct of the Bishops in
voting against the reform bill any objection to this imputation.
They, doubtless, calculated, as Lord Brougham remarked, on
“tripping up the heels” of the Whig Ministers. That they have
mostly thriven by subserviency, will be apparent from adverting to
the claims to promotion of the individuals rewarded by mitres
under Tory administrations. Two of them are generally known as
“the Lady’s Bishops,” from the nature of the court influence to
which it is supposed they were indebted for their exalted stations.
Marsh, one of the most orthodox, was a political pamphleteer, who
wrote a book in favour of Pitt’s war; after which he received a
pension, then a bishopric. Blomfield owed his first preferment to a
noble lord, whom he had pleased by his dexterity in rendering some
Greek verses; his subsequent elevation is said to have been
purchased by a compromise of principle on the catholic question:
he did not vote on the first introduction of the reform bill, divided,
probably, by a sense of gratitude to his early patron lord Spencer,
and uncertainty as to future events. Dr. Monk is also an eminent
haberdasher in “points and particles.” He was raised to the throne
of Gloucester, from the deanery of Peterborough and rectory of
Fiskerton; and to which elevation it is not unlikely he paved the
way by a fulsome dedication of his “Life of Bentley” to his friend
and patron, the bishop of London. The tergiversations and
subserviency of Dr. Philpotts are too notorious to require
description. The archbishop of Canterbury is, as far as we know,
without any particular trait of distinction, either in his history or
character. He was formerly dean of the Royal Chapel, and tutor to
the prince of Orange; he seems a man of great singleness of mind;
for in one of his charges to the clergy, he deplores the absence of
that “humble docility” and “prostration of the understanding”
which formerly rendered the people such apt subjects, either of
religious or political knavery. The bishop of Durham is of Dutch
extraction, and some years since underwent a severe prosecution
for non-residence on a benefice in the City, of which he was then
incumbent. Burgess is a protége of lord Sidmouth, who is now
living in retirement on a pension of £3000 a year, granted for “high
and efficient” services to church and state. Coplestone is the writer
of a satirical squib, called “Hints to a Young Reviewer,” directed
against a well-known northern periodical. John Bird Sumner is
considered a person of some merit, and has written several articles
in the Edinburgh Encyclopedia. Carey, too, who was sub-almoner to
George III. is also an author and has published a sermon, preached
on the occasion of the famous “Jubilee.” With the exception of
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Bathurst and Maltby little is known of the rest; they have mostly
been indebted for promotion to marriage, or to their connexions
with the aristocracy, either by relationship, or from having filled the
office of tutor or secretary in their families. In this roll of services,
of accident of birth, of situation, and connexion, there is evidently
no claim of public service or utility to entitle the bishops to their
princely revenues and vast patronage.

One of the greatest abuses in the disposal of patronage is
monopoly, in a few individuals, of influence and connexion, sharing
among them the most valuable emoluments of the church. In all
spiritual offices and dignities, there is a great difference in value,
and also in patronage; and the great object of ecclesiastical
intrigue is, to secure not only the most valuable, but the greatest
number of preferments. Hence arises the present disposition of
church property. Scarcely any preferment is held single; the sees,
dignities, rectories, and vicarages, being mostly held with other
good things, and the most valuable monopolized by the relations
and connexions of those who have the disposal of them; namely, the
Crown, the Bishops, and Aristocracy. The bishops are frequently
archdeacons and deans, rectors, vicars, and curates, besides
holding professorships, clerkships, prebends, precentorships, and
other offices in cathedrals. Their sons, sons-in-law, brothers, and
nephews, are also pushed in to the most valuable preferments in
the diocese. We shall give an instance of the manner of serving out
the loaves and fishes of the church in particular families, from the
example of Sparke, bishop of Ely, who owed his promotion to the
circumstance of having been tutor to the duke of Rutland. The
exhibition is limited to the two sons and son-in-law of the bishop,
without including appointments to distant relatives. In the
shiftings, exchanges, resignations, movings about, and heaping up
of offices, we have a complete picture of the ecclesiastical
evolutions which are constantly being performed in almost every
diocese of the kingdom.
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The Rev. John Henry Sparke, the eldest son, took his degree
of B.A.; he was then about 21; he was immediately appointed
by his father to a bishop’s fellowship in Jesus College,
Cambridge.
1816.He was appointed steward of all his father’s manorial courts.
He took his degree of M.A., and was presented to a
prebendal stall in Ely Cathedral, on the resignation of the
Rev. Archdeacon Brown, who had been holding it one year:
he was also presented to the sinecure rectory of Littlebury,
and in the following month he was presented to the living of
Streatham-cum-Thetford, by an exchange with the Rev. Mr.
Law for the living of Downham, which last living had been
held for three years by the Rev. Mr. Daubeny, the bishop’s
nephew, who now resigned it in favour of Mr. Law, and
retired to the living of Bexwell.
The Rev. J. H. Sparke had a dispensation granted him from
1819.the archbishop of Canterbury, permitting him to hold the
living of Cottenham with his other preferments.
The Rev. Henry Fardell, the bishop’s son-in-law, was ordained
deacon.
He was presented to a prebendal stall in Ely, the degree of
1819.M.A. having been conferred on him by the archbishop of
Canterbury.
1821.He was presented to the living of Tyd St Giles.
1822 He was presented to the living of Waterbeach, on the
‘resignation of the Rev. Mr. Mitchell.
He resigned Tyd St. Giles, and was presented to Bexwell, on
the resignation of the Rev. Mr. Daubeny, the bishop’s nephew,
who was presented to Feltwell; but in a few weeks, when the
value of Feltwell was better understood, Mr. Daubeny was
required to resign Feltwell and return to Bexwell. This, it is
said, he did with great reluctance; he was, however,
presented to Tyd as well as Bexwell, and the Rev. Mr. Fardell
was then presented to Feltwell.
The Rev. J. Henry Sparke was appointed Chancellor of the
diocese, and this year he resigned the prebendal stall he
held, and was presented to the one which became vacant by
the death of the Rev. Sir H. Bate Dudley; the house and
gardens belonging to the latter stall being considered the
best in the College.
The Rev. Edward Sparke, the bishop’s youngest son, took his
degree of B.A., and was immediately presented by his father
to a bishop’s fellowship in St. John’s College, Cambridge, on
the resignation of Charles Jenyns, Esq. a friend of the family,
who had been holding it three years. He was also appointed
Register of the diocese.

1815.

1818.

1818.

1823.

1824.

1826.
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The Rev. J. Henry Sparke resigned the livings of Cottenham
1827.and Stretham, and was presented to the rich living of
Leverington.
1829.The Rev. J. Henry Sparke was presented to Bexwell.
The Rev. Edward Sparke took his degree of M.A. and was
9 presented to a prebendal stall on the resignation of Rev. Ben.
"Park (another friend of the family) who had been holding it
three years.
He was also this year presented to the living of
Hogeworthingham, and to the living of Barley.
He resigned Hogeworthingham, and was presented to
1830. Connington. This year he resigned Barley also, and was
presented to Littleport.

He resigned Connington, and was presented to Feltwell, at
the same time he resigned his prebendal stall, and was
1831.presented to the one become vacant by the death of the Rev.
George King—the rich living of Sutton being in the gift of the

possessor of the latter stall.
The Rev. Henry Fardell resigned Feltwell, and was presented
to the rich living of Wisbech.

182

1831.

The Rev. J. Henry Sparke now holds the living of Leverington, the
sinecure rectory of Littlebury, the living of Bexwell, a prebendal
stall in Ely Cathedral, is steward of all his father’s manorial courts,
and Chancellor of the diocese. The estimated annual value of the
whole, £4,500.

The Rev. Henry Fardell now holds the living of Waterbeach, the
vicarage of Wisbech, and a prebendal stall in Ely Cathedral. The
estimated annual value of his preferments, £3,700.

The Ref. Edward Sparke holds the consolidated livings of St. Mary
and St. Nicholas, Feltwell, the vicarage of Littleport, a prebendal
stall in Ely, is Register of the diocese, and Examining Chaplain to
his father. The estimated annual value of his appointments not less
than £4000.

The bishop’s see of Ely and dependencies, £27,742.
Total income of the Sparke family, £39,942.

In the Ordination-Service a bishop is said to be intrusted with office
for “the glory of God, and the edification of the Christian flock.” He
is particularly enjoined not to be “covetous,” nor “greedy of filthy
lucre,” and he promises to be “faithful in ordaining, sending, and
laying hands on others.” How far bishop Sparke has observed these
matters, we shall not presume to say; it is obvious, however, that
the faithful discharge of the duties of his office does not allow the
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“sending” of relations and connexions on the service of the church,
unless duly and properly qualified. For any thing we know, his sons
and son-in-law may be amply qualified for these numerous
endowments; indeed, they must be men of extraordinary
capabilities, to be able to discharge the duties of so many and
important offices.

Bishop Sparke is not the only prelate who has shown regard to the
temporal welfare of his family. Other prelates seem to agree with
lord Plunket and sir R.Inglis, in considering church property of the
nature of private property, which cannot be better employed than
in providing handsome marriage portions for their sons and
daughters. Several prelates are of too recent elevation to have had
time to send off numerous branches into the church; but an
example or two from their immediate predecessors on the bench
will illustrate the ordinary working of the system. The late
archbishop Sutton is an eminent instance of the perversion of
ecclesiastical patronage. The Suttons remaining in the church are
very numerous; among seven of them are shared sixteen rectories,
vicarages, and chapelries, besides preacherships and dignities in
cathedrals. Of the eleven daughters of the archbishop, several had
the prudence to marry men in holy orders, who soon became amply
endowed. Hugh Percy, son of the earl of Beverly, married one
daughter; and, in the course of about as many years, was portioned
off with eight different preferments, estimated to be worth £10,000
per annum; four of these preferments were given in one year,
probably that of the nuptials, and intended as an ouifit. This
fortunate son-in-law is now bishop of Carlisle, to which see he was
translated from Rochester. According to law he ought to have
resigned all the preferments he held at the time of being promoted
to a bishopric; but somehow he has contrived to retain the most
valuable prebend of St. Paul’s, worth £3000 per annum, and also
the chancellorship of Sarum. Another daughter of the archbishop
married the Rev. James Croft, who is archdeacon of Canterbury,
prebendary of Canterbury, curate of Hythe, rector of Cliffe-at-Hone,
and rector of Saltwood—all preferments in the gift of the
archbishop.

Archbishop Sutton kept a favourable eye towards collaterals as well
as those in a direct line. A sister married a Rev. Richard Lockwood,
who was presented, in one year, with the three vicarages of
Kessingland, Lowestoff, and Potter-Heigham: all these livings are
valuable, and in the gift of the bishop of Norwich, and were
presented by his grace when he held that see. The archbishop left
the Rev. T. M. Sutton and the Rev. Evelyn L. Sutton, chaplains to
the House of Commons, and a nephew with several livings; but we
cannot state particulars.
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The late bishop of Winchester is another instance of a man who
provided well for his family out of the revenues of the church. This
prelate first held the sea of Lincoln, and changed his name from
Pretyman to Tomline, on acceding to a large estate bequeathed by
a relation. He had been tutor to the “heaven-born Minister,” to
whom he was indebted for his earliest preferments. His children, it
will be seen, from the subjoined enumeration, are not left destitute
in the world.

G. T. Pretyman:

Chancellor and Canon Residentiary of Lincoln,
Prebendary of Winchester,

Rector of St. Giles, Chalfont,

Rector of Wheat-Hampstead,

Rector of Harpenden.

Richard Pretyman:

Precentor and Canon Residentiary of Lincoln,
Rector of Middleton-Stoney,

Rector of Walgrave,

Vicar of Hannington,

Rector of Wroughton.

John Pretyman:

Prebendary of Lincoln,
Rector of Sherrington,
Rector of Winwick.

The younger Pretymans had, also, some nice pickings out of the
Mere and Spital charities, the wardenship of which the father got
hold of by the exchange of a living in his gift; but as the subject has
already been before the public, we refrain from dwelling upon it.

The Sumners, Blomfields, and Marshes are growing thick in the
church calendar, but, as before remarked, they have been too
recently planted to have yet struck their roots wide and deep in the
Lord’s vineyard. The death of a bishop causes a movement in the
church, like a change of ministers in the state. Expectations are
excited, numerous removes follow, the adherents and connexions of
the deceased are got out of the way as fast as possible, and all
vacancies filled with the followers of the new diocesan. No regard
is apparently paid to “the faithful ordaining, sending, or laying
hands on others;” the great object is to secure the dignities, the fat
living, the fine living, the noble living to the next of kin. The
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excessive greediness of filthy lucre has long been the reproach of
the episcopal bench, and it is known that former diocesans of
London, Durham, Winchester, and Canterbury, have died loaded
with the spoils of the church. The wealth they amassed was due to
the poor, to God, and the unfortunate of their own order. In the
epistle which is read at their consecration, it is required of them
that they should “be given to hospitality:” they, likewise, solemnly
promise to assist the “indigent, and all strangers who are destitute
of help.” But who ever heard of a bishop being generous, of being
given to hospitality, or assisting the unfortunate? who ever heard of
them employing their immense revenues in any useful work; of
their patronage of science, of literature, or the arts? Most of them
have been only intent on amassing immense fortunes, and leaving
behind them their million or half million, like Jew-jobbers, loan-
contractors, and commercial speculators. They live out of the
world, consuming, in solitary indulgence, the spoil of the
industrious, and without sympathy with the misfortunes and
vicissitudes of life. They have no bowels even for the indigent of
their own class: in the rich diocese of Durham it is known begging
subscriptions are had every year for the poor clergy and their
families; and measures introduced into Parliament for the general
relief of the inferior clergy have usually failed from the opposition
of the higher class of ecclesiastics.

In the disposal of Parochial Patronage there is the same abuse and
monopoly as prevail in the higher departments of the church. The
most valuable benefices, like the most valuable sees and dignities,
fall into the hands of those whose chief claims are their families
and connexions. By bringing forward the poor livings, it is usual to
make out a favourable case for the parochial clergy; but from the
small number of individuals among whom parochial preferments
are shared, there are few except the curates entitled to much
sympathy. We shall illustrate this point by laying before the reader
a list of incumbents, selected almost at random, which will at once
show the measureless rapacity that directs the disposal of church-
preferment.

Robert Affleck, prebendary of York; rector of Silkston, with
Bretton-Monk and Stainbury chapelries; rector of East
Mediety; rector of West Mediety, Tresswell; perpetual curate
of Thockerington; vicar of Westow.

Henry Anson, vicar of Buxton, with rectory of Oxnead and
rectory of Skeyton; rector of Lyng with vicarage of Whitwell.
H. Bathurst, archdeacon of Norwich; rector of North Creake;
rector of Oby with rectory of Ashby and rectory of Thurne.

J. W. Beadon, precentor and prebendary of Wells; precentor
of Brecon; rector of Farley Chamberl; rector of Christian-
Mal.
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J. T Casberd, prebendary of Wells and Llandaff; also, one
rectory, four vicarages, and two chapelries.

Charles W, Eyre, prebendary of York; rector of Carlton, in
Lindrick; rector of Hooton-Roberts; vicar of Kilnwick-Percy;
vicar of Pocklington with the chapelry of Yapham.

John Fisher, archdeacon of Berks; canon-residentiary of
Sarum; also, two vicarages and three chapelries.

Dr. Forester, prebendary of Worcester; rector of Broseley;
rector of Little Wenlock, with the chapelries of Barrow and
Benthall; vicar of St. John’s, Worcester.

Dr. Goddard, archdeacon and prebendary of Lincoln;
chaplain to the king; vicar of Bexley; vicar of Louth; rector of
St. James, Garlichythe, London.

Dr. Goodall, provost of Eton; canon of Windsor; vicar of
Bromham; rector of Hitcham: rector of West Ilsley.

Dr. E. Goodenough, dean of Bath and Wells; prebendary of
Westminster; vicar of Carlisle; rector of York; vicar of Wath,
All Saints-on-Dearne, with the chapelries of Adwick and
Brampton Bierlow.

W, Goodenough, archdeacon of Carlisle; rector of Mareham-
le-Fen; rector of Great Salkeld.

Hon. T. de Grey; archdeacon of Surrey; prebendary of
Winchester and chaplain to the king; rector of Calbourne;
rector of Fawley with the chapelry of Exburg; rector of
Merton.

Earl of Guildford, rector of New and Old Alresford, with
chapelry of Medstead; rector and precentor of St. Mary,
Southampton; master of St. Cross with St. Faith’s.

A. Hamilton, archdeacon of Taunton; prebendary of Wells;
chaplain to the King; rector of Loughton; rector of St. Mary-
le-Bow, of St. Pancras, and of Allhallows, London.

W, Hett, prebendary and vicar-choral of Lincoln; vicar of
Dunholme; rector of Enderby Navis; vicar of St. John’s and
rector of St. Paul’s, Lincoln; minister of Greetwell and
Nettleham chapelries; rector of Thorpe-on-the Hill.

Hon. H. L. Hobart, dean of Windsor and of Wolverhampton;
rector of Haseley; vicar of Nocton; vicar of Wantage.

Dr. Hodgson, dean of Carlisle; vicar of Burgh-on-Sands; vicar
of Hillingdon; rector of St. George’s, Hanover-square.

Hon. E. S. Keppel, rector of Quiddenham, with rectory of
Snetterton; vicar of St. Mary’s and All Saints, Shottisham;
rector of Tittleshall with rectories of Godwick and
Wellingham.

Dr. Madan, prebendary and chancellor of Peterborough;
chaplain to the King; rector of Ibstock, with chapelries of
Dunnington and Hugglescote; rector of Thorpe Constantine.
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Herbert Marsh, bishop of Peterborough; rector of Castor,
with chapalries of Sutton, St. Michael, and Upton; rector of
St. Clement and St. John, Terrington.

Dr. Oldershaw, archdeacon of Norfolk, with perpetual curacy
of Coston; vicar of Ludham; vicar of Ranworth, with the
vicarage of St. Margaret, Upton; rector of Redenhall with
chapelry of Harlestone.

Hon. G. Pellew, dean of Norwich; prebendary of York; and
rector of St. Dionis Backchurch, London.

E D. Perkins, chaplain to the King; vicar of Foleshill; rector
of Hatherley-Down; rector of Sow; rector of Stoke; rector of
Swayfield; rector of Ham.

Lord Wm. Somerset, prebendary of Bristol; rector of
Crickhowel; rector of Llangallock, with ohapelries of Llanelly
and Llangenneth.

Lord John Thynne, prebendary of Westminster; rector of
Kingston-Deverill; rector of Street, with chapelry of Walton.
Wm. Trivett, vicar of Arlington; rector of Willington; rector of
Ashburnham, with rectory of Penshurst; rector of Bradwell.
James Webber, dean of Ripon and prebendary of
Westminster; vicar of Kirkham; rector of St. Mary,
Westminster.

Fras. Wrangham, archdeacon of York and prebendary of York
and Chester; rector of Dodleston; vicar of Hunmanby, wtth
chapelry of Fordon; vicar of Muston.

Abundant other examples of equal or greater enormity will be
found in the List of Pluralists subjoined to this Article. But nothing,
in a small compass, attests more strikingly the abuses in patronage,
and the scandalous manner in which offices are heaped on
favoured individuals, than a comparison of the whole number of
ecclesiastical preferments with the whole number of persons
among whom they are divided. This is a test which may be applied
with perfect accuracy. The only description of ecclesiastics whose
number cannot be ascertained with precision are the curates and
the inferior classes connected with cathedral and collegiate
churches; the rest may be easily reckoned up from the Clerical
Guide, which contains the names of all the episcopal, dignified, and
beneficed clergy. From this work we find that the whole number of
prelates, dignitaries, rectors, vicars, and perpetual curates, in
England and Wales, is only seven-thousand six-hundred and ninety-
four. Those who make the established clergy amount to 18,000
must needs include the parish-clerk, sexton, and grave-digger; but
these functionaries of the church not being in holy orders, they
certainly ought not to be included in the ecclesiastical corps, any
more than the groom, valet, or other menials of clergymen. Neither
ought curates to be included: they are merely the hired deputies of
their principals, without institution or induction, and always subject
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to removal at the pleasure of the bishop or incumbent. Omitting
these classes, we affirm that the whole number of endowed and
beneficed clergy is, as we have stated, 7694, and by this diminutive
number are the whole preferments of the church monopolized.
These preferments are, as we collect from Cove and other sources,
as under:—

Sees 26
Chancellorships 26
Deaneries of cathedral and collegiate churches 28
Archdeaconries 61
Prebends and canonries 514
Minor canonries, priest-vicars, vicars-choral, and other

dignities and offices, without including lay-offices in 330
cathedrals

Rectories, vicarages, and chapelries 11,342
Total 12,327

Thus, there are 12,327 places of preferment divided among 7694
individuals, affording nearly two for each. This extraordinary
monopoly of offices accounts for the vast number of pluralists. The
whole number of incumbents in England and Wales is 7191; of this
number, 2886 hold two or more rectories, vicarages, and
chapelries. From data in the last edition of the Clerical Guide,
published in 1829, we have drawn up the following classification of
parochial patronage, exhibiting the number of individuals and the
number of parochial preferments enjoyed by each.

PAROCHIAL PATRONAGE, showing the Number of Individuals, and the
Number of Rectories, Vicarages, and Chapelries held by each.

Number of Livings held by Total Number of
Individuals. each. Livings.

1 11 11

1 8 8

5 7 35

12 6 72

64 5 320

209 4 836

567 3 1701

2027 2 4054

4305 1 4305

7191 11,342

According to strict ecclesiastical discipline, no minister ought to
hold more than one living;* and, for the better care of the souls of
parishioners, he ought to reside on his benefice. Laws have been
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made, and are still in force,t imposing forfeitures and penalties on
clergymen who, having one living, accept another, or who absent
themselves from their parishes. These laws, however, in practice,
like the representation of the people in the lower house of
parliament, are little more than the theory of church government.
By dispensations and licenses, a clergyman may hold as many
livings as he can get, and he need not reside on any of them. Hence
it is that considerably more than one-third of the whole number of
incumbents are pluralists. Many have five, four, and three livings.
Majendie, late Bishop of Bangor, who died in 1830, held no fewer
than eleven parochial preferments. These preferments we presume
are held by his successor, and what an extraordinary divine he
must be to be able to administer his various episcopal and parish
duties! In the above classification are not included cathedral
dignities, fellowships in the universities, chaplainships,
professorships, masterships of grammar-schools, and other offices
held by incumbents, and to which members of the Establishment
are exclusively eligible. It merely shows the cutting-up of parochial
benefices, and it is hardly necessary to add that those who are in
possession of the most valuable and greatest number are connected
by birth, marriage, politics, or in some other way, with those who
have the disposal of them. Indeed, it is impossible to peruse the list
of dignitaries and highly-beneficed clergy, without remarking that
many of them are “honourable lumber,” who have been turned over
to spiritual pursuits from inability to succeed in the more arduous
professions of the law, the army, or the navy. In the church, as in
the state, those chiefly work for the public who have no other
dependence, who are of plebeian extraction, and without support
from family interest or aristocratic connexion.
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I11.

SINECURISM—NON-
RESIDENCE—PLURALITIES—CHURCH
DISCIPLINE.

Sinecurism abounds more in our ecclesiastical than civil
establishment. In the church almost every thing is done by
deputy,—a consequence naturally resulting from her great wealth;
for where large salaries are annexed, great duties are seldom
discharged. Those with large incomes have various reasons for not
burthening themselves with official toil. First, they can afford to
pay for a deputy; secondly, they can purchase or influence the
connivance of others for neglect of their own duties; thirdly, they
have the means for indulgence and recreation, which, consuming
much time, leave little leisure for more serious avocations. Hence
has arisen sinecurism in both Church and State; presenting the
singular spectacle of one class receiving the pay, and another, born
under less favorable auspices, doing the work for which the pay is
received.

Among the different orders of our ecclesiastical polity, there are
none, with the exception of the curates and a few beneficed clergy,
who reside and do the duties of their parishes; the remainder being
clerical sinecurists, filled with the Holy Ghost, to share in the rich
endowments of the church. The bishops are most amply
remunerated, and, as is usual in such cases, perform the least
service. They employ archdeacons to visit for them; rural deans and
others to preach for them; and a vicar-general to issue licenses,
hold courts, and perform other drudgery; if otherwise engaged,
they employ a brother bishop to ordain for them. They have their
own chaplains, commissaries, and secretaries; in short, their work
must be light, and chiefly consists in keeping an eye to the next
translation, and the falling in of the rich livings. In the Ordination
Service, however, they are enjoined strict and abstemious duties. It
is there said a bishop must be “blameless,” they are admonished
diligently to preach the word, and be conspicuous examples of
various Christian virtues.” They are now chiefly known among the
people by their grotesque attire. They are the only men (save
exquisites) who continue to dress in imitation of the female sex, or
take pains to disguise themselves under uncouth habiliments. The
shovel, or coal-scuttle hat is particularly distinguishable. It is the
remains of the old hat worn by Roman Catholic priests in their days
of splendour, and still to be seen on the Continent. Under this
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chapeau is a bush of false hair, plastered and twisted into a most
unnatural size and ridiculous shape, resembling any thing but what
we may suppose to have been the fashion among the apostles. To
these distinctions may be added the long gaiters and “lady’s maid
apron,” from the hips to the knees only, so that the gaiters may not
be concealed. These gaiters are of vast importance, importing that
the wearers are meek and /owly, and constantly walking about
doing good.* Nevertheless they often ride in dashing style through
the streets, attended by grooms in purple liveries, and some of
them are very Nimrods in the country.

Many of the church dignitaries are distinguishable by peculiarities
of dress, as the shovel hat and kirtle. Their duties are less onerous
than those of the bishops. For instance, what are the duties of the
very reverend Dean? he is chiefly known among sextons and
monument-builders. Mr. Gordon, in the debate on the Curates’
Salary Bill, said he knew a clergyman who was dignitary in no
fewer than six cathedrals. Were there any duties to perform, how
could a man discharge the duties of so many different offices, in so
many different places, perhaps at the distance of some hundred
miles from each other? Archbishop Cranmer, in a letter to
Cromwell, in the reign of Henry VIII., denounces the canons and
prebendaries as a “superfluous condition.”t He says, a prebendary
is neither a “learner nor a teacher, but a good viander, who wastes
his substance in superfluous belly cheer.” If they were a
“superfluous condition” under a Popish regime, they must be much
more so under a Protestant establishment. The prebends, however,
are very valuable, some of them worth £3000 a year, which will be
a good reason with many for retaining them as a part of the
venerable establishment. What further adds to their value is, that,
being benefices not having cure of souls, they may be held with
other preferment without a dispensation for plurality.

The Parochial Clergy are, for the most part, a mass of sinecurists.
In one respect, Church of Englandism is an improvement on the
original simplicity of the gospel, by rendering the discharge of its
duties almost a mechanical operation. No long and expensive
course of education is requisite to prepare her ministers: all her
service is written; no extempore preaching or praying; it requires
no mind, merely to be able to read is enough. To perform such a
puerile and heartless ceremony, it is not surprising a majority of the
clergy conceive it unnecessary to reside on their benefices. Of the
violation of the law in this respect, of the penalties incurred by this
violation, and of the Bill of Indemnity passed by our immaculate
representatives to screen the delinquents, we shall relate an
extraordinary example.
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It is necessary to premise that, under the 43d Geo. III. c. 84, every
spiritual person, possessed of any archdeaconry, deanery, or other
dignity or benefice, is required to reside on his preferment; if he
absent himself without license from the bishop, or some special
cause of exemption, he is subject to penalties varying from one-
third to three-fourths of the annual value of his dignity or benefice,
recoverable by action of debt by any person suing for the same.
This act was passed to amend a statute of Henry VIII. as regards
the residence of the clergy; it has been subsequently modified by
the 57th Geo. III. c. 99, and was introduced by Sir William Scott,
(now Lord Stowell,) and solemnly enacted, in the year 1803, by
king, lords, and commons. In the year 1811, Mr. Wright
commenced nearly 200 different actions against the incumbents in
the dioceses of London, Ely, and Norwich, to recover the penalties
under the statute. This gentleman had been secretary to four right
reverend bishops—the bishops of London, Norwich, Ely, and some
other prelate—and, of course, had enjoyed the most ample
opportunities for procuring correct information of the conduct of
the clergy. These opportunities appear not to have been neglected.
In a series of letters published in the Morning Chronicle, betwixt
the 6th November, 1813, and the 11th March, 1814, he favoured
the public with many curious disclosures which had come to his
knowledge during the discharge of his official duties.

In his letter of November 20th, he says that he has selected from
well authenticated documents 10,801 benefices, on which there are
only 4,490 incumbents, even said to be resident, so that there are
6,311 confessedly non-resident incumbents; to supply whose places
1,523 resident curates are employed, which leaves 4,788, which
are acknowledged to have neither a resident curate nor incumbent.
The whole number of curates, whether resident or not, employed to
supply the place of non-resident incumbents, is only 3,730, and
only 1,793 of these are licensed; whereas, according to the canon
and statute law, no person has a right to officiate until he is
licensed. In one diocese, he says, one-third of the livings have had
duty reduced from twice to once on a Sunday; and in another
diocese, one-third of the parsonage-houses were returned in bad
repair; as an excuse for the non-residence of our gentlemen
pastors. Speaking of the false pretences made use of by the clergy,
in order to avoid residing among their parishioners, and the
scandalous lives they lead, he says,—

“Now ill-health of the incumbent himself, or his wife, or daughter, is
a common pretext, when no other /egal cause can be found of
avoiding residence. Of twenty-two licenses granted in one diocese
for this reason, three only of the persons are in a state of health to
warrant it, and the benefices from which they so absent themselves
are very valuable. Whether the ministers whom I thus challenge as
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using false pretences deserve the imputation, will best appear by
the mode of life they adopt. Some live in town during the winter;
and although night air certainly cannot benefit a valetudinarian,
they may be constantly seen at card parties, routs, or the theatres.
In summer, enjoying the amusements of fashionable watering
places; whilst, too often, their curates, by the parsimonious
stipends they afford them, are with a numerous family in a state of
the greatest poverty. Others have beneficial schools in the
neighbourhood of London. Others are continually to be met with
near their residence in more pleasant parts of the country, enjoying
the sports of the field, or vigorously endeavouring to detect some
poor countryman who may have an unfortunate inclination to taste
game! Others may be seen most days driving their own carriage!
Some are in debt, and some are Curates near the Fens! and all to
observers seem perfectly healthful; yet a certificate from a medical
man is deposited with the bishop that they are not so; probably it is
six or eight years before when there might have existed a degree of
temporary ill-health, but after the cause ceases, the same plea is
continued; and a license once granted, is renewed as a matter of
course.”—Lett. IV. Jan. 6, 1814.

Thus we see how these reverend gentlemen are employed; not in
administering spiritual instruction to the ignorant, comfort to the
afflicted, or alms and clothing to the naked. Oh! no; these are
ignoble pursuits, the mere theory of the profession. They pretend
sickness in order to obtain a license for non-residence, that they
may bawl at the card-table, frequent the playhouse, tally-ho, shoot,
play at cricket, brandish the coachman’s whip, and bully at
fashionable watering-places. Remember, these jovial spirits are all
filled with the Holy Ghost,—empowered to forgive or not to forgive
sins—have the cure of souls; that their poor curates are starving on
a wretched stipend, and that, in the maintenance of both, the
industrious are deprived of the fruits of their labour, and the
necessary comforts of their families wasted in the profligate and
dissipated lives of their parochial ministers.

In Letter V. Jan. 18th, 1814, Mr. Wright gives the following
statement, collected, he says, with infinite pains, of the state of the
ecclesiastical discipline in the small diocese of Ely, in 1813,
compared with the year 1728:—
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In 1728. In 1813.
On 140 livings, 70 Resident On the same 140 livings, 45
Incumbents. Resident Incumbents.
Thirty-four who reside near and Seventeen who reside near and
perform the duty. perform the duty.

Thirty-five curates, some of whom

Thirty-one curates who reside in reside eight, ten, or twelve miles

the parish or near it.

off.
The population was 56,944 The population is 82,176 souls.
souls. The duty was performed The service is performed about
261 times every Sunday. 185 times every Sunday.
And their income £12,719 per And their income is now £61,474
annum. per annum.

This is singular—duty neglected in proportion as it became more
important and better paid. The population increased one-half, and
the number of times service is performed diminished one-third. The
revenues increased almost fivefold, and the number of resident
incumbents decreased one-third. What sincere and conscientious
labourers in the vineyard of the Lord! How strikingly it confirms
the observation that “Religion brought forth wealth, and the
daughter devoured the mother.”

“The number of these (says Mr. Wright, Lett. II.) who have
neglected their duty in contempt of the law, and in direct violation
of solemn oath and bond, are far more than can be contemplated
without a considerable degree of alarm.” One vicar obtained a
license from a bishop for non-residence on one living, stating that
he was going to reside near another in a different part of the
kingdom. On inquiring for him at the place where he was supposed
to reside, he was gone to a more fashionable part of the country. On
another, to ‘encourage him,’ the great tithes were settled, worth
near £1200: when he was instituted, he tookan oathto reside, which
he afterwards neglected to observe. A rector, holding two valuable
rectories worth £1200 per annum, to obtain which he gave bond to
the archbishop that he would constantly reside on one, and keep a
resident curate on the other, himself preaching on the benefice
where he did not reside thirteen sermons every year: this worthy
son of the church contrived to evade these conditions, and got a
poor devil of a curate to do the work of both livings for £84 a year.
Another rector holding two livings, one worth £500, the other
£400—he lived 200 miles off, and had neither resident nor licensed
curate!

On the subject of pluralities and of non-residence together, the

Secretary to four bishops says, “In one diocese there are about 216
clergymen, who each hold two livings; 40 who hold three each; 13
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who hold four each; 1 who holds five; 1 who holds six, besides
dignities and offices: and although many of these thus accounted
single benefices are two, three, four, or five parishes consolidated,
yet a great part of these pluralists do not reside on any of their
preferments.” In Lett. VII. he says, “I will prove that there are
pluralists holding more than seven benefices and dignities.”

It might be thought these statements of Mr. Wright were
exaggerations or the result of personal pique, had they not been
fully supported by the Diocesan Returns laid before the Privy
Council, and ordered by the House of Commons to be printed. Prom
these returns in the years 1809, 1810, 1811, and 1827, we shall
insert an abstract, and then a few explanations: it will shew at once
the state of church discipline both at present, and when the
Secretary was arrested in his attempt to bring the delinquents to
justice.

CASES OF NON-RESIDENTS

IN YEARS
1809. 1810. 1811. 1827.

1. Resident on other benefices 1240 1846 2059 2163
2. Absent Wlthout licence or 672 650 1033 405

exemption
3. Exemptions not notified 817 363 155 9
4. Infirmity of incumbent or family 465 389 396 395
5 Want or unfitness of parsonage- 944 943 1068 1389

house

Incumbents residing in the
6. neighbourhood, and doing duty 065 348 301 815

Unenumerated cases confirmed by
7. the Archb. 54 35 26 13
8. Dilapidated churches 23 34 56 39
9. Sinecures 233 70 68 33
10.Livings held by Bishops 26 35 21 10
11.Recent institutions — 54 33 71
12.Miscellaneous cases 1271 38 51 41
Total open to connivance 6310 4903 5268 5383
Total of non-residents 7358 5840 6311 6120
Total of residents 3836 4421 4490 4413
Total of residents and non-residents 11,19410,26110,80110,533
together

The first of these totals contains the twelve preceding classes, in
each class of which there is room for connivance on the part of the
bishops to whom the returns are made, and of falsehood and
evasion on the part of the incumbents. The second total exhibits the
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whole number of non-residents; and the fourth, the total number of
residents and non-residents together, in England and Wales. Hence
it appears, that considerably more than one-half of the whole
number of incumbents do not reside on their benefices; receive
large salaries for nothing; and the little duty that is performed is
performed by their curates.

As the Diocesan Returns for 1827* are the latest printed, it may be
proper to exhibit more particularly, as follows, the state of church
discipline in that year.

RESIDENTS:

Resident in the parsonage-house 3598
Resident within two miles of the church or chapel, 815

there being no parsonage-house

Total-residents 4413
NON-RESIDENTS:

Non-residents exempt 2619
Non-residents licensed 2147
Cases WhiCh could not be included among licenses or 1313
exemptions

Miscellaneous cases 41

Total non-residents 6120
Total number of benefices returned 10,533

Thus, only 3598 incumbents consider the parsonage-houses good
enough to reside in; the rest are absentees. According to Mr.
Wright, want or unfitness of parsonage-house is a common pretext
for obtaining a license for non-residence: in one diocese, he says,
one-third of the parsonage-houses were returned in bad repair. In
1827, this aversion of the clergy to their domicile appears to have
augmented; in that year 1398, or more than one-eighth of the
whole number of parsonage-houses in the kingdom were returned
as not fit places for our aristocratic pastors to reside in; or, in other
words, as an excuse for a license to desert their parishes, and roam
about the country in quest of more lively amusements than
churching, christening, and spiritually instructing their
parishioners.

Among the clergymen exempt from residence, a large portion
consists of those who reside on other benefices; that is, holding
more livings than one, they cannot, of course, reside on both. The
exemptions also include such privileged persons as chaplains to the
nobility; preachers and officers in the royal chapels and inns of
court; wardens, provosts, fellows, tutors, and ushers in the
universities, colleges, and public schools; the principal and
professors of the East-India college; and officers of cathedral and
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collegiate churches. The duties of many of these offices are such as
ought to disqualify the possessors altogether from church
preferment. For instance, what reason is there in masters of the
Charter-house claiming exemptions; in other words, seeking to hold
benefices and dignities in addition to their other offices and duties?
Surely the management of a great public foundation, with upwards
of 800 scholars, and incomes of near £1000 per annum, afford
sufficient both employment and remuneration, without incurring
the responsibility of a cure of souls. The same remark applies to the
heads of colleges, and the masters and teachers of endowed
charities. With so many friendless curates in the country, starving
on miserable stipends, there is no need that any class of persons
should be overburthened with duties, or corrupted by the
aggregation of extravagant salaries.

Of the other cases of non-residence, mentioned in the above table,
we shall offer only some brief remarks. The cases of those who
plead sickness and infirmity have been sufficiently illustrated by an
extract from Mr. Wright, page 34. Sinecures hardly need
explaining; they are offices yielding masses of pay without any duty
whatever. Livings held by bishops present a curious anomaly; the
right reverend prelates commit the very offence of absenteeism,
which it is their duty to prevent being committed by the subaltern
clergy of their diocese. Lastly, among the miscellaneous cases are
included those livings held in sequestration. In these instances, the
incumbent being insolvent, possession, at the instance of some
creditor, had been taken of the benefice, to raise money for the
discharge of his debts. In 1811 the number of livings held by
sequestration was seventy-eight; in 1827, forty-eight.

Such is a brief exposition of the state of church discipline, as
exhibited by official documents, and the averments of Mr. Wright,
when that gentleman commenced his actions against the clergy. We
have stated that the number of actions amounted to 200; and had
Mr. Wright been allowed to recover, the penalties would have
amounted to £80,000. To this sum he had an indisputable claim; a
claim as sacred as any person can have to an estate devised by will,
or on mortgage, or other legal security; his claim had been
guaranteed to him by a solemn act of the legislature. Moreover, this
gentleman had been basely treated by the right reverend bishops;
and it was partly to indemnify himself for losses sustained in their
service, that he endeavoured to recover the penalties to which the
clergy had become liable by their connivance and neglect. In Letter
I. he says, “At a committee of bishops, after a deliberation of nearly
Two Years, it was decided that each bishop should give his
secretary an annual sum of money. I have received it from not one
of them, except my late lamented patron, the Bishop of
London.”——“Commiseration may have been given, (Letter VII.) but
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it was all I ever received from any one, and that would have been
unnecessary, if the sums had been paid which were acknowledged
to be my due.”——"“Two secretaries have, within the last ten years,
fallen victims to depression of mind, arising from a want of
sufficient income.”

Most merciful bishops! most Christian bishops! What, not pay your
poor secretaries their stipends! drive two of them to despair by
your barbarous avarice! Surely you might have spared them the
odd hundreds, out your 10, 20, and 40,000 pounds per annum. But
you are right reverend fathers, you can lisp about charity, turn up
your eyes, talk about treasures in heaven, but your treasures are all
in this world; there your hearts are fixed upon translations,
pluralities, fat livings, and heavy fines on leases and renewals.

These, however, are private anecdotes betwixt Mr. Wright and his
right reverend employers. Let us speak to the public part of the
question. It is clear, from what has been said, that Mr. Wright was
in possession of valuable information; he had resided in the
Sanctum Sanctorum of the Temple, and was intimately acquainted
with the secret management of the holy church. The clergy were
terribly alarmed at his disclosures: they resorted to every artifice to
avert the storm, and save their pockets: clubs were formed among
the higher order of ecclesiastics: lies and calumnies of every shape
and description were vomited forth to blacken the character of Mr.
Wright; he was stigmatized as an “informer,” who, availing himself
of his official situation, was in part the cause of and then the
betrayer of their guilt. In short, he became exposed to the whole
storm of priestly cunning, malignity, and fury. But facts are
stubborn things; and this gentleman had secured too firm a hold of
his object to lose his grasp by the wiles and malice of the church.
Their guilt was unquestionable; there was no chance of escape
from the verdict of a jury; but that protection which it was in vain
to expect from an English court of justice, they found in the great
sanctuary of delinquency, a boroughmongering House of Commons.

On the 17th November, 1813, Bragge Bathurst brought in a bill to
stay all legal proceedings against the clergy on account of the
penalties they had incurred under the Clergy Residence Act. This
bill shortly after passed into a law, almost without opposition. The
whigs were silent. Mr. Whitbread and Mr. Brand indeed said
something about the absurdity of enacting laws one day, and
abrogating them the next; of the injustice of tempting people by
rewards, and after they had earned them, interfering to prevent
their being granted. But this was all. These gentlemen agreed it
was necessary to protect the clergy; and, with the exception of the
present Earl of Radnor, we do not find, in Hansard’s History of the
Debates, a single individual who raised his voice against the
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principle of this nefarious transaction. Mr. Wright, too, finding it
vain to hope for justice from such a source, ceased his
communications to the public relative to the clergy: the Parsons’
Indemnity Bill passed into a law, and the church received a
complete white-washing from the State for all its manifold sins and
transgressions.

After the passing of the Bank restriction Act, Gagging Bills,
Seditious Meeting Bills, Press Restriction Bills, and of the Habeas
Corpus Suspension Bills, it can hardly excite surprise that a bill
passed to indemnify the clergy. In the latter case, however, there
appears something more unprincipled and contemptible than in the
former unconstitutional measures. The law imposing the penalties
which Mr. Wright sought to recover had only been enacted in 1803:
the professed object was to remedy the crying evil of non-
residence; and to give greater encouragement to prosecutions, the
act provided that the whole of the penalties should be given to the
informer. Only eight years elapse, an informer comes forward,
relying on the faith of parliament; prosecutions are commenced;
when the legislature interferes—in utter contempt of justice and
consistency—belying its former professions, violating its pledge,
robbing an individual of his reward, and screens the delinquents
which its own laws had made liable to punishment. It is impossible
for the people to feel any thing but contempt for such a system of
legislation. Laws, it is clear, are not made to principles, but to men,
and are only terrible to the weak, not to the wicked.

Since the memorable actions of Mr. Wright, nothing has intervened
to improve the state of church discipline. An act of parliament,*
passed some years after, was rather in favour of the clergy than
otherwise, by abolishing the oaths formerly exacted of vicars to
reside, by augmenting the monitory power of the bishops, and
increasing the difficulties in the way of prosecution. Accordingly,
the great abuses in ecclesiastical discipline remain unabated. Lord
Mountcashell states that, since 1814, the number of incumbents
has decreased to the amount of 2,500;1 consequently, there has
been a proportionate increase in pluralities. Of the number of
resident and non-resident incumbents, the latest returns printed
are for the year 1827;% in that year, we have seen, the returns were
from 10,583 benefices in England and Wales, of which benefices
4,413 had resident, and 6,120 non-resident incumbents. Many
incumbents who reside on their benefices do no duty; they are only
attracted to their parishes by a fine cover for game, an excellent
trout-stream, or, perhaps, they seek a quiet retreat, having worn
out the better part of their existence in the dissipation of a town
life.
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Even those who reside and do duty, and are called the working
clergy, perform a service requiring so little intellectual exertion,
that it hardly merits the remuneration of a tide-waiter. They have
scarcely ever occasion to compose and deliver an original sermon.
The late Dr. Johnson, before he received his pension, was regularly
employed in the manufacture of this description of commodity. The
market is now overstocked; we seldom turn over a newspaper
without meeting with advertisements for the sale of MS sermons,
which, next to manufactures, seem the most abundant of all things.
Sometimes parcels are advertised in lithographic type; this type
being an imitation of writing, sermons composed in it pass with the
congregation for original compositions, and the minister has the
credit of propounding a good discourse, the result of the previous
week’s hard study and preparation. A lot of sermons of this
description would be invaluable, and might be transmitted from
father to son, like a freehold estate. If they became stale, they
might be sold or exchanged with a neighbouring incumbent: this is
a common practice with ministers who wish to indulge their
parishioners with novelty; they exchange one old batch of sermons
for another, from a different part of the country.

But enough of this. One is at a loss to imagine what the bishops
have been doing while the church has been running to seed. These
right reverend prelates are expressly appointed to watch over the
morals and conduct of the inferior clergy; they are amply endowed,
and have numerous corps of officers to assist in the discharge of
their episcopal functions. Yet they have been strangely remiss in
attention to their subaltern brethren. Translations have tended
greatly to produce this apathy; they divest the bishops of a
permanent interest in their dioceses, and prevent them becoming
intimately acquainted with the character and demeanour of
incumbents. Until they attain the summit of prelatical ambition,
they consider themselves only birds of passage; in their sees, what
they chiefly take an interest in is, to fill up the vacant commissions,
and then keep a steady eye on Durham or Winchester.

Under the primacy of the late Archbishop Sutton, energetic
measures of reform were not likely to be countenanced; the career
of this mild but rapacious prelate was not an inapt exemplar of the
favourite priestly motto on the Lambeth arms,—* Unite the
meekness of a dove with the subtlety of a serpent.” His grace and
his grace’s family shared too largely in the advantages of the
existing system to relish innovation. His lordship had profound
views of the true policy of our spiritual establishment; was always
for yielding a little to keep things quiet, rather than make a noise;
knowing that the less was said about the church the more she
would shine. Some of the primate’s successors, on the episcopal
bench, appear hardly yet so rife in the mysteries of ecclesiastical
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dominion. A few years since, Marsh, of Peterborough, was
tormenting his clergy with some unintelligible points of doctrine,
and Bishop Blomfield lately astounded the inhabitants of London
and Westminster with a “Letter on the Profanation of the Lord’s
Day.” Had the strictures of this right reverend prelate been
directed only against the baneful habit of drinking to excess, and
other vices which disgrace the Sabbath, they might have passed
without animadversion; but when he assails the Sunday press, and
those innocent relaxations, conducive only to health and harmless
enjoyment, he betrays a puritanism unsuited to the age. His
lordship seems to opine a poor man is born only to work and pray,
while a lord or a bishop may have his concerts, card-parties, and
grand dinners every day, not even excepting the seventh. Such idle
cant deceives no one; it only excites contempt or disgust. Men’s
professions now pass unheeded; every thing is put into the scale
and taken at its intrinsic worth. People quietly ask why should the
clergy take ten millions annually out of the produce of land and
industry? What services do they render society? Do they instruct
the rising generation? No; they teach them little that is useful and a
great deal positively injurious. Are they administrators of justice?
No; God forbid they should. Are they profound statesmen? Do they
often originate or encourage measures for the good of the country?
No; they are most miserable politicians, and as to any project for
bettering the condition of the great body of the people, they appear
not to have a single idea. Well, but they are ministers of religion!
Very few of them are so employed, and as to that the Dissenters are
not less teachers of their flocks, and they receive no tithes, build
their own chapels, and altogether do not cost one-tenth as much as
the mere sinecure rectors of the Establishment.
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IV.

REVENUES OE THE ESTABLISHED CLERGY.

It is impossible to produce a complete and accurate statement of
the revenues of the clergy. The bulk of ecclesiastical revenue
consists of tithe; but besides tithe, an immense revenue is drawn
from other sources. The clergy are almost in entire possession of
the revenue of charitable foundations. They hold, exclusively, the
professorships, fellowships, tutorships, and masterships of the
universities and public schools. Immense landed property is
attached to the sees, cathedrals, and collegiate churches. The
clergy have also a very considerable income from glebe-lands,
surplice-fees, preacherships in the royal chapels, lectureships,
town-assessments, Easter-offerings, rents of pews in the new
churches, stipends of chapels of ease, chaplainships in the army
and navy, chaplainships to embassies, corporate bodies, and
commercial companies; besides which they monopolize nearly all
profitable offices in public institutions, as trustees, librarians,
secretaries, &c.

The bishops, who hold the chief estates of the church, and to whom
the parochial clergy, on obtaining licenses for curates and
dispensation for plurality, are required by law to state the yearly
value of their benefices, could furnish the most valuable
information relative to the incomes of the clergy. But even this
would be insufficient; nothing would throw complete light on the
subject, but every member of the establishment, whether in lay or
spiritual capacity, making a return of his income and emoluments.
The times, we doubt not, are fast approaching when this defect in
public statistics will be supplied, and one of the first objects of a
reformed parliament be an inquiry into the amount and distribution
of ecclesiastical revenues. Until this period arrive, we are
compelled to rely on collateral and inferential evidence. The
endowments of the church are nearly as ancient as the first
introduction of Christianity into Britain, and we know from the
results of recent inquiries into the incomes of grammar-schools and
other charitable foundations, which are nearly of cotemporary
antiquity, that the increase in the value of ecclesiastical estates
must be immense. The returns in Liber Regis are usually relied
upon, in estimating the revenues of the church, and, perhaps, with
other helps, it is the best authority to which we can resort. Of the
vast increase in the value of land since the Valor Ecclesiasticus was
obtained, the history of St. Paul’s School affords a striking and
appropriate exemplification. The estates of this foundation are
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situated in various parts of the kingdom; in A. D. 1524, they
produced an income of £122:0:11; in the year 1820, the yearly
income derived from the same estates was £5252:2:111/2.* Here is
an increase in value of nearly fifty fold, under the wasteful and
negligent management of a city company. The colleges of Eton and
Winehester were endowed for the education and maintenance of
only seventy poor and indigent scholars; their revenues amount
respectively to £10,000 and £14,000 a year. The founder of
Hemsworth’s hospital in Yorkshire estimated its revenues not to
exceed £70 a year; they are now more than £2000. Leeds’
grammar-school was endowed in the reign of Philip and Mary, for
the maintenance of two masters, and the endowments probably
calculated to yield £80 a year; they now produce £1595.
Birmingham grammar-school has a revenue of near £5000 per
annum. The valuation of the rectory of Alresford in the king’s book
is only £8 a year; the composition now paid for tithes by the
parishioners is £300 per annum, being an increase of more than
thirty-seven fold. The rectory of Stanhope, Durham county, Mr.
Phillpotts admits to yield an income of £2500; the valuation in Liber
Regisis £67:6:8. Ilfracombe, in Devonshire, is returned at £50:4:4:
the tithes are leased to a layman, and worth £1000 a year. The
tithes of the adjoining parish of Morthoe are also leased out to a
layman for £700 or £800, although the valuation in the king’s book
is only £19:19:3. Besides affording a curious illustration of the
increase in the value of ecclesiastical property, we may observe, in
passing, that the two last mentioned parishes are a curious
example of the state of church discipline. Ilfracombe is attached to
a prebendal stall of Salisbury 120 miles distant; Morthoe belongs to
the dean and canons of Exeter; although the tithes are so
considerable, the working minister of each parish receives only a
stipend of £100 a year. In Morthoe the glebe is also leased
out,—the vicar, having no residence, lives five or six miles off, and
service is performed once on Sunday, which is all the return the
parishioners receive for their tithe-assessment of £800 per annum.

Other facts might be cited to illustrate the increase in the value of
church property since the ecclesiastical survey of the sixteenth
century; but we consider the examples we have selected from
various parts of the kingdom sufficient to afford a criterion of the
proportional increase in the revenues of the church. The increase
in population, by increasing the number of church-fees, has tended,
as well as the increased value of land, to swell the revenues of the
church, and no doubt many benefices are worth two hundred fold
what they were at the time of the Reformation. The vicarage of
Hillingdon, held by the present rector of St. George’s, Hanover-
square, is an instance of the vicissitudes in clerical income. This, it
appears, from the original record preserved in the archives of the
Dean and Chapter of St. Paul’s, was a mere trifle, the great tithes
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of which, in the year 1281, were bestowed on the Bishop of
Worcester towards defraying the expenses of his journeys to the
metropolis, and for repair of the church, the small tithes being
reserved for the maintenance of a vicar, to be appointed by the
Bishop of London. That part of the contract relating to the expense
of repairs has always been left to be performed by the parishioners,
the Right Reverend Prelates of Worcester contenting themselves
with receiving their share of the tithes, and reading a sermon to
the inhabitants about once in a twelvemonth. These tithes have
been of considerable value, and the management of them not a
little extraordinary. The practice has been to let them to the highest
bidder, by granting a lease of them for three lives, the purchaser
paying down, in ready money, about £8000. Even on these terms it
is said to have been a profitable bargain; the last speculator in this
spiritual traffic was the late Lord Boston, of whom the Bishop
demanded the exorbitant sum of £8000, for the insertion of a new
life, one of the former having dropt. His lordship neglecting to
complete the agreement, the lease was nominally made over to the
bishop’s daughter, who gave receipts in her own name for the
amount of tithes collected.

Affairs continued in this state until the year 1812, when an act of
parliament was obtained for enclosing and exonerating from tithes
certain lands in the parish of Hillingdon; which was promptly acted
upon, and a distribution of lands took place, by which 765 acres
were set apart and appropriated in lieu of rectorial and vicarial
tithes for ever. By this arrangement the bishop and vicar have
obtained a fine estate in exchange for £16 a year, the valuation of
the living in the time of Henry VIII. All parties are more
independent of each other—no contention about tithes nor
compositions for tithes. The bishop repairs a chapel in lieu of the
church; the vicar is an absentee, leaving a curate for the spiritual
welfare of the inhabitants; and the only parties who have sustained
any loss are the poor, in being deprived of the rights of common
which their forefathers enjoyed.

Leaving these incidental illustrations of church property, let us
endeavour to ascertain, upon some general principle, the amount of
the revenues of the clergy. The estimates, by individuals, of
ecclesiastical revenues are mostly limited to a valuation of tithe
and the landed estates of the church. Of the unfairness of this
mode of proceeding we shall hereafter speak; at present we shall
submit to the reader two estimates of the revenues of the church,
drawn up on very different principles, and by parties who entertain
very different views of the state of our ecclesiastical establishment.
The first statement is from the third edition of a work, entitled
“Remarks on the Consumption of Public Wealth by the Clergy.”
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Estimate of the Revenues and Property of the Established Church
in England and Wales.

Annual value of the gross produce of the land of
England and Wales
One-third of the land of England and Wales not
subject to tithe for the clergy, being either tithe-free 50,000,000
or lay-impropriations
Leaving the amount on which tithes for the clergy

£150,000,000

; 100,000,000
are levied
Supposing the clergy to levy one-sixteenth, they get 6,250,000
Tithes 6,250,000
Estates of the bishops and ecclesiastical corporations 1,000,000
Assessments in towns, on houses, &c. 250,000
Chapels of ease stipends 100,000
Total £7,600,000

From the Quarterly Review, No. 58.

Total number of acres in England and Wales 37,094,400
Deduct waste land, about one-seventh 5,299,200
Number of acres in tillage 31,795,200
glilli):ialy-land, or land exempt by modus from tithe, one- 3,179,520
Number of acres actually subject to tithes 28,615,680

This number, divided by 10,693, the number of parishes, gives
2,676 tithable acres to each parish.

In the Patronage of the Crown, the Bishops, Deans and
Chapters, the Universities and Collegiate Establishments.
1733 Rectories, containing 4,637,508 acres, at 3s. 6d. £ 811,563

2341 Vicarages, containing 6,264,516 acres, at 1s. 3d.391,532
Annual value of Public Livings 1,203,095
In the Gift of private Patrons.
3444 Rectories, containing 9,216,144 acres, at 3s. 6d. 1,612,825
2175Vicarages, containing 5,820,300 acres, at 1s. 3d.363,768

1000 Perpetual curacies, averaging £75 each 75,000

649 Benefices, not parochial, averaging £50 each 32,450
Annual value of Private Benefices 2,084,043

8000 Glebes, at £20 each 160,000
Total income of parochial clergy 3,447,138
Income of bishoprics 150,000
Income of deans and chapters 275,000
Total revenue of the Established Clergy £3,872,138

We shall first solicit attention to the estimate from the Quarterly
Review, which is such an unfair and misleading representation of
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the revenues of the clergy, that we ought almost to apologize to the
reader for laying it before him. Arthur Young, who is no bad
authority in these matters, says the revenue of the church was five
millions in 1790, and how greatly it must since have augmented
from the vast increase in population and produce. Notwithstanding
the evasions and omissions under the Property-Tax, the returns for
1812* make the tithe of that year amount to £4,700,000, and,
allowing for the increase in produce and fall in prices, it is not
likely a less sum would be returned at present. During the war, the
tithe was usually estimated at one-third of the rent; it is not much
less now, but, suppose it only one-fourth, and the rental of England
and Wales £31,795,200, or one pound for every acre in tillage; then
the whole amount of tithe collected is £7,948,200; from which, if
we deduct one-third for lay-tithes and land exempt from tithe, the
church-tithes alone amount to £5,297,200.

Upon whatever principle we test the statement in the Quarterly
Review, its erroneousness is apparent. The reviewer supposes the
rectorial tithes to average only 3s. 6d. per acre, and the vicarial
tithes only 1s. 3d. Both these sums are assuredly too low. The
vicarage tithes, in consequence of the turnip-husbandry and other
improvements in agriculture, are often more valuable than the
parsonage. The returns to the circular inquiries by the Board of
Agriculture make the tithe throughout the kingdom, in 1790,
average, per acre, 4s. 01/4d.; in 1803, 5s. 31/2d.; in 1813, 7s. 91/
2d. Adopting the rate of tithe of 1803, and taking, with the
reviewer, the land in tillage at 31,795,200 acres, the whole amount
of tithes collected is £10,267,200; from which, if we deduct, as
before, one-third for lay-tithes and tithe-free land, the amount of
church-tithes is £6,844,800 per annum.

Again: the reviewer greatly misrepresents the proportion between
rectories and vicarages. It is well known to every one the
impropriate livings barely equal one-third of the whole number. Yet
the reviewer makes the number of vicarages 4516; whereas,
according to Archdeacon Plymley, there are only 3687 vicarages in
England and Wales.t But it suited the sinister purpose of the writer
to exaggerate the number of vicarages, in order to calculate the
tithes of so many parishes at only 1s. 3d. per acre.

The estimate of the income of the Bishoprics at £150,000 is greatly
below the truth. The revenues of the four sees of Winchester,
Durham, Canterbury, and London alone exceed that sum. A vast
deal of mystery is always maintained about the incomes of the
bishops; but the public has incidentally been put in possession of
some certain data on this point. In 1829, the late Archbishop
Sutton applied for a private act of parliament to raise a loan of
£37,000, to assist in altering and improving Lambeth-palace; when
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it came out that the revenue of the see of this poor member of the
“college of fishermen” was only £32,000 per annum. This is the
representation of his own officer, Doctor Lushington. Mr. A. Baring
stated that the revenue of the see of London would, by the falling in
of leases, shortly amount to £100,000 a year.* The Bishop of
London, in reply to this, alleged that his income, allowing for
casualties, did not amount to one-seventh of that sum. His lordship,
of course, meant his fixed income, and did not include fines for the
renewal of leases, nor the value of his parks, palace, and mansions.
We can assure this right reverend prelate that the public never, in
truth, thought his income, or that of his Grace of Canterbury, was
so extravagantly high as on their own showing they appear to be.
The see of Winchester is supposed to be worth £50,000 per annum.
In one year the bishop of this diocese received upwards of £15,000
in fines for the renewal of leases.

But let us ascertain the total income of all the sees. In Liber Regis,
the King’s book, we have an anthentic return of the value of the
bishoprics in the reign of Henry VIII. As this return was to be the
foundation of the future payment of first fruits and tenths, we may
be sure it was not too much. However, in these returns, the See of
Canterbury is valued at £2682: 12: 2 per annum; the See of London
at £1000. This was at a time when a labourer’s wages were only a
penny a day. Now, it appears, from the admissions of Doctor
Lushington and the Bishop of London, that the present incomes of
these sees are £32,000 and £14,444 a-year. So that one see has
increased in value twelve and the other more than fourteen-fold.
The other bishoprics have, no doubt, increased in a similar
proportion. Hence, as the incomes of the twenty-six sees in Liber
Regis amount to £22,855 a-year, their present value cannot be less
than thirteen times that sum, or £297,115, instead of £150,000, as
stated in the Quarterly Review. This does not include the dignities
and rectories annexed to the sees, or held in commendam, nor the
parks and palaces, the mansions, villas, warrens, fines for
renewals, heriots, and other manorial rights, enjoyed by the
bishops, and which would make their incomes equal to, at least,
half-a-million per annum.

The revenues of the Deans and Chapters may be approximated to
on the same principle. Their incomes, like those of the bishops,
arise principally from lands and manors, and certain payments in
money. In the King’s Book, the deans and chapters are valued at
£38,000 a-year; consequently, they do not amount, at present, to
less than £494,000 per annum, instead of £275,000. But the
returns in the Valor Ecclesiasticus are far from complete; several
deaneries, prebends, and other offices are omitted; it follows, our
estimate is far below the annual worth of the ecclesiastical
corporations.
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The Reviewer considers each glebe to be worth only £20 a-year;
but, when he is desirous of illustrating the penury of the church by
comparing its endowments with those of the Church of Scotland, he
values the glebes of the latter at £30 per annum. The writer omits
to estimate the value of the parsonage-houses: they must be worth
something, as they save rent to the incumbents or their curates.

But enough of the estimate in the Quarterly Review. The principles
and purposes of this publication are so notorious that every one is
on his guard against receiving, implicitly, any representations
relative to the church from so suspicious a source. The first
statement, from the “Remarks,” &c. contains some inaccuracies
and omissions which we shall endeavour to supply. Before,
however, we submit a complete view of the revenues of the church,
it will be proper shortly to advert to some items of ecclesiastical
emolument usually omitted in inquiries of this nature.

Besides tithe and the landed estates of the church, there are, as
before remarked, various other sources from which the clergy
derive very considerable advantages. Of these, the first we shall
notice are Public Charities. The inquiries by the Royal
Commissioners, so far as they have proceeded, tend to confirm the
accuracy of Lord Brougham's estimate of the revenues of
charitable foundations at nearly iwo millions a-year. From the
tenure of charitable endowments, the clergy have almost entire
possession of this immense fund. In England and Wales, according
to the returns under the Gilbert Act, there are 3898 school
charities, of which the clergy enjoy the exclusive emolument; and,
in the remaining charities, they largely participate as trustees,
visitors, or other capacity. The pious credulity of our ancestors
induced them to place implicit reliance on the clergy, little
foreseeing how their confidence would be abused. Three-fourths of
charitable property, at least, were thus placed at the mercy of
ecclesiastics. It is certain that, in the inquiries recently instituted
into charitable foundations, the worst abuses have been found
under their management. The school of Pocklington, in Yorkshire,
was a flagrant instance, in which a member of the established
church was receiving a snug income of nine hundred pounds a-year
for teaching one scholar. A right reverend prelate, who had been
left in trust, and his family, had appropriated the funds of the Mere
and Spital charities. The grammar-schools in almost every town
have become mere sinecures, seldom having more than two or
three foundation-scholars; and the buildings piously intended for
the gratuitous accommodation of poor scholars, have been
perverted into boarding and pay schools for the emolument of their
clerical masters. Bristol and Bath, Birmingham, Wolverhampton,
Ripon, and Preston, are striking examples of this sort of abuse and
perversion. In the principal foundations in the metropolis and
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neighbourhood, in the Charter-house, Christ’s Hospital, the great
schools of Westminster, St. Paul’s, Harrow, Rugby, and the Gresham
Lectures, they derive great advantages as wardens, visitors,
provosts, high masters, senior masters, ushers, lecturers, and
assistants. Many of these offices are held by pluralists, who are,
also, dignitaries, and yield salaries of £800 a-year, besides
allowances for house-rent, vegetables, and linen, and large
pensions of one thousand a-year, or so, on retirement. The present
head-master of the Charter-house, and the late and present head-
master of St. Paul’s School, are examples of this sort of monopoly.
In the colleges of Eton and Winchester, again, the established
clergy have a nice patrimony. The government of these foundations
is vested in a certain number of reverend fellows, and a provost,
who is a reverend also. The value of a fellowship, including
allowances for coals, candles, and gown, is about £1000 a-year; and
a provostship, in good years, has netted £2500 per annum;* besides
which, the fellows generally help themselves to a good fat living or
two, which are in the gift of the colleges. Again, the established
clergy have exclusive possession of the revenues of the
Universities, to the exclusion of dissenters, and all persons of
delicate consciences, who are scrupulous about taking oaths, and
subscribing to articles of faith they neither believe nor
understand.t The value of a university fellowship is generally less
than a fellowship at Eton or Winchester; though the incomes of
some of the fellows are handsome enough to induce them to prefer
celibacy and college residence to a benefice in the country: add to
which the professorships and tutorships, which, bringing the
possessors in contact with the youth of the aristocracy and gentry,
lead to livings and dignities. Numerous livings are also in the gift of
the Universities, as well as in the other foundations we have
mentioned, believe some of the offices in the Universities are
incompatible with church-preferment.

From these details we may conclude the established clergy share
largely in the revenues of Public Charities; supposing the college
and school charities average only £175 each, they will produce
£682,150 a-year.

Church or Surplice Fees, as they are commonly called, form
another abundant source of revenue to the clergy. Originally,
surplice-fees were paid only by the rich, and were intended for
charity: what was formerly a voluntary gift has been converted into
a demand, and, instead of the poor receiving these donations, they
are pocketed by the clergy, and poor as well as rich are now
compelled to pay fees on burials, marriages, churchings, and
christenings. The total sums netted from this source we have no
means of estimating correctly. In London, church-fees are supposed
to be equal to one-third of the priest’s salary. Besides the regular
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fee, it is usual, on the burial of opulent people, to get a compliment
of a guinea or more for hat-band and gloves: at marriages, five
guineas; at christenings, a guinea. In Ireland, the surplice-fees,
aided by a few voluntary gifts, form the only maintenance of the
catholic priesthood: and, in this country, the total revenue derived
from fees and gratuities, is little short of one million a-year. The
late Rev. Dr. Cove, whose estimate of church property is seldom
more than one-half of its real amount, calculates the annual value
of the glebe and surplice-fees of each parish, on an average, at £40
a-year, making, according to him, a tax upon the population of half
a million per annum.

Easter-Offerings, Oblations, &c. form a third source of
ecclesiastical emolument. These Offerings, or Dues, as they are
sometimes called, are certain customary payments at Easter and all
church-festivals, to which every inhabitant-housekeeper is liable.
Their amount varies in different parts of the country. In the North,
they commonly pay sixpence in lieu of an offering-hen; a shilling in
lieu of an offering-goose or turkey; one penny, called smoke-penny;
one penny-halfpenny for every person or communicant above the
age of sixteen, and so on. We have no means of judging the annual
value of these good things. All that we can say is, that in some
parts they are very pertinaciously levied, and considered by the
established clergy as part of their “ancient rights.”* Probably, the
value of Easter-offerings may be taken at £100,000 a-year.

The Lectureships, in towns and populous places, are another
branch of clerical income. Where there is no endowment for a
lectureship, the parishioners, if they desire a novelty of this sort, in
addition to the ordinary routine of church-service, provide one at
their own charge. The value of a lectureship, of course, varies with
the number and liberality of the subscribers. No person can
officiate as a lecturer unless approved by the incumbent and
diocesan. Frequent squabbles arise from this cause; the
parishioners choosing a popular preacher, who, from a miserable
feeling of jealousy, is not approved by the less gifted incumbent.
The lectureships are generally held with other preferments. Their
total value may be stated at £60,000 per annum.

The next branch of revenue we shall notice are Chaplainships and
those public offices which the Clergy may be said to hold ex officio,
and to which they have always the preference. The value of
chaplainships to the nobility, to ambassadors, public bodies, and
commercial companies, must be considerable; but of the value of
these, and of the places held by the clergy in public institutions, it
is hardly possible to estimate. Suppose £10,000 a-year.
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Beside all these sources of ecclesiastical revenue, another and
onerous burthen is imposed on the people by the New Churches
erected under the authority of the Commissioners appointed for
that purpose. The sum of £1,367,400 in Exchequer-bills has been
already issued in aid of the voluntary contributions towards this
undertaking.* The salaries of the secretary, surveyors, office-
keepers, and other underlings of this commission cost the country
more than £5,000 a-year. One hundred and nine churches and
chapels have been completed, and one hundred and five more are
in different stages of progress: what is the whole number intended
to be erected, or the total expense, nobody can tell, for the
Commissioners have been recently incorporated, and in all
probability their pious labours will be protracted for ages to come.
Had the rich clergy contributed their just share to the First Fruits
Fund, there would have been no necessity for imposing this
additional tax on the public. But the first outlay is far from being
the worst part of this extraordinary proceeding. All those new
churches and chapels will have to be kept in repair by rates levied
on the parishioners—dissenters as well as churchmen, and this,
though many have opposed their erection as unnecessary. Then
there are the stipends of ministers, clerks, beadles, pew-openers,
and though last, not least, the guzzlings and feedings of sextons,
churchwardens, and chapelwardens to be provided for; for though
the patronage of the new churches is given to the patron or
incumbent of the mother-church, yet the salaries of the minister
and other officials, instead of being deducted from the income of
the rector or vicar, are to be raised by a charge for the rents of
pews. Only think of this novel device for augmenting the revenues
of the ecclesiastical order! Notwithstanding the immense sums
levied for the maintenance of the established religion, and though
the frequenters of the new churches are actually compelled to pay
tithes to the incumbents of their parishes, yet they are obliged to
contribute an additional sum in pew rents to enjoy the benefit of
the national communion, and if they desire a third service on
Sundays, they must contribute additional for that too.t How much
the revenues of the clergy will be ultimately increased from this
source, we have not the means of estimating. The incomes settled
on some of the new ministers by the Commissioners are very
considerable; that of the minister of St. Peter’s, Pimlico, is £900 a
year; and those of the rectors of the three new churches in the
parish of St. Mary-le-bone are £350 per annum each. Suppose the
annual charge of each new church £450 per annum, it will shortly
add to the other permanent revenues of the church a yearly sum of
£94,050.

We shall now collect the different items and exhibit a general

statement of the revenues of the Established Clergy. The sum put
down for tithe is church-tithe only, after deducting the tithe of lay-
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impropriations, and allowing for abbey-land and land exempt by
modus from tithe. The church-rates are a heavy burden on the
people, but being levied at uncertain intervals, for the repair of
churches and chapels, they do not form a part of the personal
income of the clergy, and are omitted.

Revenues of the Established Clergy of England and Wales.

Church-tithe £6,884,800
Incomes of the bishoprics 297,115*
Estates of the deans and chapters 494,000
Glebes and parsonage-houses 250,000
Perpetual curacies £75 each 75,000
Benefices not parochial £250 each 32,450
Church-fees on burials, marriages, christenings, &c. 500,000
Oblations, offerings, and compositions for offerings at 80 000

the four great festivals ’

College and school foundations 682,150
Lectureships in towns and populous places 60,000
Chaplainships and offices in public institutions 10,000
New churches and chapels 94,050
Total Revenues of the Established Clergy £9,459,565

*The see of Sodor and Man is not in charge in the King’s Book, and
is omitted in this estimate.

We are confident several of these sources of emolument are rather
under-rated. Perhaps it may be alleged that some items do not
properly appertain to ecclesiastical income—that they are the
rewards pro opera et labore extra-officially discharged by the
clergy. But what would be said if, in stating the emoluments of the
Duke of Wellington, we limited ourselves to his military pay,
without also including his pensions, sinecures, and civil
appointments? The sums placed to the account of the clergy are
received by them either as ministers of religion, or from holding
situations to which they have been promoted in consequence of
being members of the Established Church. There are several sums
annually raised on the people which we have omitted, but which, in
strictness, ought to be placed to the account of the clergy. Large
sums are constantly being voted by Parliament for building
churches in Scotland, as well as in England; more than £21,000 has
been granted for building churches and bishops’ palaces in the
West Indies; £1,600,000 has been granted for the aid of the poor
clergy; as they are called, and who have been also favoured by their
livings being exonerated from the land-tax; nearly a million has
been granted for building houses and purchasing glebes for the
clergy in Ireland; upwards of £16,000 a-year is voted to a society
for propagating Church of Englandism in foreign parts;* and more
than £9,000 is granted to some other Society for Discountenancing
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Vice,—a duty which one would think especially merged in the
functions of our established pastors. All these sums have been
omitted; they certainly tend to augment the burthen imposed on
the public by the Church: but as it is to be hoped they do not all
form permanent branches of ecclesiastical charge, they are
excluded from our estimate of clerical income.

The next consideration is the Number of Persons among whom the
revenues of the Church are divided. It has been already shown that
the number of prelates, dignitaries, and incumbents, is only 7,694,
and by this diminutive phalanx is the entire revenue of £9,459,565
monopolized, affording an average income of £1,228 to each
individual. Except the clergy, there is no class or order of men
whose incomes average an amount like this. The average pay of
officers in the army or navy will bear no comparison with that of
the Clergy. Take the legal classes—the most gainful of all
professions; add together the incomes of the lord-chancellor, the
judges, the barristers, conveyancers, proctors, special-pleaders,
and every other grade of that multitudinous craft—the pettifogger
of most limited practice included—and divide the total by the
number of individuals, and it will yield no average income like that
of dignitaries, rectors, and vicars. Still less will the fees and gains
of the medical classes—the physician, surgeon, and
apothecary—bear a comparison with the Church. The pensions,
salaries, and perquisites of employés in the civil department of
government are justly deemed extravagant; but compare the united
incomes of these with ecclesiastics, from the first lord of the
treasury to the humblest official in the Stamp Office, and the
difference is enormous. The Church is a monstrous, overgrown
Creesus in the State, and the amount of its revenues incredible,
unbearable, and out of proportion with every other service and
class in society.

An average estimate of the incomes of the Clergy, however, affords
no insight into the mode in which the enormous revenues of the
church are squandered among its members. Next to pluralists, the
greatest abuse in the establishment results from the unequal
amount of income possessed by individuals of the same rank in the
ecclesiastical order, and the unequal burthen of duties imposed
upon them. The incomes of some bishops, as those of Llandaff, St.
Asaph, and Bangor, barely equal that of a clerk of the Treasury, or
of rectors and vicars whose conduct they are appointed to
superintend; while the incomes of others exceed those of the
highest functionaries in the land. Yet we are told, by Mr. Burke,
that the revenues of the higher order of ecclesiastics are to enable
them to rear their “mitred fronts in courts and palaces to reprove
presumptuous vice.” But if one bishop requires a large revenue to
support his dignity in high places, so does another. Among the
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archdeacons is like inequality, their incomes varying from £200 to
£2000 a-year. And among the dignitaries and members of cathedral
and collegiate establishments is similar disproportion. Many of the
deaneries, as those of Westminster, Windsor, St. Paul’s, Salisbury,
Lincoln, Exeter, and Wells, are very valuable, yielding, probably, to
their possessors, incomes of £10,000, £8,000, £5,000, £2,000,
£1,900, and 1,500 respectively. The prebendaries and canonries
vary in amount from £250 to £2,000 a-year. Some of the
precentorships are worth not less than £900 a-year; and many of
the chancellorships, treasurerships, succentorships, and we know
not how many other official ships, afford snug incomes of £400,
£500, and £800 per annum. The minor canons some of them have
£250; the vicars-choral £350; the priest-vicars, the chanters, and
sub-chanters, and a hundred more popish names and offices, are all
amply, though unequally, remunerated for their services.

In the incomes of the parochial clergy there is similar diversity and
injustice. Many rectories, as before observed, are more valuable
than bishoprics, having incomes from £8,000 to £10,000 a-year. The
same may be said of the vicarages, being possessed of large glebes
or large endowments, and sometimes both. While, again, it cannot
be denied that there are some rectories, and in particular
vicarages, whose tithes are in the hands of laymen, and without
even a parsonage-house. In some instances, the deficiency of
income has been so great, that it has been found necessary to unite
the incomes of two or three parishes to produce an adequate
maintenance to the officiating minister, who, in the care of so many
churches, cannot have time to officiate at any of them properly; and
thus, no doubt, are many souls lost which might be saved; some,
straying into the fold of sectarianism, become jacobins and
dissenters, to the great injury of the mother church, and the eternal
reproach of the right reverend bishops, the very reverend deans,
the venerable archdeacons, and other reverend dignitaries, who
waste, in the pomp, vanities, and luxuries of the world, the sums
which ought to be appropriated to the augmentation of these poor
livings.

The penury of one part of the church is not less objectionable than
the bloated and sinecure opulence of another.* At the
establishment of Queen Anne’s bounty, in the beginning of the last
century, there were 5597 livings (above one-half of the whole
number) whose incomes did not exceed £50 per annum. The
Diocesan Returns in 1809 gave the following classifications of poor
livings under £150 per annum:—
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£ Livings.

Not exceeding 10 12

_ 20 72

_ 30 191
_ 40 353
_ 50 433
_ 60 407
_ 70 376
_ 80 319
_ 90 309
_ 100 315
_ 110 283
_ 120 307
_ 130 246
_ 140 205
_ 150 170

Total 3998

It is by grouping these poor livings with the rich ones, and
averaging the whole, that a plausible case is often attempted to be
made out in favour of the clergy. One writer, for instance, whose
statement has been often quoted, makes the average income of
each living in England and Wales only £303 per annum.* The Rev.
Dr. Cove, adopting different principles of calculation, makes the
average income of the parochial clergy only £255 each.t Both these
estimates, it is apparent from what has been advanced, are very
wide of the truth. There are 11,342 benefices, and only 7,191
incumbents; and these incumbents engross the entire revenue of
the parochial clergy arising from tithe and other sources. Turning
to the statement at page 52, and deducting from the total revenues
of the established clergy the incomes of the bishoprics and
ecclesiastical corporations, it will be found that the parochial
clergy alone have a total revenue of £8,668,450, which, divided by
the number of benefices and the number of incumbents, gives £764
for the average value of each benefice, and £1,205 for the average
income of each incumbent. From this enormous income, the paltry
stipends of £40 or £60 a-year, paid by some of the beneficed clergy
to their curates, are, of course, to be deducted.

The representation which the Quarterly Review, and other
misleading publications, is desirous of impressing on the public is,
that there are about 10 or 11,000 benefices, held by about as many
individuals—rectors, vicars, and perpetual curates—whose average
income is the very moderate sum of £255 or £303 each. Such a
statement, if true, would render the amount of the revenues of the
clergy, and the distribution of these revenues, very little
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objectionable indeed. But we will soon show this is all mystification
and delusion.

The real situation of the Parochial Clergy is this: in England and
Wales there are 5098 rectories, 3687 vicarages, and 2970 churches
neither rectorial nor vicarial; in all, 11,755 churches.* These
churches are contained in 10,674 parishes and parochial
chapelries; and, probably, after a due allowance for the
consolidation of some of the smaller parishes, form about as many
parochial benefices. Now, the whole of these 10,674 benefices are
in the hands of 7191 incumbents; there are 2886 individuals with
7037 livings; 517 with 1701 livings; 209 with 836 livings; 64 with
320 livings. Look again, at page 31, and the whole mystery of
parochial monopoly is solved. Or let any one look into the Clerical
Guide, and he will find nearly one-half the whole number of
incumbents are pluralists. Some are rectors at one place, vicars at
another, and curates at another; some hold three or four rectories,
besides vicarages and chapelries; some hold two vicarages, a
chapelry, and a rectory; in short, they are held in every possible
combination. But what does the secretary to four bishops, Mr.
Wright, the “Informer” as the late Bragge Bathurst termed him,
say on this subject: in one diocese the majority of the clergy held
three livings, some five, and some six, besides dignities, and “yet a
great part of them did not reside upon any of their preferments.”

This is exactly the way in which the property of the church is
monopolized. Some persons imagine that there are as many rectors
as rectories, vicars as vicarages, prebendaries as prebends, deans
as deaneries, &c. No such thing: the 26 bishops, 700 dignitaries,
and about 4000 non-resident incumbents, principally belonging to
the Aristocracy, enjoy nearly the whole ecclesiastical revenues,
amounting to more than nine millions, and averaging upwards of
£2000 a-year.

And for what service? what duties do they perform? what benefit do
the people derive from their labours? The bishops ordain the
priests; sometimes visit their dioceses; sometimes preach; and this
we believe is the extent of their performances, and which, in our
opinion, amount to very little. As to the venerable, very reverend,
and worshipful dignitaries, they perform still less. Let any one visit
the cathedral or collegiate churches; go into St. Paul’s,
Westminster Abbey, or York Minster, for instance; and observe what
is doing in those places. No service is performed which interests
the public. Persons may be found admiring the stone and mortar;
but the vicars-choral, the priest-vicars, the chanters, or sub-
chanters, or fifth or sixth canons, are very little regarded; and as to
the dignitaries themselves, why they are never to be seen; many of
them probably reside some hundred miles off, in more pleasant
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parts of the country, enjoying the amusements of the chase, or
whiling away their time at card-tables or watering-places. Then, as
to the non-resident incumbents, it must be admitted they are
sinecurists, whose duty is performed, and for which they receive
the salary, by deputy. Thus, it appears, that these three classes,
without performing any duties of importance, absorb almost the
entire revenues of the church.

The labouring bees in the established church are the curates, who
receive a very small share of its emoluments. In a parliamentary
paper, ordered to be printed on the 28th of May, 1830, containing
the diocesan returns relative to the number and stipends of curates
in England and Wales, we find that, for the year 1827, out of 4254
individuals of that class, there were 1639 with salaries not
exceeding £60, and only eighty-four out of the whole number with
salaries exceeding £160. There were fifty-nine curates with
incomes between £20 and £30, and six with incomes between £10
and £20. There were 1393 curates resident in the glebe houses,
and 805 more resident in their parishes. So that, either for want of
parsonage-houses, or other cause, a vast number of parishes had
neither resident curate nor incumbent. Supposing the stipends of
the curates average £75 a-year, which is higher than the bishops,
under the 55 Geo. III., have in many cases authority to raise them,
their share of the church-revenues amounts only to £319,050. Yet it
is this useful and meritorious order which performs nearly the
whole service of the national religion.

To the curates we may add the possessors of the poor livings, as a
portion of the clergy who really discharge some duties for their
emoluments. These livings may be considered the mere offal, or
waste land of the church, on which those who have neither rotten
boroughs nor family influence, are allowed to graze. Their incomes
not being sufficient to allow for the maintenance of a curate, many
of the incumbents reside on their benefices and perform the duties
of their parishes. But even this class is not in the indigent state
some persons are apt to imagine. The returns we have cited of the
value of poor livings in 1809, were considered, at the time, a gross
imposition on the public and parliament. In consequence, however,
of these returns, true or false, the incomes of the poor clergy have
subsequently been greatly augmented. Besides Queen Anne’s
bounty, £100,000 has been voted annually by parliament; the
benefactions in money, by private individuals, amount to upwards
of £300,000; other benefactions, in houses for the residence of
ministers, in lands, tithes, and rent-charges, are very considerable:
to which we may add the advantages small benefices have derived
from being exonerated from the land tax, and from the increase in
population, and in the value of tithes from agricultural
improvements.
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Another point necessary to be borne in mind, in considering the
situation of the poor clergy, as they are called, is, that they are, like
the non-resident aristocratical incumbents, nearly all pluralists.
Few, indeed, only hold one living; and, probably, the whole 3998
livings under £150, are held by 1500 or 2000 individuals. That this
is the case, is evident, from the returns made to the Commissioners
appointed to exonerate small benefices from the land-tax, and
which are now lying before us. In these returns for 1820 we find
2137 livings, or other ecclesiastical benefices of less than £150 in
clear yearly value, had been exonerated from the land-tax.* Of 419
benefices exonerated from the land-tax in 1814, there were only
ninety-two with incomes of less than £100 each, held without other
preferment.t Hence we conclude that the poor clergy, whose
incomes Dr. Cove made about £80, have, from pluralities,
consolidation, and the other advantages mentioned, incomes of at
least £150 each, and that, with the exception of curates, there are
few poor clergy in England.

We have now afforded the reader, without exaggeration or
distortion of facts, a complete and intelligible view of the total
amount and disposition of the immense revenues of the Established
Clergy. The chief points to be borne in mind are the diminutive
number of the beneficed clergy, their sinecurism, and relative
efficiency in the discharge of religious duties, and the monstrous
inequality in their incomes. These points will best appear from the
succinct statement we subjoin.
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Statement, showing the Mode in which the Revenues of the
Church, amounting to £9,459,565, are divided among the different

Orders of Clergy.
Average
Class income of Total
’ each incomes.
individual.
Erpiscoral. { 2 Archbishops £26,465 £52,930
CLERGY, { 24 Bishops 10,174 244,185
{ 28 Deans 1580 44,250%
{ 61 Archdeacons 739 45,126
{ 26 Chancellors 494 12,844
é14 Prebendaries and Canons 545 280,130
DIGNITARIES, Precentors, Succentors,
&ec. Vicars-General, Minor
{ Canons, Priest-Vicars,
330 Vicars-Choral, & other 338 111,650
Members of Cathedral
and Collegiate Churches
}
carrled £791,085
orward
Broughl 791,085
orward
Aristocratic Pluralists,
mostly non-resident, and
{ holding two, three, four,
g8 OF more livings, in all 1863 5,379,430
7037 livings, averaging
PAROCHIAL

CLERGY each, tithes, glebes,
’ church-fees, &c. £764 }
Incumbents, holding one
{ living each, and about
4305 one-half resident on their
benefices }
1 The value of the deaneries, prebends, and other dignities, is
calculated from the returns in the King’s book, allowance being
made for the increase in the value of ecclesiastical property in the
proportion of thirteen to one. The result is, we are aware, an
average value greatly below the truth. Some single prebends, as
the golden ones of St. Paul’s, Winchester, Ely, Lincoln, and
Durham, are worth from £800 to £2000 a-year. But, in the absence
of more authentic information, we have been reduced to the
alternative of either proceeding on the general principle
mentioned, or of relying on private reports—and we preferred the
former.

764 3,289,020
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Average
income of Total
each incomes.
individual.

Class.

Curates, licensed and

unlicensed, whose

average stipends of about

£75 per annum,

amounting together to

£319,050, are included in

the incomes of the

pluralists and other

incumbents.

Total £9,459,565

1 The value of the deaneries, prebends, and other dignities, is
calculated from the returns in the King’s book, allowance being
made for the increase in the value of ecclesiastical property in the
proportion of thirteen to one. The result is, we are aware, an
average value greatly below the truth. Some single prebends, as
the golden ones of St. Paul’s, Winchester, Ely, Lincoln, and
Durham, are worth from £800 to £2000 a-year. But, in the absence
of more authentic information, we have been reduced to the
alternative of either proceeding on the general principle
mentioned, or of relying on private reports—and we preferred the
former.

{
4254

Observations.

The above statement affords room for important remarks, in order
to distinguish the over from the under paid, and the useful and
meritorious from the mere sinecurists, in our ecclesiastical polity.

Every thing in this country is formed upon an aristocratic scale.
Because some noblemen have enormous incomes, ergo the bishops
must have enormous incomes, to be fit and meet associates for
them. Thus, one extravagance in society generates another to keep
it in countenance; because we have a king who costs a million a
year, we must have lords with a quarter of a million, and bishops
with fifty thousand a year; and as a consequence of all this, a
labourer’s wages cannot be more than 10d. a day—he must live on
oatmeal and potatoes, and have the penny roll not bigger than his
thumb. But why should the income of a bishopric so far exceed that
of the highest offices in the civil department of government?
Burke’s argument is not consistent. A Secretary of State has to
show his “front in courts and palaces,” as well as a bishop; he is in
constant intercourse with dukes and princes, yet his salary does
not exceed £6000 a year. The bishops have their private fortunes as
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well as others, and there is no just reason why their official
incomes should be so disproportionate to that of a lord of the
Treasury, or Chancellor of the Exchequer.

An Archdeacon is considered the deputy of the bishop, and assists
in the discharge of the spiritual duties of his diocese. As such, we
think the deputy ought to be paid out of the income of his principal,
and the revenues of the archdeaconries applied to a fund to be
raised, in lieu of tithes. Many bishops are not overburthened with
duty, and have little need of assistants. One bishop of the United
Church, it is well known, spent all his time in Italy, where he
dissipated the revenues of an immensely rich see. Some English
bishops do not reside in their dioceses. We knew a bishop who
resided, within the last eight years, not more than a mile from St.
James’s Palace; he lived till he sunk into a state of dotage and
imbecility; he was in fact left to the care of a wet-nurse, who
treated him like an infant: we never heard the church sustained
any injury from the suspended services of this right reverend
prelate, and he, or some one for him, continued, till his death, to
receive the revenues of his see.

The Dean and Chapter, consisting of canons and prebendaries, are
considered the council of the bishop. This is about as much of a
farce as O’Connell’s great crucifix in Merrion-Square, or the virtues
of relics and holy water. It is notorious, the bishop and his chapter
are oftener at open loggerheads, than sitting in harmonious
conclave to devise measures for the good of the Church. The bishop
of St. David’s is his own dean, and so endeavours to avoid such
unseemly dissensions by being part council to himself. One of the
most important offices of the dean and chapter, is to elect the
bishop; that is choose the appointee of some court favourite, and in
the exercise of which franchise, they discharge as virtual functions
as the electors of Cockermouth or Ripon, who adopt the nominees
of Earl Lonsdale and Miss Lawrence. The deaneries, prebends,
canonries, and other cathedral dignities, are in fact honorary
offices of great value; they are endowed with vast estates,
numerous manors, and other good things, and have valuable livings
in their gift; all of which advantages are so much public income idly
squandered. We have before adverted to the sinecure nature of
these appointments before the Reformation, and, as a further proof
that they are offices without duties, we may mention that
nominations to them are sometimes suspended. In 1797, when the
cathedral of Lichfield was about being repaired, an act of
parliament was obtained to defray the expense, by sequestrating
the revenues of two vacant prebends. If the duties of these two
offices could be suspended for an indefinite term, they might for
perpetuity, and the revenues of all similar situations appropriated
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to the establishment of a fund in lieu of tithes, for the maintenance
of the Working Clergy.

Next in order come the Aristocratic Pluralists. These are so many
clerical sinecurists who receive immense incomes, without
rendering any service to the community. They are mere men of the
world, whose element is the race-course, the ball-room, and
billiard-table. They seldom see their parishes: their residence is in
London, at Paris, Naples, or Florence. If they visit their benefices, it
is not in the capacity of pastor, but of surveyor or tax-gatherer, who
comes to spy out improvements, to watch the increase of stock and
extension of tillage, and see how many hundreds more he can
squeeze out of the fruits of the industry and capital of the
impoverished farmer. The poor parishioner, who contributes his ill-
spared tithe to the vicious indulgence of these spiritual locusts, is
neither directed by their example, instructed by their precepts, nor
benefited by their expenditure.

From the preceding table, it is evident that about 2152
incumbents,* and 4254 curates, discharge nearly the entire duties
of the established religion; that their average income is £301,
which is more than the average income of the Scotch clergy; more
than the income of the dissenting clergy in England, and the
catholic clergy in Ireland; that, therefore, £1,974,503, the total
revenue of these classes, constitutes nearly the whole expenditure
the national worship requires for its maintenance and the
discharge of its spiritual functions.

It is further evident that the Bishops, Dignitaries, and Non-resident
incumbents, amounting to 6,025 individuals, receive £7,485,062
per annum, or seven-ninths of the revenues of the church; that
these classes hold either merely honorary appointments, discharge
no duties, or are greatly overpaid; that, in consequence, by
abolishing non-residence, stalls, and other sinecures, and by
reducing the salaries of the higher clergy to a level with those of
appointments in the State, or to a level with those of the best paid
clergy in Europe, several millions of public income might be saved,
to be applied either to the establishment of a fund for the
maintenance of the operative clergy, in lieu of tithe and other
ecclesiastical imposts; or, it might be applied, as a great portion of
it was originally intended, as a provision for the maintenance of the
poor; or, as a substitute for those public taxes whose pressure on
“the springs and sources of industry” tends to produce national
poverty and embarrassment.

Further, it is clear, from an impartial inquiry into the origin and

tenure of church property, that it has been always considered
public property; that it was dealt with as such in the reign of Henry
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VIII., and by parliament in the reigns of George III. and IV,, and the
same policy has been pursued towards ecclesiastical possessions in
every European state: that, in consequence, the legislature, after
making a provision for the life interests of the present possessors of
the church revenues, as was done at the time of the Reformation,
is authorized by precedent and the example of other nations; and
may, without injustice or inhumanity, adopt such measures for
introducing a new disposition of clerical endowments, as is most
conducive to the general interests of the community.

Lastly, it appears, on the authority of the ablest writers on
ecclesiastical polity, that a religious establishment of any kind is no
part of Christianity—it is only the means of inculcating it; that a
church establishment is founded solely on its utility;* that the
public endowment of any church implies, it is intended to be
subordinate and auxiliary to the public good; that the endowments
of the Church of England were not originally granted for the
support of a particular sect of religionists, but the general support
and diffusion of the Gospel: that, in consequence, our episcopalian
establishment is not an essential part of religion, but a mean of
social advantage, and its policy and duration ought to be
determined solely by its bearing on the public interest; and, that,
on any future interference with the revenues of the church, the two
most important considerations are—first, that if appropriated to the
maintenance of religion at all, they ought to be appropriated to the
maintenance of the teachers of Christianity generally, without
distinction of creed; and, secondly; that the amount and proportion
in which they are so appropriated, ought to be determined by one
sole object—the only true end of religion, government, law, and
every social institution—namely, the general prosperity and
happiness of the People.

We cannot, perhaps, more appropriately conclude this section than
by a comparative estimate of the cost of Church of Englandism and
of Christianity in other countries. England affords the only grand
monument of ecclesiastical wealth remaining to shew the
intellectual bondage of men in times of superstition, before the
more general diffusion of knowledge and education. Except in this
country, the people have every where cast off the prejudice
impressed upon them during the dark ages, that it was necessary
to yield up a large portion of their property and the fruits of their
industry, to be consumed by a numerous body of idle and luxurious
ecclesiastics. Abroad those clergymen are only respected and
supported who zealously labour in their ministry, and are the real
spiritual pastors of the people. Formerly clergymen were almost
the only persons who knew how to read and write; they took an
active part in the administration of the laws, and were in universal
request as secretaries and clerks. This was some excuse for their
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number and endowments. But these days are past, and the
subjoined comparison will show that the churches of the Roman
Catholic faith present as singular a contrast with their ancient
endowments as with the present enormity of Church of England
opulence.
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Comparative Expense of Church of Englandism and of Christianity

Name of Number of
the Hearers

Nation. )
France 32,000,000
United
States 9,600,000
Spain 11,000,000
Portugal 3,000,000
Hungary,
Catholics 4,000,000
Calvinists 1,050,000
Lutherans 650,000,
Italy 19,391,000
Austria 18,918,000
Switzerland 1,720,000
Prussia 10,536,000
German
Small 12,763,000
States
Holland 2,000,000
Netherlands 6,000,000
Denmark 1,700,000
Sweden 3,400,000
Russia,
Greek 34,000,000
Church
Catholics
and 8,000,000
Lutherans.
Chrlstlans 6,000,000
in Turkey
South 15,000,000
America
Christians
dispersed 3,000,000
elsewhere
The Clergy
of
England
and Wales 6,500,000

Hence, it appears, the administration of Church of Englandism to
6,500,000 hearers costs nearly as much as the administration of all
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in all other Countries of the World.

203,728,000 people receive

Expenditure on the Total Amount of
Clergy, per Million the Expenditure in

of Hearers. each Nation.

£62,000
60,000

100,000
100,000

80,000

60,000
40,000
40,000
50,000
50,000
50,000

60,000
80,000
42,000
70,000
70,000

15,000

50,000

30,000

30,000

50,000

1,455,316

£2,000,000
576,000

1,100,000
300,000

320,000

63,000
26,000
776,000
950,000
87,000
527,000

765,000

160,000
252,000
119,000
238,000

510,000

400,000

180,000

450,000

150,000

9,949,000

9,459,565
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other forms of Christianity in all parts of the world to 203,728,000
hearers.

Of the different forms of Christianity the Romish is the most
expensive. A Roman Catholic clergyman cannot go through the
duties of his ministry well for more than 1000 persons. The masses,
auricular confessions, attendance on the sick, and other
observances, make his duties more laborious than those of a
Protestant clergyman with double the number of hearers: add to
which, the cost of wax lights, scenery, and other accompaniments
peculiar to Catholic worship. Notwithstanding these extra
outgoings, we find that the administration of the Episcopalian
Reformed Religion in England to one million of hearers, costs the
people fourteen times more than the administration of Popery to
the same number of hearers in Spain or Portugal, and more than
forty times the administration of Popery in France.

Dissenters, like churchmen, are compelled to contribute to the
support of the ministers and churches of the established religion,
besides having to maintain, by voluntary payments, their own
pastors and places of worship. In France all religions are
maintained by the state, without distinction; all persons have
access to the universities and public schools: in England, only one
religion is maintained by the state; and all dissenters from the
national worship are excluded from the universities and colleges,
and from the masterships of grammar-schools, and other public
foundations, endowed by our common ancestors, for the general
promotion of piety and learning.

Dr. Paley, a writer of great eminence, and whose principal work has
been adopted as a text-book at Oxford and Cambridge, has shown
that it is the policy of every government which endows a particular
form of religion, to make choice of that religion which is followed
and believed in by a majority of the people. This principle, however,
is not acted upon in this country. Notwithstanding the immense
endowments of the established clergy, their gradation of rank, and
protection by the state, it seems that, owing to laxity of discipline,
want of zeal, defects in the Liturgy, or other causes, the adherents
of the privileged worship constitute a minority of the nation.

England and Ireland are the only countries in the world where a
tenth of the produce is claimed by the clergy. In Popish Italy the
ecclesiastical tithe is only a fortieth, and is taken in kind. A
prosecution by a clergyman for tithe is nearly unknown; whereas,
in the United Kingdom, tithe causes, often forming the most costly
and intricate source of litigation, are of frequent occurrence. In
France the expense of all religions, Protestant and Catholic, is
defrayed out of the taxes, like other branches of the public service.
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In the United States of America all the different modes of worship
are maintained by their respective followers.

The monstrous excess in the pay of the English clergy appears from
comparing their average income, with the incomes of the clergy of
equal rank in other countries. In France an archbishop has only
£1041 a-year; a bishop £625; an archdeacon £166; a canon or
prebend £100; a rector £48; a curate £31. In Rome the income of a
cardinal, the next in dignity to the pope, is £400 to 500 a-year; of a
rector of a parish £30; of a curate £17: compare these stipends
with the enormous incomes of the English clergy; and, making
allowance for difference in the expence of living in the respective
countries, the disparity in ecclesiastical remuneration appears
incredible.
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V.

RAPACITY OF THE CLERGY EXEMPLIFIED.

Though the avocations of the clergy are professedly of a spiritual
nature, no class has manifested so greedy an appetite for temporal
advantages and enjoyments. They have been like the daughters of
the horse-leech, their cry has constantly been give! give! A brief
notice of the application of First Fruits and Tenths, and,
subsequently, of parliamentary grants to the augmentation of
ecclesiastical revenues, will show as much rapacity on the part of
the clergy and as wasteful expenditure of public money on the
church as was ever exhibited in the darkest ages of monkish
superstition.

First Fruits, as is well known, are the first year’s whole profit or
value of any spiritual preferment. The Tenths are the tenth part of
the annual value of each living. Both first-fruits and tenths were
formerly paid to the pope. The first-fruits were paid to his Holiness
on promotion to any new benefice, and the tenths were an annual
incometax of ten per cent. out of the revenue of the clergy. As the
clergy would, when it was contrary to law, persist in the payment of
these foreign exactions, Henry VIII. determined, on the dissolution
of the monasteries, to keep them to the yoke to which they had
voluntarily subjected themselves, and annexed the revenue arising
from first-fruits and tenths to the crown; excepting, however, from
the payment of first-fruits, all vicarages under ten pounds, and
rectories under ten marks per annum.

According to the valuation in the King’s Book, the first-fruits and
tenths were paid, as the 1st of Elizabeth has it, to “the great aid,
relief, and supportation of the inestimable charges of the Crown:”
and so continued till the 2d year of queen Anne, 1703, when an act
passed giving to a corporation, which was to be erected for the
augmentation of small livings, the whole of the first fruits and
tenths. This is what is called Queen Anne’s Bounty, and amounted
to about £14,000 per annum: it has been subsequently increased by
an annual grant of £100,000 from parliament and the benefactions
of individuals. By another act of the queen, the bishops are
required, by oaths of witnesses, to ascertain the clear improved
yearly value of every benefice with incomes not exceeding £50 per
annum, and certify the same to the exchequer, in order to be
discharged from the payment of first-fruits: and all above that value
to contribute, by the payment of first-fruits and tenths, to the
augmentation of the former.
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The object of the queen in establishing this fund was to relieve the
poor clergy; the real and only effect has been to relieve the rich
clergy from a charge to which by law they were liable. In the 26th
Henry VIII. a provision was made for revising, from time to time,
the valuations under which the first-fruits and tenths were paid. It
is probable the clergy of 1703 were apprehensive, as the nation
was then engaged in an expensive war, that such a revision might
be made; and in persuading the pious queen to renounce a portion
of the hereditary revenue for the sake of “her poor clergy,” they
artfully contrived to insert a clause (the last in the act) by which
the payment of first-fruits and tenths was made perpetual at the
original rate of valuation!

The cunning of the rich clergy in thus shifting from themselves the
burthen of contributing to the relief of their poorer brethren, is
only to be matched in degree by the folly shown in the application
of the diminished revenue which this trick of theirs still left for the
improvement of small livings. At the time when the Bounty-Fund
was established, there were, according to the returns, 5597 livings
in England and Wales with incomes not exceeding £50, and which
the slow operation of the fund, aided by parliament, would not raise
to £150 in two centuries. Under such circumstances any rational
being would suppose the governors and the legislature, by whom
the disposal of the fund was superintended, would have made some
inquiry into the condition of these livings. Some of them were of
very small extent and scarcely any population; and might,
therefore, have been advantageously united with one another or
with other parishes. In others, the number of hearers was very
great, and the parishes so large, they might have been
advantageously subdivided. No attention was paid to these
different circumstances. The governors of the bounty proceeded
bountifully: they distributed a part of their money, in sums of £200,
on any poor living to which any private person would give an equal
sum; the rest, and greater part, they distributed by lot, letting each
poor living take an equal chance for a £200 prize, without any
regard to persons or urgency of claim. After this the story of
Bridoye deciding suits-at-law by dice, after making up a fair pile of
paper on each side, appears no longer an extravaganza. Up to the
year 1815 the governors had made in this way 7323 augmentations
of £200; but with benefices, as with men, fortune is not
proportioned to desert or necessity. Some of the least populous
parishes had a wonderful run of luck. In the diocese of Chichester,
for instance, the rectory of Hardham, which, in 1811, contained
eighty-nine inhabitants, has received six augmentations by lot, or
£1200. The vicarage of Loddington, with forty-eight people, has
had six augmentations,—£1200. In the diocese of Salisbury,
Bremilham drew a prize; it contained fourteen people. Pertwood
drew another; it had but twelve people. Calstone had £1000,
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including a benefaction of £200; its population was nineteen. In the
diocese of Winchester, St. Swithin’s, with twenty-four people, has
received £800; and £200 has been expended on Ewhurst, which has
seven people, and the living returned worth £99. In the diocese of
York, Butterwick, with sixty-two people, has had five
prizes,—£1000; while Armley, with 2941 people, and Allendale,
with 3884, have only gained one each. Even in cities, where the
scattered condition of the population could afford no pretext
against the union of parishes, the same random plan of
augmentations has been pursued. In Winchester separate
augmentations have been given to seven parishes, the population of
which, all united, would have amounted only to 2376, and would,
consequently, have formed a very manageable and rather small
town parish. In short, the whole of the returns* teem with instances
of extravagance, and clearly demonstrate this clerical little-go has
been managed for a very different purpose than relieving the
penury of part of the establishment. Indeed it is supposed that the
church looks upon the poverty of some of her members as sturdy
beggars look upon their sores, considering them a valuable adjunct
for exciting an ill-judged compassion for the whole body, and
securing impunity in idleness and over-feeding.

Had it not been for the fraudulent substraction of the higher clergy
from the burthen of contributing to the relief of their poor
brethren, there would have been no need of resorting to
eleemosynary aid from parliament. If the first-fruits and tenths had
been paid, subsequently to the gift of Queen Anne, according to the
rate which the law provided, that is, according to the real value of
the benefices, instead of a million and a half, at least thirty millions
would have been received from those taxes;* a sum not only quite
sufficient to have removed the poverty of all the poor livings in the
kingdom, but to have established schools in every parish, and left a
surplus beside for building additional churches, or any other useful
purpose.

The funds at present in the hands of the governors are very
considerable: not long since these faithful trustees for the benefit
of the poor clergy advanced a loan for the repair of the palace of
the rich archdiocese of Canterbury; and it is said they have come to
a resolution to discourage as much as possible the purchase of
lands, and to make certain annual allowances to clergymen with
small livings from the dividend of the stock. By this latter
proceeding the heads of the church have themselves begun to pay
the clergy out of the public funds; affording an example, from high
authority, of the practicability of this mode of paying the clergy
generally.
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In the course of the augmentations no security has been taken
against non-residence or plurality. The governors have gone on
increasing the income of two small livings, in order to make each of
them capable of supporting a resident clergyman, while, after as
well as before the augmentation, one incumbent may hold them
together—reside on neither—and allow only a small part of the
accumulated income to a curate, who performs the duties of both.

Rapacity and finesse appear inseparable traits in the character of
the clergy at all times; and the recent conduct of our spiritual
guides in the metropolis is a worthy counterpart to that of the
clergy in the time of Queen Anne. The situation of the clergy of the
City of London is different from that of the clergy in other parts of
the kingdom. In the reign of Henry VIII. continual altercations took
place between the citizens and their pastors relative to tithes and
ecclesiastical dues. To put an end to these unseemly disputes, the
37th Henry VIII. established a commission, at the head of which
was the archbishop, with full power to give to their decrees the
force of law, if they were enrolled in the Court of Chancery before
March, 1545. By a decree of this commission the tithe of houses
and buildings is fixed at the rate of 2s. 9d. for every 20s. yearly
rent, and 2d. for each of the family for the four yearly offerings.
Great disputes, however, have arisen between the inhabitants and
tithe-holders respecting the validity of this decree; for it appears,
on the authority of Tomline and Raithby, that it never was enrolled
agreeably to the obligation of the act. The clergy, however, have
continued to urge their claim to 2s. 9d. in the pound, which they
modestly term their “ancient rights,” and would, doubtless, yield a
very handsome remuneration. An assessment of 1s. in the pound,
as stated by the City tithe-committee, would, in the smallest and
poorest parishes, yield an income of £500 a-year; and an
assessment of 2s. 9d. would raise the lowest living to £1400 a-year.
To this exorbitant pretension the clergy have long looked with
extreme desire, beholding the increasing wealth and population of
the City with feelings similar to those ascribed by Milton to Satan,
when contemplating, with malign eye, the happiness of our first
parents in the garden of Eden.

Though the decree emanating from the 37th Henry VIII. was of
doubtful validity, it has formed the principle on which the
assessment has been raised for the maintenance of the city clergy.
The clergy, indeed, do not generally exact the 2s. 9d. but content
themselves with 2s. 1s. 9d. or 1s. or, in short, any thing they can
obtain,—insisting, however, at the same time, on their extreme
forbearance in thus generously foregoing their “ancient rights.”
Even the 37th Henry did not intend to vest in the clergy the 2s. 9d.
for their exclusive maintenance, but also for relieving the poor and
repairing the edifice of the church. This they have always kept out
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of sight: the parishioners apparently acquiesced in their pretended
rights; and it was only owing to the ill-timed rapacity of the Fire-
Act Clergy which led to the explosion of their unfounded claims. Of
the proceedings of the Fire-Act Clergy it may be worth while to
give some account.

After the 37th Henry VIII. the clergy in the city were maintained by
a certain pound-rate levied on the rental of buildings in their
respective parishes. This practice continued till the great fire laid
the major part of the city in ashes, burning down or damaging
eighty-five parish-churches. After this catastrophe, the legislature
enacted that some of the parishes destroyed should be united; that
only fifty-one churches should be rebuilt; and that the ministers of
those churches should, in lieu of their former allowance, receive
certain fixed sums, levied by an equal pound-rate on the houses.
This was the 22d and 23d Charles II. termed the Fire-Act. The
clergy subject to the provisions of this act were perfectly satisfied,
till the effects of the fire began to disappear, the rents of the houses
to rise, and the city to get rich again. Then it was our reverend
gentlemen became discontented: they saw, with grudging eyes, the
increasing wealth of the capital, of which their fixed stipends would
not allow them to participate; they talked unceasingly of their
former pound-rate, of their “ancient rights,” and at length
determined, in good earnest, to apply to parliament.

This was in 1804, and, in consequence, parliament made valuable
additions to their salaries; the lowest incomes were raised to £200
a-year, and many of the larger parishes, nearly, if not quite, to £600
a-year, exclusive of surplice-fees and other valuable emoluments.
Such augmentation, to all reasonable men, appeared quite
sufficient: not so to the clergy. In 1817 they applied for a further
augmentation. This application was refused. In 1818 they came
forward a third time, with their famous petition of the 4th February,
filled with grievous lamentations about the loss of their “ancient
rights.” The bubble now burst. Parliament, disgusted with the
rapacity of these “sturdy beggars,” determined to refer their
petition to a committee. It was soon discovered their “ancient
rights” had no foundation;* that they never were entitled to 2s. 9d.
on the rental, or any part of it; that with the 37th Henry VIII. which
they had foisted into their petition, they had nothing to do, except it
were to exhibit the craving and rapacious spirit which actuated
them.

Various other disclosures were made. Of the thirty-five poor
clergymen who had signed the petition, none of them, on an
average, was receiving less than £500 a-year. Twenty-five out of the
number were pluralists, and not a few of them the fattest pluralists
of the profession. Some of the incumbents received annually £1200,
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£1500, and even £2000, while they did not pay their curates more
than £60, £70, or £80 a-year.t Instead of residing in the parsonage-
house, among the parishioners, the parsonage-houses of many
were let to the merchants and manufacturers for counting-houses
and warehouses, for which they received exorbitant rents of £200
or £300 a-year. Some of them were archdeacons, royal chaplains,
or honourable and very reverend deans; some canons at St. Paul’s,
some were precentors, prebendaries, and held other dignified
situations in cathedral and collegiate churches. Had they not been
the most unreasonable and rapacious men breathing, there is little
doubt but they would have considered the emoluments arising from
their numerous preferments sufficient. But the wealth of India
would not satisfy the cravings of spiritual men. Some of them were
mean enough to lay in wait for the members going to the House
while their petition was pending, and beseech them to support
their claims for an increase in their stipends. It reminds us of the
monks of St. Swithin’s. These gluttons had thirteen dishes a day.
Hume relates that they threw themselves prostrate in the mire
before Henry II. and, with doleful lamentations, complained that
the Bishop of Winchester had cut off three dishes a day. “How many
has he left?” said the King. “Ten,” replied the disconsolate monks.
“I myself,” said Henry, “have only three, and I enjoin the Bishop to
reduce you to the same number.”

The emoluments of the metropolitan clergy generally exceed those
of the provincial clergy. The practice of uniting parishes, which is
allowed by 37th Henry VIII. c. 21, when churches are not more
than one mile apart, and under the value of £6, has been carried to
a great extent in London. The City alone reckons 108 parishes,
which have been formed into no more than seventy-eight benefices,
having alternate patrons. Some of these livings are very valuable.
For instance, the rectory of St. Botolph, Bishopsgate, held by the
dean of Hereford, and in the alternate gift of the King and Bishop
of London, is worth £2500 a-year. The rectory of St. Andrew’s,
Holborn, held by the Rev. Mr. Beresford, and in the patronage of
the Duke of Buccleugh, is probably worth £3500. In Westminster,
the rectory of St. George’s, Hanover-square, held by the Dean of
Carlisle, and in the gift of the Bishop of London, is worth, at least,
£4000 per annum. The living of St. Giles’s, held by the Rev. ]. E.
Tyler, and in the gift of the Lord Chancellor, is another valuable
rectory. We could enumerate others, but these must suffice.

In considering the incomes of the metropolitan clergy, it must be
remembered that they have many other sources of emolument
besides their benefices. St. Paul’s Cathedral and Westminster-
Abbey have many valuable dignities, equal in value to good livings,
and which are principally shared among the London ecclesiastics.
Then there are the appointments in the royal chapels, public
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libraries and museums, and the salaries they receive as ushers,
masters, &c. in the numerous and wealthy charitable foundations,
and which altogether must make their incomes immense.

From this representation of the situation of the clergy of the
metropolis, it is clearly their wisest course to follow the policy of
primate Sutton, and keep quiet. They should constantly bear in
mind the fable of the dog with a piece of flesh, and not endanger
what they possess by grasping at too much. But, somehow, the
clergy ordinarily evince so little general knowledge, and are so
blindly intent on immediate gain, that they usually adopt the most
contracted and mistaken views of their permanent interests. Their
conduct in respect of compositions for tithes strikingly exemplifies
these traits in the clerical character. In order to render this part of
the subject intelligible, it will be necessary to premise a few
explanations.

A real composition for tithes is when an agreement is made
between the landlord and parson, with the consent of the ordinary
and patron, that certain land shall be discharged from the payment
of tithes, by reason of some land, or other recompense, given to the
incumbent in lieu thereof. Such agreements were anciently very
frequent, till, by the 13th Elizabeth, it was provided that no
composition for tithes should be valid for a longer term than three
lives, or twenty-one years. This tended greatly to restrain
compositions, and they are now rarely heard of, unless by authority
of parliament. To establish the validity of these agreements
previously entered into, it is necessary to produce the deed itself,
executed between the commencement of the reign of Richard the
First and the restraining act of Elizabeth, or such evidence from
whence, independent of mere usage, it may be inferred that the
deed once existed. Now this is often impossible. Time, as Lord
Ellenborough once said, is a greedy devourer of patents and
parchments, as of other things, and, probably, in the lapse of 240
years, the deed has been lost or destroyed, or other circumstances
utterly preclude the production of the necessary proof. Clergymen,
however, have often been found greedy enough to avail themselves
of this strange peculiarity in the law, and suddenly claim the tithes
from land that had been exonerated for centuries, and for which
there could be no doubt a composition had been once granted. This
was done, not many years since, by some sinecure priests of the
cathedral of Exeter. We well remember the case of Dr. Peplow
Ward, the rector of Cottenham. This was a real composition traced
so far back as the middle of the sixteenth century;* the parson
claimed his tithes, and kept the land too, given in lieu of them,
because the unfortunate owner could not produce the deed of
conveyance.

PLL v7.0 (generated September, 104

2013) http://oll.libertyfund.org/title/2539



Online Library of Liberty: The Black Book: An Exposition of Abuses in Church
and State

A recent instance of clerical rapacity has been evinced by the dean
and chapter of Ely, and was brought before parliament in the
session of 1831, by the owners of Lakenheath-fen, a district of
5000 acres. The fen-owners claim exemption from tithe by
prescription; and the property has been purchased, made the
subject of wills, family settlements, and contracts, as tithe-free
land. But the legal maxim is, that the elapse of no time bars the
claim of the church, and the petitioners are bound to prove an
uninterrupted exemption from the payment of tithe for nearly 650
years. The dean and chapter of Ely, who possess the rectory and
vicarage of Lakenheath, have availed themselves of this difficulty,
to revive their claim of tithe over the fen. For nineteen years have
the owners of the fen-land been harassed by their spiritual
oppressors; they have already expended £5000 in litigation, and
more law is now threatened them; the dean and chapter having
granted a concurrent lease of the rectory to Mr. Evans, their
solicitor and agent, who has renewed the persecution for the tithe
of the fen.

A modus, or accustomed rate of payment for tithe, no more than a
composition, is never allowed to stand after the clergyman wishes
to terminate it, unless it can be proved to have existed prior to A.D.
1189. Day after day rank moduses, as they are called, though they
have continued from time out of mind, yet bear evidence of not
having existed before the return of King Richard from the Holy
Land, are set at naught. Why our legal sages should have adopted
this antiquated era for the bounds of legal memory, and to which,
for the validity of a custom or prescription, it is necessary to trace
an uninterrupted observance, no one can divine, unless it arise
from the obvious interest they have in involving every rule
regarding the rights of persons and property in the greatest
possible obscurity and contradiction. The parsons, however, avail
themselves of this dictum, and set aside every customary payment
for tithe they do not like, which cannot be proved to have
continued, without interruption, from the twelfth century. Hence no
modus for hops, turkeys, or other thing introduced into England
since that period, is valid. The keenness with which, on various
occasions, the clergy have litigated these points is astonishing; and
their conduct, both as regards compositions, first fruits, and tithes
in London, shows the inherent rapacity of the order, and that there
is no stratagem to which they will not resort, in order to avoid
payments to which they are justly liable, or to fasten on the public
some of their own dormant pretensions. They cannot, therefore,
expect any indulgence, nor complain if a similar measure of justice
be dealt to them. One mode of retaliation would be to insist on the
payment of first fruits and tenths, according to the present value of
benefices, whereby the condition of the inferior clergy would be
improved out of the redundant incomes of the rich ecclesiastics.
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But quite as equitable and a more effective blow might be dealt the
priesthood, by the poor insisting on their old common law right to
one-third of the tithes of benefices. If the clergy will persist in
reviving worn-out claims, why should the people suffer their own
just rights to remain in abeyance? That the poor are entitled to one-
third of the tithes has been unanswerably proved by Ruggles and
Eagle. No time has elapsed to defeat the claims of the poor any
more than the claims of the Church. There stands their right,
guaranteed to them by the old common law of the land, sanctioned
by centuries of uninterrupted usage, and never repealed by any
statute of the realm.
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VI.

ORIGIN AND DEFECTS OF THE CHURCH
LITURGY.

New religions are seldom genuine. Like new constitutions of
government, they are mostly established by being incorporated
with preexisting opinions and institutions. This observation will
appear evident from an advertance to the origin and history of the
Church Liturgy, by which will be seen the successive gradations of
Paganism, Popery, and Protestantism, through which it has
emerged and been transmuted.

Dr. Middleton, an eloquent and learned divine of the Church of
England, was the first to lead the way in this inquiry. In his
celebrated letter from Rome, he exhibits, in a very perspicuous
manner, the great conformity between Paganism and Popery, and
proves that the religion of the present Romans is entirely derived
from that of their heathen ancestors:—in the use of incense, holy
water, tapers and lamps, in their worship; in the practice of pomps
and processions, penance, pretended miracles, and pious frauds; in
the making of votive gifts and offerings, and erecting rural shrines;
in the orders of their priesthood, nuns, monks, and begging friars,
and in the use of boys clothed in sacred habits, to attend the
officiating priest: all of which he has shown to have been practised
by the Pagans, and by the Papists, in imitation of them. But here Dr.
Middleton stopped in his comparison, unaware, apparently, that in
his zeal to depreciate a rival church, he had furnished weapons of
no ordinary temper, with which that to which he belonged might be
assailed.

This task has been executed in the well-known work of De Laune, in
his Plea for the Nonconformists, where he has exhibited learning
and ability not inferior to Dr. Middleton. He shows that in the
several particulars of kneeling at the Sacrament, the use of the
surplice, the sign of the cross, the rite of confirmation, the use of
sponsors in the baptism of infants, of a liturgy or form of prayer,
and of altars, the observance of fasts and festivals, the ceremony of
marriage, bowing at the name of Jesus, and towards the east, the
authority of episcopacy, and the dedication of churches to saints;
the church of England symbolizes not with primitive Christianity,
but with the idolatrous forms of Popery. Such resemblance ceases
to be matter of surprise, when it is known, on the authority of
Calderwood, that the English service was put together out of three
Romish channels: viz. 1. The breviary, out of which the common
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prayers are taken; 2. The ritual, or book of rites, out of which the
administration of the sacraments, burial, matrimony, and the
visitation of the sick, are taken; and, 3. The mass-book, out of
which the consecration of the Lord’s supper, collects, epistles, and
gospels are taken.

The Rubric, or Service-book of Henry VIII.’s time, was no other
than the Romish liturgy, partly translated into English. In the reign
of Edward VI. the whole was rendered into the vernacular tongue,
but otherwise was little altered. This fact was distinctly avowed by
the proclamation of the king and council made at the rebellion of
some enthusiasts in the West of England, who had been excited
thereto by the priests; it is thus: “As for the service in the English
tongue, it perchance seems to you a new service, and, yet, indeed,
It is no other but the old, the self-same words in English; for
nothing is altered but to speak with knowledge that which was
spoken with ignorance, only a few things taken out, so fond, that it
had been a shame to have heard them in English.”* Between that
period and the reign of James I. it is true that some alterations
were effected, but notwithstanding we find that monarch thus
speaking of the same service. “As for our neighbour Kirk of
England, their service is an evil said mass in English; they want
nothing of the mass, but the /iftings.”t It is allowed, that after this
period there were some other alterations made in the service, but
we find that Charles II. in his preface to the Common Prayer,
annexed to the Act of Uniformity, thus expresses his opinion: “the
main body and essentials of it (as well in the chiefest materials as
in the frame and order thereof) have still continued the same unto
this day, notwithstanding all vain attempts and impetuous assaults
made against it.” Now the obvious inference from these testimonies
is, that the service of the Church of England, with little alteration,
is the same as that of the Church of Rome. But, to show more
satisfactorily the resemblance between the two churches, we shall
insert the following comparison from an ingenious and elaborate
publication, entitled “The Church Establishment founded in
Error:”t

“The breviary and calendar of the Church of Rome divides the year
into fasts, vigils, feasts, and working days. The same division is
adopted by the Church of England, with this exception, that there
are less of the former; but of those that are observed they stand in
the same order, and are evidently borrowed from the calendar of
the Roman Church. Their feasts are divided into moveable and
fixed; so are ours; and of thirty-six of them the observance is the
same in both churches. The fast-days of both are alike. In the
Church of Rome the service itself is divided into matins and even
songs; so is ours; theirs is appropriated to the particular feasts,
fasts, vigils, &c.; so is ours; the substance of their service consists
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in collects, confessions, absolutions, psalms, epistles, gospels,
prophets, apocrypha, litanies, anthems, &c. so does ours. In the
Church of Rome, the people kneel at confession or absolution,
repeat after the priest the pater-noster, stand at gloria patri, stand
up and repeat the apostle’s creed, kneel and repeat after the
minister, Lord, have mercy upon us; Christ have mercy upon us;
make responses at the saying of the litany, kneel at the altar when
they partake of the eucharist, or Lord’s supper, kneel and ask
mercy and grace after the rehearsal of the decalogue; read the
psalms alternately with the priest, verse by verse; sit at reading the
lessons, say the psalms to the accompaniment of music, bow to the
east and at the name of Jesus. All this is done in the Church of
Rome, and so is it performed in the Church of England. The places
of worship which the Church of England at present occupies, and
the endowments it possesses, were built, consecrated, and
bestowed by the Papists, and as they were dedicated by them to
various saints, so they continue dedicated by the Church of
England. The Church of Rome has its archbishops, bishops, deans
and chapters, prebends, archdeacons, and other graduated
dignities; so has the Church of England, which retains also
distinguishing habits for each, as formerly practised by the Roman
Church. And the ordination services in both churches so closely
resemble each other, that, with a few unimportant alterations, they
are verbatim the same. A parallel so singular and striking cannot
fail to convince every unprejudiced mind, that one system has given
rise to the other.”—pp. 44-5.

Having gone through the historical part of our inquiry, we shall
next come to a notice of the church service as now administered.
Apart from the temporalities of the Church, we do not think there is
much to give offence in the established worship, notwithstanding
its impure and idolatrous origin. Man is said naturally to be prone
to religion, and were he deprived of his present idols, it is not
improbable he might create others with more onerous pretensions.
Those, however, most attached to the national establishment,
cannot deny there are defects in its ritual, which, if they could be
quietly abscinded, would be a great improvement. The church has
partaken, in some degree, of the improvements of the age. It has
been argued out of intolerance towards every Christian sect. Some
doctrines still retained, as part of the Athanasian creed and Thirty-
nine Articles, are viewed, we apprehend, in the same light as
special pleading and other legal fictions, rather as curious relics of
a past age than as dogmas of practical use and belief. In its rites
and ceremonial, the services it exacts are of easy performance to
every class. The enforcement of the sabbath is an unmixed good to
the industrious orders, while the hebdomadal inculcation of a
future state of reward and punishment supports with hope or
restrains with fear those who cannot appreciate the claims of a
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more enlightened morality. Philosophers can hardly begrudge the
devotion of one morning out of seven to a parish church; if their
feelings are not interested in the iterations of the Liturgy, their
souls may be soothed by music and psalmody, and thus be enabled
to range, with less disturbance, through the regions of science.

Mere politicians, who usually look on the sanctions of religion as
more useful than credible, are little under its influence. The Tories
were formerly a godly race of men,—they had religion at the heart,
but with the Whigs it never went beyond the lips. Speaking of these
once notable factions, the late Mr. Fox observes, “While the Whigs
considered all religion with a view to politics, the Tories, on the
other hand, referred all politics to religion. Thus the former, in
their hatred to Popery, did not so much regard the superstition or
even idolatry of that unpopular sect, as its tendency to establish
arbitrary power in the state; while the latter revered arbitrary
monarchy as a divine institution, and cherished passive obedience
and non-resistance as articles of religious faith.”* With few
exceptions, both parties are now agreed in treating religion as an
engine or ally of the state,—a branch of the police, or civil power,
very useful for repressing disorders, or assisting that famous tax
machine, a mock representation, in extracting money out of the
pockets of the people.

The Church appears inclined to cultivate a spirit of indifference and
quietism,—the most favourable course it could take for a
lengthened duration. It prosecutes no doctrine, controls, with a
gentle hand, the passions of the multitude, gives full scope to the
pleasures of the great, and is mostly prompt to throw the weight of
its influence into the scale of government. So far is well and
judicious. But there are some parts of the Liturgy so staringly
preposterous, and so inconsistent with genuine Protestantism, that
we think, if they are not shortly got rid of, they must, ere long,
attract a dangerous share of popular attention. The reformation of
Henry VIII. from the first needed reforming, and, after an elapse of
more than two centuries, the task cannot surely be deemed
premature.

The portion of the book of Common Prayer, to which we shall first
call attention, is the Church Catechism. This includes the elements
of Church of Englandism, and is of the utmost importance from
being first impressed on the minds of the rising generation. To the
bad grammar and logic of this manual we do not attach much
importance, though, entering as it does into early instruction, it
ought to be unobjectionable on these points. But what is more
serious, is the impracticable, superfluous and unintelligible matter
it contains.
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For example:—in the baptismal service, the godfather and
godmother renounce, in the name and behoof of the child, “the
devil and all his works, the vain pomp and glory of the world, with
all covetous desires of the same, and the carnal desires of the
flesh;” and this engagement the child solemnly promises to fulfil.
But the utter impossibility of performance reduces the whole to an
unmeaning ceremony: sponsors offer up their pledges without
consideration, and christenings next to marriages are scenes of the
greatest levity and indecorum.

That part where the child engages to make “no graven image, nor
the likeness of any thing that is in heaven above, or in the earth
beneath, or in the water under the earth,” is superfluous,
inapplicable, and liable to be misunderstood. Though the golden
calfwas never more worshipped than at present, it is the most
romote possible from a religious worship. The injunction was
delivered to the Jews when they were surrounded by nations of
idolators; but the nearest idolatry is distant from England at least a
thousand leagues, and children can find no type of it in this country,
except in the productions of the artist, to which they may
mistakenly think it applies.

In another place occurs the phrase “all the elect people of God,”
which savours strongly of that Calvinism against which Lord
Chatham directed his anathema, and which we verily believe, next
to the anarchical principles of the French revolutionists, is the most
anti-social doctrine ever propagated. Unless religion aids the cause
of virtue, it is, comparatively, valueless; but the doctrine of election
divests the Christian faith of every moral obligation. Of what
importance can an individual’s conduct be, if his salvation depends
solely on the fiat of a foregone conclusion. In the words of John
Wesley, who has stated the case with equal force and truth, the sum
of all is this: “one in twenty (suppose) of mankind are elected;
nineteen in twenty are reprobated! The elect shall be saved, do
what they will: the reprobate shall be damned, do what they can.”*
Affirm till doomsday that there can be no election without faith, and
no faith without works, this is the essence of Calvinism; for which,
diabolism would be a better name; and in the worst and bloodiest
idolatry that ever defiled the earth, there is nothing so horrid, so
monstrous, so impious.

Transubstantiation, or the real presence, was the great test of
popery at the time of the Reformation. If a man, like Mr. O’Connell,
for example, were to affirm his belief that the body and blood of
Christ are actually taken and swallowed, at the sacrament of the
Lord’s Supper, he was hurried off to the stake, without pity or
remorse. Yet, for the life of us, we cannot attach any other than a
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real and corporeal interpretation to the following interrogatories in
the Catechism:—

QUESTION.—
What is the inward part or thing signified?
ANSWER.—

The body and blood of Christ, which are verily and indeed taken
and received by the faithful in the Lord’s Supper.

QUESTION.—

What are the benefits whereof we are partakers thereby?

ANSWER.—

The strengthening and refreshing of our souls by the body and
blood of Christ, as our bodies are by the bread and wine.

If this is not transubstantiation we do not know how it can be
otherwise expressed. But it may be urged, that our apprehensions
are wholly groundless, and no harm is done: that the catechism is
intended only for the instruction of children; that it is mere words
learnt by rote, like the Lord’s Prayer, the Apostles’ Creed, and the
Ten Commandments, at an age when the understanding is so little
unfolded that no ideas are attached to them. Granted: but if the
formula is to be so construed, we think it had better be consigned
to the exclusive use of the dame shools, and the public saved the
expense of maintaining so many well-fed clergymen, chiefly
employed in impressing and confirming it on the minds of our
juvenile population.

Another morceau from the mass-book is retained in the Visitation of
the Sick; in which the Protestant priest actually grants absolution

of sin with as much sang froid and authority as Leo. X. The sick
person is directed to make a confession of his sins, if he feel his
conscience troubled in any weighty matter; the priest then tenders
a carte blanche in manner and form following:—

“Our Lord Jesus Christ, who hath left power to his church to
absolve all sinners who truly repent and believe in him, of his great
mercy forgive thee thine offences; and by his authority, committed
to me, I absolve thee from all thy sins, in the name of the Father,
and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost.

—Amen.
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In the Morning Service is a form of absolution; but the terms in
which it is given are less explicit; and the priest only declares a
remission of sins to those who truly repent. Considering the era
when the Common Prayer was framed, it is not surprising it retains
some remnants of the superstition out of which it was fabricated.
For aught we know, the power of granting absolution may have
scriptural authority; at all events it must often prove salutary,
affording consolation at a moment when human nature most needs
support, and compensating for any fears and anxieties which may
have been felt during past life, by the certain hope held out of
future forgiveness and beatitude.

The mode of filling a Church of England priest with the Holy Ghost,
and endowing him with the invaluable elixir to forgive sins, and
keep out of hell, or let drop into it whom he pleases, is not less
extraordinary than the gift itself. It must be premised that no
person can be admitted to any benefice unless he has been first
ordained a priest; and then, in the language of the law, he is termed
a clerk in orders. The mode of such ordination is thus described in
the Liturgy.

“The bishop, with the priest present, shall lay their hands severally
upon every one that receiveth the order of priesthood; the
receivers humbly kneeling upon their knees, and the bishop saying,

Receive the Holy Ghost, for the office and work of a priest in the
church of God, now committed unto thee by the imposition of our
hands.

— Whose sins thou dost forgive, they are forgiven; and whose sins
thou dost retain, they are retained.”

Truly this is marvellous in our eyes! The bare idea of any one who
can swallow three bottles of wine, and leap a five-barred gate,
being filled with the Holy Ghost, makes the gorge rise. But then the
necromancy of this wonderful infusion. The bishop, only imposing
his right reverend hands, saying, “Receive the Holy Ghost,” and
instantly, with the suddenness of the electric fluid, the Holy Ghost
passes from the fingers of the bishop into the inside of—perhaps, a
Clogher, a Philpotts, a Hay, a Blacow, or a Daniels.

Talk of miracles having ceased,—they are performing daily. Talk of
popery, of indulgences, and absolutions. Talk of the poor, naked,
godless, unenlightened Indian, who wanders on the banks of the
Niger or the Orinoque. Talk of the Chinese, who cuts his deity with
scissars, or moulds him in paste. Talk of the wretched Hindoo, who
immolates his victim to Juggernaut; or of the wild Tartar, who
worships the invisible Lama. Talk of all or any of these, or go to
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what age or country we may, for examples of supernatural
pretension, can we find any to match this part of the rites of the
Church of England?

We shall now leave to the Reader’s further consideration the
subject of the church ritual. It is only a work of men’s hands, and
cannot, of course, claim the same infallibility as the Holy
Scriptures. An order in council is any time sufficient authority for
introducing alterations in the Liturgy; and, even within our own
time, it has been subjected both to curtailment and additions.
George 1V, it will long be remembered, ordered the name of Queen
Caroline to be struck out, as a person unworthy of the prayers of
the people. Lord Sidmouth, who now forms a fragment of the dead
weight, during his secretaryship, directed four prayers to be
interpolated, and they form a regular portion of the church service.
In the few observations we have ventured to put forward, our
purpose has been only to advert to such parts as seemed most
startling to vulgar apprehension; and in doing this, we trust,
nothing irreverent has escaped us, or in derogation of the general
utility of the Book of Common Prayer. With all its imperfections we
greatly prefer the established ceremonial to the random out-
pourings of the conventicle; and think the measured solemnities
deliberately framed for the various occasions of life, preferable to
those wild exhortations which have no standard but the intellect of
the preacher;, his thirst of gain or popularity, or the passions and
fatuity of his hearers.
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VII.

NUMBER, WEALTH, MORAL AND
EDUCATIONAL EFFICIENCY OF
PROTESTANT DISSENTERS.

The Roman slaves were never numbered lest they should discover
their power and importance. A similar policy appears to have been
observed towards the dissenters. Although we have had three
censuses of the people within the last thirty years, in the taking of
which various inquiries were made into the numbers employed in
different trades and occupations; no inquiry was made into the
number of the different religious sects. Were the legislature, in this
case, apprehensive that they might be called upon, agreeably to the
dogma of Dr. Paley on the policy of patronizing the most popular
faith, to commence another religious reformation, by altering the
present disposition of ecclesiastical endowments? Whatever may
have been the motive, the fact is as stated—that no public inquiry
has ever been instituted into the relative number of Separatists and
Episcopalians.

In the session of 1829, returns were ordered by the House of
Commons of the number of churches and chapels of the
establishment, and of the number of places of worship not of the
establishment.* With the exception of Lancaster, no returns have
yet been published from any other country. The only public
document which throws light on the question, is a parliamentary
paper, ordered to be printed May 29th, 1812, and re-printed by the
Lords in 1818. This document comprises only the results of returns
from parishes containing a population of 1000 persons and
upwards. In 1881 parishes of this description, containing a
population of 4,937,789, there were 2,533 churches and chapels
belonging to the established church; the number of persons they
would contain 1,856,108: in the same number of parishes there
were 3,438 dissenting places of worship. From this it might be
inferred the number of dissenters considerably exceeds the number
of conformists. No doubt many small parishes not included in the
return would have a church and not a dissenting chapel. On the
other hand, the manufacturing population consists chiefly of
dissenters; and it is to be observed, that dissenting chapels are
generally more crowded and afford greater seat-room in the same
space than the churches of the establishment. A dissenting minister
cannot subsist without a large audience, but the income of a
Church of England priest is secure, if he have no audience at all,
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nor even a church to preach in. The structure, too, of
churches—the system of proprietary pews—generally empty and
locked up to guard against intrusion—the vast space taken up by
the mayor’s pew, the churchwardens’ pew, and other parish
officials, leaves little accommodation for the poor, and they have no
alternative but to be crammed up—often standing in aisles, or
driven to what are called free-seats, where they can neither hear
nor see—or resort to a dissenting chapel.

In the absence of more complete official returns, the Dissenters
themselves have attempted to solve this important question in
public statistics.

The supplement to the Congregational Magazine for December,
1829, comprises the results of very elaborate inquiries into the
number of the places of worship of different religious persuasions.
There are some inaccuracies in this statement which we cannot
reconcile; but the data it affords, aided by information from other
sources, will enable us to make out a tolerable exposition of the
relative numbers, and the religious and educational efficiency of
the several classes of religionists.

The great religious denominations of the day are those of the
Established Church, the Roman Catholics, and the Protestant
Dissenters. The number of churches and chapels of the
Establishment is 11,600;* of Roman Catholics, 388:1 of Protestant
Dissenters, 7,634. Supposing the number of attendants at each
place of worship is the same, the following will be the result:—

Churches, &c. Attendants.
Established Church 11,600 x 300 = 3,480,000
Roman Catholics 388 x 300 = 116,400
Protestant Dissenters 7,634 x 300 = 2,290,200

It appears from this that, in point of number, the advantage is on
the side of the national establishment. But from what has been
previously observed, it may be presumed that this is a partial mode
of stating the question. It is probable the Church of England has
the greatest number of ministers and places of religious worship;
we doubt, however, its numerical superiority; at all events, the
efficiency of an army is not to be estimated by its skeleton
regiments, or even by its numerical strength, but by the skill,
energy, and devotedness which animate its soldiery. In these points
the Dissenters may claim preeminence, as appears from a
comparison of missionary and educational exertions.

During the year 1828-9, the Church of England party raised, for
missionary purposes, as under:—
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£ s. d.
Society for Promoting Christian Knowledge— Foreign
. 9,208 9 5
Objects
Society for Propagating the Gospel 6,239 105
Church Missionary Society 52,080 191
£67,5281811

The Protestant Dissenters alone, during the same period,
contributed the following sums:—

£ s. d.

Wesleyan Missionary Society41,846 1210
London Missionary Society 37,207 0 6
Particular Baptist Society 9,305 102
General Baptist Society 1,651 1 6
£90,0105 O

Thus it appears, that although the numerical strength of the
Church of Englandists exceeds that of the Protestant Dissenters,
they do not contribute so much by £22,481 per annum, towards the
cause of evangelizing the world, as the non-conformists.

For the mental improvement of their countrymen, the Protestant
Dissenters are not less strenuous in their exertions; and on the
subject of education, notwithstanding the superior advantages of
the Establishment party, they likewise bear the palm.

Children.
The National School Society educates 704,730
The Sunday School Society educates 720,717*
* Church Establishment founded in Error, p. 92.

In exhibiting the exertions of the two great parties of Conformists
and Dissenters, we have taken no notice of what is done by the
Catholics, which cannot be inconsiderable; if, therefore, we add the
amount of their efforts to our previous calculation, we shall find
that the classes of religionists without public endowments, not only
possess the greatest share of Christian zeal, but of moral and
educational energy.

With so many things to be proud of, it is not surprising the
Dissenters have begun to manifest symptoms of dissatisfaction with
the favour shown to the national establishment. Hitherto they have
submitted to this inequality in an exemplary manner, and steadily
refrained from any thing like political agitation. Some fifty years
ago, it is true, their ministers were said to be “men of close
ambition,” and the way in which this imputation was met deserves
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to be recorded. It was occasioned by the introduction of a bill, in
1772, to relieve dissenters from the hardship of subscribing to the
thirty-nine articles. The bill passed the House of Commons, but was
lost in the House of Lords by the weight and influence of the
episcopal bench, particularly Dr. Drummond, Archbishop of York,
who strongly inveighed against dissenters. Pitt, the eloquent Earl of
Chatham, in reply to the archbishop, said, “whoever brought a
charge against dissenters without proof, defamed.” After a pause,
he felt the workings of a generous and indignant enthusiasm, and
thus proceeded: “The dissenting ministers are represented as men
of close ambition—they are so, my lords; and their ambition is to
keep close to the college of fishermen, not of Cardinals; and to the
doctrine of inspired apostles, not to the decrees of interested
bishops. They contend for a spiritual creed and spiritual worship.
We have a Calvinistic creed, a Popish liturgy, and an Arminian
clergy. The reformation has laid open the Scriptures to all; let not
the bishops shut them again Laws, in support of ecclesiastical
power, are pleaded, which it would shock humanity to execute. It is
said, that religious sects have done great mischief, when they are
not kept under restraint; but history affords no proof that sects
have ever been mischievous, but when they were oppressed by the
ruling church.”

The chief oppression of which dissenters have to complain is the
injustice of having to pay tithe and church-rates. Building their own
chapels and maintaining their own ministers; supporting their own
colleges to the number of twenty; educating upwards of 700,000
children in their Sunday-schools; and expending nearly £150,000 in
diffusing their religious tenets—impose on them duties and
sacrifices sufficiently onerous, without being compelled to aid in
the support of the Episcopal establishment. It is apparent,
therefore, if land-owners, farmers, and politicians were to be silent
on ecclesiastical grievances, they would not be much longer
tolerated by the vast body of separatists—who in England probably
equal, and certainly in the United Kingdom greatly exceed, in
number the members of the national communion. The dissenters
have already begun to sound the tocsin of discontent, and several
papers, extensively circulated, sufficiently indicate the spirit
working within them. We subjoin one of these documents.
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Twenty Reasons Why Dissenters Should
Not Be Compelled To Pay Church Rates
And Tithes, Or In Any Way To Support
The Church Of England.

1. Because it is a flagrant violation of equity, to compel
people to pay for instruction, which they, in conscience,
cannot receive.

2. Because it is a denial of our Saviour’s interpretation of the
law: “All things whatsoever ye would that men should do to
you, do ye even so to them; for this is the law and the
prophets.”—Matt. vii. 12.

3. Because no passage in the Bible sanctions compulsion in
supporting religion.

4. Because Christianity is slandered by its professors using
compulsion for its support.

5. Because compulsory payments were not known in the
purest ages of Christianity.

6. Because the Constitution of the Church of England, with
the peculiar names, titles, and offices of its clergy, has no
foundation in the Holy Scriptures.

7. Because no writer in defence of the Church of England,
has ever dared to rest its claims upon the declarations of the
Holy scriptures.

8. Because the Church of England is a fearful system of
traffic in the souls of men.—Rev. xviii. 13.*

9. Because the Church of England gives the chief occasion to
infidels to slander Christianity as a system of mere
Priestcraft,—infidelsof this class are found in every parish.
10. Relinquishing unscriptural claims would remove a foul
blot from the Church of England.

11. Because Dissenters bear all the expenses of their own
Colleges, Chapels, Ministers, and Schools.

12. Because Dissenters in the United Kingdom far exceed in
number those who attend at church.

13. Because religion flourishes most in the United States of
America, without tithes or church rates, but supported by
voluntary contributions.

14. Because religion is known to flourish most at those
places in the Church of England, in which all their expenses
are met by voluntary contributions.

15. Because the system of compulsion leads the clergy
grievously to oppress each other.

16. Because the curates of the church are worse paid than
any class of educated men; and the majority of them far less
than journeymen mechanics.
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17. Because the working clergy would be incomparably
better supported by free contributions.

18. Because Christianity, left to its own resources, would
become universal, as in the first ages.

19. Because no priesthood, in any age or nation, has
received tithes to the extent of our clergy.

20. Because the tithes of the Israelites were not for the
clergy, but for the whole tribe of Levi, about a tenth of the
population, who were not allowed to possess a single acre of
freehold land; and these were the judges, magistrates,
lawyers, physicians, and instructors of the nation.

A desirable fact to ascertain is, the relative strength of religious
sects in the several counties of England. Official returns, as before
stated, have been received for the county of Lancaster, (Parl. Paper,
No. 664, Sess. 1830,) but for no other county. From these returns it
appears the number of parish churches in Lancashire is 65,
parochial chapels 157, chapels of ease 59: total number of
churches and chapels of the establishment, 281. The total number
of dissenting places of worship is 590, and of sectarians 255,411.
So that one-fourth of the population of Lancashire are open and
professing non-conformists.

We shall conclude with stating the results of the inquiries of the
Dissenters on this subject. They have exhibited a statement of the
number of church livings and the number of chapels or
congregations in each county in England. Their statement, we
apprehend, is not far from the truth; it is certainly not exaggerated,
as will appear from comparing the results of their inquiries with
the official returns for Lancashire. It does not contain the unitarian
chapels in England and Wales; this sect has 169 chapels; they are a
numerous and increasing body; in Lancashire alone there are 28
congregations of that persuasion, with 5,099 members.

In the next chapter, on the Church of Ireland, we shall endeavour to
ascertain the proportion of Conformists and Separatists in the
United Kingdom.

PLL v7.0 (generated September, 120

2013) http://oll.libertyfund.org/title/2539



Online Library of Liberty: The Black Book: An Exposition of Abuses in Church

COUNTIES.

Bedfordshire

Berkshire

Buckinghamshire
Cambridgeshire

Cheshire
Cornwall

Cumberland
Derbyshire
Devonshire
Dorsetshire

Durham
Essex

Gloucestershire
Hampshire
Herefordshire
Hertfordshire
Huntingdonshire

Kent

Lancashire
Leicestershire
Lincolnshire
London and }
Middlesex }
Monmouthshire

Norfolk

Roman

Catholics.

—_

1
6
1
1
7
2
4
8
9
7
1
7
5
1
4
1

8
81
7
12

21

4
8

Northamptonshire 3
Northumberland 19
Nottinghamshire 3

Oxfordshire

Rutland

Shropshire
Somersetshire
Staffordshire

Suffolk
Surrey
Sussex

Warwickshire
Westmoreland

Wiltshire

Worcestershire

8

1

7
8
2
4
4
6
11
2
3
8
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CHURCH OF ENGLAND AND

Presbyterians. Independents. Particular General

Baptists. Baptists
— 8 21 —
1 14 11 1
— 21 28 —
1 23 19 6
12 27 5 9
— 31 12 —
10 16 8 —
7 36 5 11
15 65 31 —
3 22 5 —
7 13 8 —
2 64 24 —
4 38 27 —
4 49 22 1
— 11 9 —
1 28 13 1
1 9 12 1
4 44 30 4
36 88 29 5
3 17 13 17
2 18 14 11
15 91 55 2
— 24 28 —
1 21 32 2
1 35 40 4
50 8 3 1
3 12 7 6
3 14 12 —
— 3 1 1
2 25 15 —
7 47 37 —
5 32 16 3
2 33 35 2
1 27 21 —
4 31 13 —
5 30 16 7
1 12 — —
1 38 31 3
8 10 22 —
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Roman . Particular General
COUNTIES. Catholics. Presbyterians. Independents. Baptists. Baptists
Yorkshire 46 13 154 51 9
North Wales } 23 {172 52 —
South Wales } { 202 107 —
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VIII.

WHO WOULD BE BENEFITED BY A REFORM
OF THE CHURCH?

A reform of the Church, like most other reforms, would
permanently benefit the many, and only temporarily injure the few.
The lawn-sleeves, the shovel-hats, silk-aprons, and monopolizing
incumbents would be the chief sufferers; while the condition of the
most numerous and useful order of the clergy would be improved.
Such odious abuses as non-residence and pluralities would be
abolished, and the shameful injustice of one man doing the duty
and another receiving the reward would be no longer tolerated.
Every district, or parish, requiring the services of an officiating
clergyman would be provided with one to whom the degrading
epithet of “poor curate” or “poor parson” could never be justly
applied. By mitigating the penury of the working clergy, their
respectability and influence would be augmented, and every
neighbourhood enjoy the advantages which are known to result
from the permanent abode of at least one educated, intelligent, and
exemplary individual. The clergy alike profess to be engaged solely
in the work of religious instruction, and no class can boast superior
piety or attainments by which to lay claim to superior reward. Why
then should there exist such disparity in income? Why should the
rector enjoy his £2000 per annum, the vicar receive but £400, and
the curate only £80 or £100?

The equalizing of the value of sees would remove the abuse of
translations, and thereby effect a great improvement in the bench
of bishops. It is only a few lucky individuals who obtain the rich
prizes of Canterbury, Winchester, London, Ely, and Durham, that
are benefited by the unequal revenues of the bishoprics. Many
prelates have barely income enough to support the dignity of their
stations; yet they share, in common with the rest, the public odium
attached to their class from the inordinate wealth of their more
fortunate brethren. It is this inequality, and the desire consequently
excited to move to the wealthier endowments that gives to the
bishops their political animus, and renders them the most self-
seeking men in the country. Without translations they would be as
independent in their conduct as the judges are said to be; but with
the help of them government has, generally, the power to render
them subservient to its purposes.

The exercise of legislative functions by the bishops has become
extremely unpopular since their mischievous vote on the Reform
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Bill. The House of Lords has always been to them the great scene
of jobbing, intrigue, and ambition. On no occasion have they done
themselves credit there; they appear, indeed, totally void of
legislative aptitude, and never, by one act, have they rendered
substantial service to the State, or done honour to themselves and
the Church. Whether as magistrates or legislators, clergymen are
inherently disqualified for the discharge of secular duties. It is not
so much in their character of churchmen as of laymem that they
have become so universally disliked; and we verily believe, had
they been eligible to seats in the lower house as they are to the
upper, the additional opportunity thereby afforded to render
themselves odious, would have hastened the downful of the
establishment.

Besides the deprival of their legislative functions, a substantial
improvement in the prelacy would consist in the abolition of their
patronage. As it is, a rigid discharge of their duties is often
incompatible with their interests, or at least their feelings. Their
proper functions are the superintendence of the subaltern clergy of
their dioceses; but many of these clergy have been promoted by
themselves to their benefices; they are their very good friends, and
not a few their own flesh and blood. How, in such cases, can it be
expected they will be strict in the enforcement of pastoral duties;
that they will not be indulgent in the granting of licenses for non-
residence, and dispensations for pluralities; or that they will insist
on the payment of suitable stipends to the curates. A bishop, like a
pope, ought to have no relations, and thus escape, as Benedict II.
remarked of the successors of St. Peter, the opprobrium of
perverting the patronage of the church to the aggrandizement of
his family. Under the existing system the chopping, exchanging,
bargaining, and moving about, that ensue in a diocese on a
translation or consecration, are a disgrace to the church, and
render the discharge of episcopal duties more like a game on the
chessboard, in which the rooks, knights, and other prime pieces,
represent the “kit and kin” of the new diocesan.

The unequal extent of benefices has been urged in favour of
ecclesiastical reform. In most cases, the extent of the livings is
made to answer antiquated boundaries of parishes, by which,
sometimes five or six churches are to be seen within a mile of each
other, in a thinly populated country, while, again, parishes of from
eight or ten miles in length afford but the accommodation of one
church to a large population. Thus the distribution of the churches
and livings bears no proportion either to the inhabitants or the
acres, as will appear from the following list:—
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. Sq. - Av. Av.

Inhabitants. Miles. Livings. Inh. Miles.
‘E/V‘;?éind and 15912106 and58,55410,872 1.187 and5.38
Bedfordshire 70,213 and463 115 610 and4.00
Durham 207,673 and 1,040 91 2.282 and11.42
Lincolnshire 283,058 and2,748 598 473 and4.59
Northumberland 195,965 and1,850 97 2.020 and 19.07
London and 2,370,225 and282 250 9.490 and1.12
Middlesex
Lancashire 1,052,859 and 1,831 287 3.665 and6.38
Huntingdon 48,771 and370 74 659 and>5.00
Rutland 18,487 and 149 40 462 and3.72
Norfolk 344,368 and1,710 683 504 and2.50

Anomalous and disproportionate as are these numbers, the above
remark is still more strikingly displayed by reference to individual
cases; thus the livings of—

Easton Neston Northamptonshirecontains137  inhabitants.

Eaton-sacon Bedfordshire — 2,039 inhabitants.
Eccles Lancashire — 23,331 inhabitants.
Ecclesfield Yorkshire —_ 7,163 inhabitants.
Edburton Sussex contains 92 inhabitants.
Edgcot Northamptonshire — 67 inhabitants.
Egmore Norfolk — 47 inhabitants.

“Thus we see,” as observed by the author from whom the preceding
statement is copied, “that the State provides the same extent of
accommodation for 47 as for 23,331 persons, so that as far as
secular authority is concerned for the religious instruction of the
people, a large proportion of them are wholly unprovided for;
while, on another portion, its goodness is showered to redundancy.
And should the former class think it necessary to have a second
church in the same parish, they can have no clergyman to perform
the services therein without an increase of their ecclesiastical
burdens, notwithstanding they may already raise £3,000 per
annum, for the purpose of an adequate supply of religious
instruction. That income is the freehold of the rector, and any other
instruction than what he can afford in a church not large enough to
contain one-tenth part of the inhabitants, at a distance of five or six
miles from many of their homes, must be paid for by a separate
imposition.”— Church Establishment founded in Error, p. 70.
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Having adverted to the benefits the church would derive from
ecclesiastical reform, let us next advert to those it would confer on
the community.

In the first place the abolition of non-residence, of pluralities, of
sinecure offices in cathedrals, and the reduction of extravagant
incomes, and the substitution, in lieu of these abuses, an uniform
and graduated rate of payment to the different order of
ecclesiastics, proportioned to rank and duty, would not only effect a
vast improvement in church discipline, but a saving of at least
seven millions per annum of public income. Away then would go the
tithe,—the most unjust and impolitic impost the ingenuity of rulers
ever devised for tormenting God’s creatures, and crippling national
resources. Of course we do not mean the tithe would be simply
repealed; that would be merely throwing so much additional rent
into the pockets of the land-owners without benefiting the farmer
or general consumer of his produce. The tithe is a tax, and forms
part of the public income levied for public purposes. Its simple
removal, without purchase or commutation, would only yield so
much increase of revenue to be lavished on opera dancers and
Paganinis; or dissipated in gaming-houses, in concerts, coteries,
and grand dinners; or wasted at Paris, Florence, and Naples, and
which had better continue to be spent, as much of it now is, by
sinecure silk-aprons and non-resident pluralists, at Bath,
Cheltenham, and Tonbridge. The measure contemplated by the
people is the sale of the tithe outright to the landowners, or its
commutation by a land-tax. This would be a real reform; the other
is only delusion.

With such a resource as church property would yield, all the rabble
of taxes might be repealed which now weigh down to annihilation
the springs and sources of industry, and oppress a man’s “house,
even his heritage.” The farmers and working agriculturists would
share in the general benefit, not only by an increase of profits and
wages and the mitigation of public burthens, but also by the
extinction of an inquisitorial impost, whose pressure augments with
every increase in industry, skill, and capital. For the tithe is not, as
it has been alleged, a rent-charge imposed on the land, it is a
virtual income-tax levied on stock and industry. A rent-charge is
paid by reason of the land, but tithes are not, but by reason of the
stock and labour of the occupier. If there be no annual increase, no
profit made, or crop planted, no tithe can be demanded; but for
non-payment of a rent-charge, he on whom it is settled, may enter
upon and possess the land; whereas, he that claims tithe can only
avail himself of the produce.

Nothing can more pointedly illustrate the stagnating influence of
our aristocratic institutions on the mind and energies of the
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community than the continuance of the tithe-tax so long after its
impolicy and injustice have been demonstrated. Even Mr. Pitt, who,
throughout his political life was the slave of a paltry ambition for
place, and the tool of a despicable faction, meditated its removal. It
has been denounced by Bishop Watson, by Dr. Paley, by Burke, by
Malthus, and every writer and statesman with the least pretensions
to intelligence and patriotism. It is supported by the example of no
country in Europe. Though England swarms with separatists, and
can hardly be said to have a national religion, yet, for the
maintenance of one handful of spirituals, the whole nation is
insulted and the operations of rural industry fettered and impeded.

Our neighbours, the Scotch, have long since wiped out this
abominable stain. Among them tithe is a valued and commuted rate
of payment, forming a trifling and invariable impost, to the extent
of which, alone, the landlord can ever be made liable to the church.
This reform they commenced about the time they got rid of prelacy
and cathedrals, in the days of John Knox. With this superiority
Scotland would be the land to live in, were it not for her rag-money,
her myriads of legalists and placemen, her host of servile writers,
the barrenness of her moors and mountains, and the griping
keenness of her population. “Strange as it may seem,” says lord
Brougham, in one of his eloquent harangues, “and to many who
hear me incredible, from one end of the kingdom to the other, a
traveller will see no such thing as a bishop—not such a thing is to
be found from the Tweed to John o’Groats: not a mitre, no nor so
much as a minor canon, or even a rural dean—and in all the land
not a single curate—so entirely rude and barbarous are they in
Scotland—in such utter darkness do they sit that they support no
cathedrals, maintain no pluralists, suffer no non-residence; nay, the
poor benighted creatures are ignorant even of tithes! Not a sheaf,
or a lamb, or a pig, or the value of a plough-penny, do the hopeless
mortals render from year’s end to year’s end! Piteous as their lot is,
what makes it infinitely more touching is to witness the return of
good for evil, in the demeanour of this wretched race. Under all
this cruel neglect of their spiritual concerns, they are actually the
most loyal, contented, moral, and religious people any where,
perhaps, to be found in the world.”*

Bishop Watson, said “a reformer, of Luther’s temper and talents,
would, in five years, persuade the people to compel parliament to
abolish tithes, to extinguish pluralities, to enforce residence, to
confine episcopacy to the overseeing of dioceses, to expunge the
Athanasian creed from our Liturgy, to free dissenters from Test-
Acts, and the ministers of the establishment from subscription to
human articles of faith.”— Letter to the Duke of Grafton.
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Mr. Burke said, he “wished ministers to preach the gospel with
ease, but their possessions to be such that the pastor would not
have the inauspicious appearance of a tax-gatherer.”— His Works,
vol. x. p. 146.

The progress of public reform is at a snail’s pace, and so numerous
and strong are the holds of abuse, that many pitched battles have
to be fought before a single inch can be gained from the waste of
corruption. But the interests identified with a reform of the church
are so many, important, and self-evident, that we feel certain it is a
measure that cannot be much longer averted. The Archbishop of
Canterbury, we are sure, may save himself the trouble of putting
forward his cunningly-devised scheme for a composition for tithes,
for a limited period, at a fixed rate of payment. The country will
never sanction any plan tending to give permanency to an odious
impost which, to our great opprobrium, has long been suffered to
survive the natural term of its existence. The worthy primate seems
to feel that the foundations of Mother Church are giving way, and
he, doubtless, deems it good foresight in himself and brethren to
lay hold of something certain for at least the next twenty years, the
probable term of their earthly pilgrimage. But he may rely upon it
the owners and occupiers of land, in England, will not be so easily
overcome by ecclesiastical artifice as some of them have been in
Ireland: a man must be totally regardless of the aspect of the times,
he can know nothing of the state of opinion, as indicated by private
conversations, by proceedings at public meetings, by newspapers,
by parliamentary debates, by the petitions from Rochester,
Devonshire, and other parts of the kingdom, who is not convinced
that tithes, two years hence, will neither impoverish the soil nor
reproach the wisdom of domestic policy: the attention of the people
is rivetted on the vast possessions of the church, and to them they
look as the best resource in their privations and difficulties. In the
language of Scripture, and of the followers of Sir Walter Raleigh,
they may truly exclaim, “Come hither, all ye that are heavy
laden,—Here is the real EJ/ Dorado for reducing the
boroughmongers’ debt, and lightening the burden of taxation. Here
is the fund for colonizing, for mitigating poor-rates, repealing corn-
laws, and creating employment; and none but fools look for any
other!”

Considering, then, a great bettering in the condition of the
operative clergy,—the improvement of church discipline,—the
abolition of tithes,—and the saving of many millions of public
income, as the certain and prominent advantages of ecclesiastical
reformation, we will next advert to one or two interests in society
which, at first sight, appear to present some obstruction to this
salutary revolution.
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First, of the rights of lay-impropriators. 1t is necessary to bear in
mind the distinction which has been before adverted to between
the tithes of the church and the tithes of laymen. These last are
considerable, amounting, perhaps, to one-fourth or one-fifth of the
whole tithes of the kingdom. They have been estimated—though,
we think, on incorrect principles—to be worth £1,752,842 per
annum.* Now, these tithes are unquestionably of the nature of
private property, and bear no analogy to clerical tithes. How they
originated has been explained, (page 12,) but that has no bearing
on their present tenure. We must take things as we find them, and
adopt such rights of property as the laws and usages of society
recognize, without ascending to their remote origin. Upon this
principle we quickly discern the different tenure of church and
impropriate tithes. The former have always been dealt with as a
portion of the public income, payable to certain persons while
engaged in the service of such form of worship as the State choose
to patronize; the latter has been considered a rent-charge due to
individuals, and with which the legislature had no concern. Hence
the parliament has no more thought of interfering with impropriate
tithes than with the estates in land obtained at the Reformation.
The tithe-owner has dealt with them as part of his patrimony, which
he could rightfully sell or devise to whom he pleased, and which
immunities of ownership have been shown not to appertain to
ecclesiastical possessions. To sequestrate lay-tithes would be gross
spoliation, but, in the secularization of church-property, the
legislature would only exercise an authority it has always
possessed; and, were the life-interests of present possessors fairly
commuted, neither loss nor injustice would be sustained by any
person. It follows, impropriate tithes do not at all enter into the
question of church reform; they must continue a charge on land, or
lands liable thereto may be exonerated on such terms as can be
agreed upon by the landlords and lay-impropriators.

Next, as to the interests of private patrons in advowsons. A right of
presentation, in its origin and in acts of the legislature, has been
shown to have been always considered merely an honorary
function, which ought not to be exercised for gain or family
interests, but the promotion of religion and virtue. Private patrons,
therefore, could not expect to be indemnified for the loss they
would sustain by ecclesiastical reform, according to the present
value of benefices. All they could expect would be the continuance
to them (as was the case in Scotland) of the right of nominating the
ministers of the Reformed Church, subject, as at present, to the
approval of the bishop. For the public to purchase their interests,
according to the present value of tithes and church-fees, would be
nothing less than at act of national simony; it would be converting a
spiritual function into a temporal possession, and the state
committing the very crime in wholesale which had been
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condemned and punished when perpetrated in a less degree by
individuals.

Nothing has yet been said of the provision for the Established
Clergy, to be substituted in lieu of tithes and church
estates,—whether they ought to be paid stipends by Government,
or out of the poor-rates, the county-rate, or some other rate levied
expressly for the purpose, or whether they ought to be supported
by the voluntary contributions of their hearers. The discussion of
these matters will be time enough, when the people, or their
representatives, have determined upon the secularization of church
property. The proceedings of the Church-building Commissioners
offer an example which some may think it wise to follow. They have
shown not only how episcopalian churches may be built by
subscription, but how the minister’s stipend may be paid out of
pewrents, and other voluntary contributions, without the aid of the
compulsory and odious provision of tithes. It may be thought a
similar plan might be extended to all the churches of the
establishment; but, for our parts we are in favour of a national
religion—a Liturgy—and an endowed clergy; provided the
endowment is moderate—fairly apportioned among the working
clergy—and does not exceed about a million and a half per annum.
A public worship protected by the state has formed, with few
exceptions, a part of every well-ordered community. The French
tried to do without it; the experiment was productive of enormous
crimes, and after floundering for a time in the waves of anarchy,
they were compelled again to resort to the aid of spiritual faith.
Religion contains now little to give offence to the most liberal mind;
it is not, as formerly, like the demon of some German
story—recluse, bloody, and unrelenting; its worst features—bigotry
and intolerance—have been removed by the progress of science
and philosophy, and what remains may be considered a good with
scarcely any admixture of evil.

Whether, however, we have an endowed clergy or not, no fear need
be entertained about the interests of religion suffering. The fear at
present is all the other way, lest a people evidently verging into the
gloom of puritanism, may not afterwards recoil into the opposite
extreme of licentiousness and unbelief. This has been termed an
age of cant, and every thing tends to show its ascendancy. Nothing
but cant can live in literature, the drama, trade, or politics. Let any
one deny the popular faith, and the doors of the legislature are
closed upon him; he is a “doomed man,” whose future life is “bound
in storms and shallows,” and he is shunned as if he had caught the
plague from some infectious lazaretto. This is the state of opinion
among the lower and middle orders; among the higher, there is less
scrupulosity; and a lord or a gentleman of £10,000 a year may
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admire Voltaire, Diderot, or Spinoza, without being ejected out of
the pale of social communion.

While men’s fortunes depend on their faith, we may be sure there
will be enough of it, or at least, the profession. Like the French
satirist, every one thinks it necessary he should live, and of course
will adopt the means essential to the end in view. It is possible,
however, the artificial encouragement of devotion may produce it in
excess, beyond the wants of the state, and thus generate the
extreme to which we have adverted at the Restoration of Charles II.
There is always some danger in meddling with spiritual opinions as
with temporal interests; and many may think the wisest course to
be adopted towards religion would be to follow the policy recently
become popular in respect of trade—I/eaving it free; neither
attempting to depress one sect by the drawback of civil disabilities,
nor to encourage another by the bounty of protection. It is certainly
a fact that religion will generally abound in proportion to the wants
and demands of society; where there is much ignorance and mental
debility, there will, as there ought, be much faith; on the other
hand, where there is a strong and enlightened reason, the motives
for good conduct will be sufficiently apparent, without being aided
by the hopes and fears of superstition.

However, as before hinted, we are not the partizans of a free-trade
in religion, and think a worship patronized by the state is best,
provided it be cheap. Our reason for this preference may be
somewhat peculiar, and not shared in by our readers. We prefer an
established worship, not less as a means of maintaining a rational
piety, than as a counterpoise to fanaticism. Without religion at all,
men are seldom better than beasts; but if their rulers have no
control over the popular faith, the people will be at the mercy of
every pretender, whose warm imagination or an over-weening
conceit may have filled with the delusion of a divine commission.
With an endowed corps of ecclesiastics the state possesses a
medium through which religion may be kept in countenance among
the higher classes, (adopting the slang of aristocracy,) and its
temperature among the lower be regulated. Of course we mean a
race of clergymen differently qualified from the present. These,
good easy souls! have little influence or authority; they have
ministered away their flocks, and remain themselves objects of
derision or cupidity, not veneration.

With the near and long-standing example of the Presbyterian
establishment, North of the Tweed, it is surprising the task of
ecclesiastical reform has made no progress either in England or
Ireland. In the Kirk of Scotland, it has been already remarked,
there are no bishops, nor dignitaries, nor tithes. The incomes of the
national clergy are paid by the Court of Session out of a fund
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formed from the ancient tithes of the country. Some of the
benefices being considered of too small value, they were, in 1810,
augmented by an annual grant, from Parliament, of £10,000, which
made the poorest livings worth £150 a-year, and the income of
some of the ministers are considerably more, amounting to £300 or
£350. Exclusive of house and glebe, the average income of the
clergy is £245, which to 948 pastors, makes the whole annual
expenditure on the Kirk only £234,900. This cannot be considered
extravagant to a ministry with upwards of a million and a half of
hearers; and upon the whole there are many things to admire in the
Scotch Establishment. The Scots do not pay a quarter of a million
for lawn-sleeves; nor half a million for cathedral and collegiate
sinecurists. There are no curates; the parochial clergy reside upon
their benefices; exhorting, catechising, instructing, and performing
all those duties to their parishioners, for which they receive their
incomes. The Scotch Church, though it cannot now be termed poor;
yet its wealth is not so exorbitant as to corrupt its ministry. The
wealth of the English Church is the source of all its
vices—sinecurism, pride, luxury, and inefficiency.

The Dissenters afford an example of the efficient support of religion
without any compulsory provision. In England and Wales there are
upwards of 9,000 ministers supported by Dissenters. This is
certainly not done at a less expense than £120 each, or rather more
than a million per annum. Again, America is another proof of what
can be done by voluntary contributions. There are not less than
11,000 ministers of all denominations in the United States, the
great majority of whom derive their subsistence from the free-will
offerings of the people, independent of legislative provision. The
option left to the people has not operated to the decay of virtue or
religion; on the contrary, religion flourishes among them to an
extraordinary extent—it pervades all ranks and conditions of
men—it is associated with all their pursuits—not, indeed, as a
second head of the social body, dividing the intellect and strength
of its frame, but as a pursuit distinct from political combinations,
altogether a personal concern, and, therefore, purposely discarded
by the constitution. Notwithstanding this absence of state-worship
the United States have become a mighty empire, which, in spite of
the solemn pedantries of Capt. Basil Hall, may be advantageously
compared with any other in the world, whether measured by the
standard of morals, personal prowess, commercial enterprize, or
national wealth and power.

We have now done, and having finished our exposition of the
Church of England, can truly say we have “nothing extenuated, nor
set down aught in malice.” Our statements we know cannot be
impugned; but it is possible our opinions may be misunderstood. It
may be thought we are Jacobins, Liberals, or worse. Of this we take
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no note, knowing we are as good subjects as true Christians. We
have no dislike to the Church, but we object to it as we do to the
borough system, because it does not reward merit, and oppresses
the honest and industrious. Our humble endeavour has been to
expose the corruptions of the establishment. If the duties of the
Church be of importance to Government, or to the interests of
religion and morality, it is a strong reason for reforming, not
protecting its abuses. It must be clear to the most common
observers it cannot long continue in its present state. Without
adverting to the number of dissenters—to defects in
discipline,—the Liturgy—ill-proportioned revenue—or the conduct
of the clergy themselves, the mere fact of a body of men, not
exceeding eight thousand in number, and of no great social
importance—claiming in the most vexatious manner a tenth of the
natural and artificial produce of a soil, raised for the support of
Fourteen Millions, is so staringly outrageous, as to throw all
argument out of court, and leave the Church a barefaced and
unparalleled oppression, without precedent or palliative. Further
reasoning on such a subject is out of place, and the only question
is—Who will rise to abate the colossal nuisance? Will Government
timely interfere and afford the Church a chance of prolonged
duration, under a less obnoxious form, or will it supinely wait and
behold it swept off in a whirlwind, leaving “not a wreck behind,” by
a simultaneous rush of the tiers etat?

If the Church is to be saved it must be saved by a wisdom very
different from that which directs the councils of the heads of the
Establishment. They are obviously as insensible to the position in
which they stand as the child unborn. Only think of the nature of
the bills introduced by them last year for the reform of the Church.
The character of one—that for a composition for tithe—has been
already noticed. Of the remaining two, one is for augmenting the
incomes of vicarages; the other for shortening the time of
prescription in cases of moduses and exemptions from tithes. In the
last is a proviso which prevents it from interfering with any suit
which may be commenced within three years. Ah, my Lords
Bishops, the crisis will be past long before. Do not, we beseech you,
lay the flattering unction to your souls that there will be litigation
about moduses, prescription terms, and nullum tempus maxims
three years hence. Your days are assuredly numbered; your lease is
expired. The fatal vote given on the Reform-Bill has sealed your
doom, and no depth of repentance can again establish you in the
estimation of the people. Solemn pledges will be demanded from a
reformed parliament that tithe shall be abolished, and that haughty
prelates shall cease to haunt the chambers of legislation. A terrible
storm is impending over the Church, and nothing can avert its
destructive ravages save a timely abandonment of all that has long
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excited popular indignation—its enormous wealth—its avarice,
pride, and self-seeking—its insolent and oppressive power.
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[Back to Table of Contents]

LIST OF BISHOPS, DIGNITARIES, AND
PLURALISTS OF THE CHURCH OF ENGLAND.

EXPLANATIONS.

The name of the Pluralist comes first. After the name comes the
first living of the Pluralist in ifalic, and an initial letter denoting its
title—namely, r. for rectory, v. for vicarage, c. for chapelry, p. c. for
perpetual curacy, d. for donative, d. r. for district rectory, and d. c.
for district chapelry. The name of the Patron is put after the living
or livings, supposing more than one living, of which the same
person is patron. Abp. is put for archbishop, bp. for bishop, archd.
for archdeacon, dn. for dean, ch. for chapter. When a living is in the
gift of the University of Oxford, Oxon is put; when of the University
of Cambridge, Camb. When a nobleman, as the duke of Newcastle,
or the marquis of Exeter, is patron, the ofin the title is omitted
both for brevity and propriety. The “of” expresses territorial
jurisdiction, but as peers do not possess such authority at the
present day, the term by which it is implied may be properly
dropped.

In the language of churchmen a living or benefice, which are
synonymous, is a rectory or vicarage only; but many chapelries are
equally entitled to fall under this denomination, and have been so
considered. There are free chapels perpetually maintained, and
provided with a minister, without charge to the rector or parish. In
some places chapels of ease are endowed with lands and tithes;
they have by custom a right to a distinct minister, to baptize, to
administer sacraments and burial: such parochial chapelries differ
only in name from parish churches. Parish is a vague term. In the
north, parishes comprise thirty or forty square miles, which is
seven or eight times the area of parishes in the south. Under 13th
Charles II. certain townships and villages are allowed to maintain
their own poor; hence these townships became so many distinct
parishes. There are 200 extra-parochial places, many of which are
as large as parishes; these are exempt from poor-rate, because
there is no overseer on whom the magistrate can serve an
order;—from militia, because no constable to make a return; from
repairing highways, because no surveyor. The 37 Hen. VIII. c. 31,
(also 4 and 5 Will. & Mary,) allows the union of churches, when not
more than one mile apart, and under value of £6. Under these acts
churches have been united: the city of London reckons 108
parishes, forming no more than 78 benefices; in Norwich, 70
parishes have been compressed into 37 benefices. Contrary to the
rule of ecclesiastics, we have considered all parishes held cum, or
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with another, distinct benefices; the only reason for an opposite
course is, that they form only one presentation, though such
presentation is often held by {wo patrons, who present alternately;
and many of such consolidated parishes (Upham cum Durley, for
instance,) have two churches, and two sets of overseers and
churchwardens.

The district rectories and district chapelries, established in such
parishes as have been divided into ecclesiastical districts by the
Royal Commissioners for Building New Churches, under the
authority of powers granted to them by Parliament, form so many
distinct livings or benefices, each having a separate maintenance
for a minister, independent of the mother church.

Apart, then, from the corruptions and mystification of the Church,
we have deemed every parochial preferment, chapelry, vicarage, or
rectory, a /iving; and we consider every clergyman a pluralist who
holds two such preferments, whether separate or united. A curacy,
without any great impropriety, might be styled a living, as a stipend
is, or ought to be, annexed to the office, adequate to the
maintenance of at least one individual: but as curates are
removable at the pleasure of incumbents, they are excluded from
our List, which includes only beneficed clergymen.

The abuse of holding {wo livings or more is so prevalent, that to
have enumerated all the transgressors (about 2880 in number,)
would have extended our List to an inconvenient length, without
corresponding utility; our object has been to exhibit the more
flagrant breaches of ecclesiastical discipline; and with this view, we
have restricted ourselves to such shameful monopolists among the
parochial clergy as hold three or more preferments. We have also
included the bishops and principal dignitaries of the church.

The 21 Hen. VIII. c. 13, prohibits a person holding a second
benefice when the first is worth eight pounds in the King’s Book.
But a man, by dispensation, may hold as many benefices, without
cure, as he can get; and, likewise, so many with cure as he can get,
all of them, or all but the last, being under the value of eight
pounds; provided the person to be dispensed withal be not
otherwise incapable thereof. By the 41st Canon, however, of 1603,
the two benefices must not be farther distant than thirty miles; and
persons obtaining dispensation, must at least be M.A. But the
provisions of this canon are not regarded or enforced in the courts
of law; and the privileges, ex officio, entitling to grants of
dispensation, are so numerous, and the facilities for obtaining
them, through favour or evasion, so easy, that there can hardly be
said to exist a practical check to the most aggravated cases of
plurality.
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In the disposal of every living, three parties are principally
concerned: first, the patron; second, the incumbent; third, the
bishop. The patron is the person in whom the right of presenting to
a living is vested. The person nominated by the patron is the
incumbent. The office of the bishop is to grant institution to the
living to which the incumbent is presented. By refusing institution,
the bishops have a veto on appointments by patrons; this veto,
however, is rarely exercised, and it is seldom that the patron and
the diocesan are at issue. The most important personage in the
affair is the patron. It will be seen from the Listthat the patronage
is sometimes in individuals—sometimes in public bodies.
Sometimes the incumbent is his own patron, and presents himself;
sometimes the incumbent’s wife is patron, and presents her
husband; sometimes the husband and wife are co-patrons. In some
instances the patronage is divided, the nomination being in one
party and the appointment in another. Many /adies are patrons, and
though otherwise ineligible to the exercise of civil rights, no doubt
they are well qualified to select spiritual persons for the cure of
souls.

Nearly all the livings in the metropolis, and the most valuable
livings in the large towns in the country, are in the gift of the
crown, which adds enormously to its influence. The patronage not
in the crown is chiefly in the aristocracy and gentry, the
universities, and the bishops. The patronage of the aristocracy and
gentry is chiefly bestowed on the members of their own families;
the patronage of the universities on the members of those places;
the patronage of the bishops on their connexions and relations to
the hundredth degree. A great mass of patronage, however,
remains, which cannot be disposed of in any of these ways; for
though the families of the aristocracy have been recently proved to
be, on the average, more prolific than those of the democracy, they
are not sufficiently so to fill all offices in the army, navy, law,
church, and public departments; and, consequently, there is a
surplus patronage to be brought into the market, which is disposed
of, like other commodities, to the highest bidder.

It would have been more satisfactory, had we been able to state the
present value of livings; but there is no authentic data for the
purpose: parliamentary returns, it is true, have been made of the
poorlivings, but none of the rich ones; and there have been returns
of the number of all livings above and below the value of £300,
having non-resident incumbents: returns were also ordered in the
session of 1830 of the value of livings in the gift of the crown.
These last returns have not yet been made, or at least printed: they
would add something to our knowledge of the present value of
church-property; but what the public wants is the separate value of
every see, dignity, benefice, and ecclesiastical preferment, and the
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proportion in which, and number of individuals among whom, they
are shared. By such data would be shown what the Church of
England really is, and indisputably prove the existence of those
enormous abuses, which, in our preliminary article, we have fully
proved to pervade the ecclesiastical establishment.

We have only one more remark to make, and that refers to our
accuracy. The movements that are daily and almost hourly
occurring in the Church, from deaths, translations, resignations,
and exchanges, render it probable that alterations have intervened
since our List was sent to the press. But this does not defeat our
object. If one pluralist has been removed another has succeeded.
So that our List will continue to exhibit a correct picture of
ecclesiastical patronage as long as the present system of church
discipline is tolerated.

Adams, J. C. Saxleby; r. lord Aylesford. Shilfon, c. Anstye, c.
the King.

Affleck, R. preb. of York; Silkston, r. with Bretton, Monk, and
Stainborough chapelries, abp. of York. Treswell, East
Mediety, r. West Mediety; r. dn. and ch. of York and Mr.
Stevenson. Thockerington, p. c. Prebendary. Westow; v. abp.
of York.

Alban, T. Llandrillo, v. bp. of St. Asaph. Eaton, v. H. and W.
Lloyd. Snead, c. P. Morris.

Aldrich, W. Boyton, r. lord Rous. Stowe-Market, v. with
Stowe-Upland, c. Mr. Aldrich.

Allen, R. Driffield, r. precentor of York. Whaream Pier; v.
Misses Isted and Englefield. Little, p. c. unknown.

Allen, S. Haslingfield, v. C. Mitchell. Lynn, St. Margaret and
St. Nicholas, c. dn. and ch. of Norwich.

Allen, D. B. preb. of St. David’s and Brecon. Burton, r. sir W.
Owen. Manordiffy, r. Llandewn Welfrey; r. the King.

Allen, S. Dunton, v. T. W. Coke. Wolterton, r. with Wickmere,
r. earl of Oxford.

Allfree, E. M. minor canon of Rochester; Canterbury, St.
Andrew, r. and St. Mary, Bredon, r. abp. of Cant. and dn. and
ch. of Cant. Sirood, r. dn. and ch. of Rochester.

Alison, A. preb. of Sarum; Ercall, v. H. Pulteney. Roddington,
r. the King.

The pluralist is senior minister of the episcopal chapel, Canongate,
Edinburgh, and a native of Scotland; being related to the late
bishop Douglas, that prelate gave him a stall in his cathedral, and
procured for him the vicarage of High Ercall, in Shropshire, to
which was afterwards added the rectory of Roddington, in the same
county. Mr. Alison is the author of a work on 7Zaste.
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Allington, W. Bardford Lit. r. Twywell, r. J. Williamson.
Swinhop, d. Mrs. Allington.

Anson, H. Buxton, v. with Oxnead, r. and Skeyton, r. lord
Anson. Lyng, r. with Whitwell, v. T. Anson.

Uncle of earl of Lichfield, master of the buckhounds. Another uncle
is rector of Longford, and rector of Sudbury, of which benefices Mr.
Coke of Norfolk, and lord Vernon, both connected with the family
by marriage, are respectively the patrons.

Ashfield, C. R. Great Blakenham, r. Eton Coll. Dodington, r.
duke Buckingham. Stewkley; v. bp. of Oxon. London, St.
Benet Finck, c. dn. and canons of Windsor.

Apthorpe, F. preb. of Lincoln; Bicker, v. dn. and ch. of
Lincoln. Farndon, v. with Balderton and Fiskerton,
chapelries, preb. of Lincoln. Gumley; r. dn. and ch. of Lincoln.

The grandfather of this gentleman was a merchant at Boston, in
America. His father was rector of St. Mary-le-Bow, and had the
valuable prebend of Finsbury, in St. Paul’s. His brother-in-law, Dr.
Cory, is master of Emanuel College, Cambridge. Another brother-in-
law is master of Shrewsbury grammar-school.

Atlay, H. Great Casterton, r. Pickworth, r. marq. Exeter. Great
Ponton, preb. of Sarum.

Astley, H. N. Foulsham, r. sir H. Astley. Little Snoring, r. with
Bashan, v. bp. of Norwich.

Atkinson, R. Musgrove, r. bp. of Carlisle. Upelby; c. J. B.
Elliot. Claxby with Normanby; r. Rd. Atkinson.

Bagot, Richard, bishop of Oxford and dean of Canterbury.

Brother of lord Bagot and of sir C. Bagot, ambassador to the
Netherlands, who married a daughter of lord Maryborough.

Bankes, E. king’s chaplain and preb. of Gloucester and
Norwich; Corfe Castle, r. Henry Bankes, M.P.

Son-in-law of lord Eldon. The inhabitants of Corfe Castle must feel
greatly indebted to the late member for Dorsetshire: he appoints
one of his sons to watch over their spiritual welfare, and sends
another into the house of commons to take care of their temporal
affairs.

Baker, T. canon res. of Chichester; Bexhill, v. Rodmell, r. bp.
of Chichester. Falmer; v. earl Chichester.

Barker, F. H. St. Alban’s, St. Stephen, v. A. Fisher. North
Church, . the King. Steppingley; r. duke of Bedford.
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Barker, T. Acaster Malb. v. T. B. Thompson. Kilburn, p. c.
Thirkleby; v. abp. of York.

Barrington, viscount, preb. of Durham; Sedgefield, r. with
Embleton, c. bp. of Durham.

Bathurst, Henry, bishop of Norwich: Sapperton, r. earl
Bathurst.

Bathurst, H. archdn. of Norwich; North Creake, r. earl
Spencer. Oby; r. with Ashby; r. and Thurne, r. bp. of Norwich.
Barrow, R. vic. chor. Southwell; Barnoldby le Beck, r.
Halloughton, p. c. South Muskham, v. Rampton, v. South
Wheatley, r. Southwell, Collegiate chapter.

The small collegiate church of Southwell has attached to, in the gift
of the chapter and prebendaries, twenty-seven livings, amongst
them several of the large and populous parishes: of these there are
four resident incumbents, very few of them have any resident
officiating minister, and almost all, if not all, of the parsonage
houses have been suffered to fall into decay. The following
particulars will exemplify the state of ecclesiastical discipline.

In the gift of the Chapter:—

7 Rectories None resident.
4 Vicarages One resident.
3 Perpetual Curacies One resident.
1 Chapelry Not resident.

In the gift of Prebendaries:—

11Vicarages Three resident.
4 Vicarages Believe none resident.

Many of these are held by clergymen living in Southwell, who are
pluralists, and several of the curates also live in Southwell, so that
the people of the parishes never see their ministers except on a
Sunday in the pulpit. That they find Southwell more agreeable than
living in a retired village is possible; but ought they not to
remember that their duty is to visit the sick and afflicted, and to go
about doing good. They are thus suffered to neglect their duty, and
to let fall down their houses, because they are in the gift of the
church, and yet they expect to be esteemed and their delinquencies
overlooked.

Bartlett, T. Canterbury All Saints, r. All Saints St. Mary’s
church, r. All Saints St. Mildred, r. lord Chan. Kingston, r. sir
E. Brydges.

Bartlett, W. P. Great Cranford, v. G. T. Brice. Cranford, r. earl
Berkeley. Worth Maltravers, v. rev. T. C. Bartlett.
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Bastard, J. Stratfieldsay, v. Stratfieldsay Turgis, r. lord
Wellington. Belchalwell, r. Fifehead Neville, r. lord Rivers.
Basnett, T. G. vic. chor of Southwell; Bonsall, r. dn. Lincoln.
Edingley; v. Halam, p. c. Southwell College.

Beadon, F. North Stoneham, r. ]J. Fleming. Sulham, . ].
Wilder. Titley, p. c. Winton College.

Chancellor and canon res. of Wells. Several other Beadons are in
the church, who are indebted for their preferments to the late
bishop of Bath and Wells, who had been tutor to the duke of
Gloucester.
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Beauclerk, lord F. Kempton, v. Redburn, St. Alban’s, St.
Michael, v. lord Verulam.

Beauchamp, Brian, Cove, c. chapel in Tiverton. Hawkridge, v.
with Withypoole, c. Miss Wood. Thoverton, c. vic. Thoverton.
Beauchamp, T. W. H. Chedgrave, r. Langley, c. Buckenham
Ferry, . with Hassingham, r. sir T. B. Proctor.

Becher, J. T. preb. of Southwell; Hoveringham, p. c. sir R.
Sutton. Thurgorton, p. c. Trinity Coll. Camb. Farnsfield, v.
Southwell Coll.

Beckett, G. preb. of Lincoln; Barnsley; p. c. abp. of York.
Epworth, r. the King. Gainsborough, v. preb. of Corringham.
Beeke, H. dean of Bristol.

Beevor, Miles, Bircham Newton, r. earl Orford. Toft Bircham,
r. sir T. Beevor. Hethell, r. Ketteringham, v. E. Atkins.
Bellaman, J. Ewerby; v. lord Chan. Kirkby Green, v. the King.
Kyme South, c. sir A Hume.

Belfield, F. St. Martin, r. viscountess Sandwich. Stoke
Gabriel, v. Exbourne, 1. F. Belfield.

Beynon, T. archdn. of Cardigan, preb. of St. David’s and
Brecon; Llanfchangel Aberbythych, r. bp. of St. Asaph.
Llandevey; p. c. Llanvihan Kilwayn, r. Penboyr, r. with
Ydrindod, c. earl Cawdor.

Berkeley, H. R. fell. of Winton Coll.; Cotheridge, c. Himself.
Shelsea Beauchamp, r. lord Foley. Onibury; r. bp. of Hereford.
Bertie, hon. F. Aldbury, r. Wooton, p. c. Wigtham, r. earl
Abingdon.

Bethell, Christopher, D.D. bishop of Bagnor; Kirkly Wiske, r.
duke of Northumberland.

Biddulph, T. T. Bristol, St. James’s, c. corp. of Bristol.
Durston, d. rev. R. Gray. Lyneham, c. Mr. Long.

Binney, H. Hackthorne, v. Hanworth Cold, r. Rt. Cracroft.
West Moulsey; p. c. rev. Dr. Binney.

Birch, Samuel, D.D. president of Sion Coll. preb. of St. Paul’s,
and professor of geometry at Gresham College; St. Mary
Woolnoth, and St. Mary Woolchurch, r. London, the King and
Mr. Thornton alternately; the former this turn.

http://oll.libertyfund.org/title/2539



Online Library of Liberty: The Black Book: An Exposition of Abuses in Church
and State

As this gentleman is one of the Gresham professors, a short notice
of the present state of the college may not be out of place. Sir
Thomas Gresham, the munificent founder of the Royal Exchange,
for the convenience of commerce, was also the founder of a college
for the advancement of learning; the rents of the former were
bequeathed for the maintenance of the college; seven learned men
were perpetually to reside there, for the cultivation of science; and
during term time—every day—they were to deliver, in English and
Latin, gratuitous lectures to the public, on astronomy, civil law,
music, rhetoric, geometry, divinity, and medicine. All the remains of
this endowment are the professors, their salaries of £100 per
annum each, and an obscure nook in the south-east angle of the
Exchange, adjoining the premises of our publisher; no lectures are
delivered, or none that the public think worth hearing. An attempt
was lately made to revive the college by removing the lectures to
the London Institution. It failed, we believe, from the reluctance of
the professors to concur in the new arrangement. The fact is, the
Gresham lectures have degenerated into a city job; the professors
had received their appointments as sinecures, through personal
favour or relationship, and had not sufficiently devoted themselves
to scientific pursuits to be prepared to convert their professorships,
as the founder intended, into chairs of efficient popular instruction.
It is not pleasant to be always reverting to abuses; but there is such
a principle of vitality in them that it is only by repeated exposures
they can be rooted out.

Birch, Thomas, D.C.L. dean of Battle, archdeacon of Lewes;
Westfield, v. bp. of Chichester.

Blandford, Joseph, Carlton in Moreland, v. w. Stapleford, c.
lord Middleton. Kirton, r. Mapplebeck, c. duke Newcastle.
Wellow; c. hon. and rev. J. L. Saville.

Blomberg, F. W. canon res. of St. Paul’s, deputy clerk of the
king’s closet, chap. in ord. to H. M.; Bradford, v. w. Atworth,
Holt, Stoke, Wraxhall, Winsley, and South, chapelries, dn.
and ch. of Bristol. Shepton Mallett, r. the King.

Blomfield, Charles James, D.D. bishop of London, provincial
dean of Canterbury, and dean of the chapels royal.

Bower, H. Orchard Portman, r. Taunton, St. Mar. r. Staple
Fitzpoine, r. E. B. Portman.

Bowes, T. F. F. chaplain to the king; Cowlam, r. Cake, r. B. F.
Bowes. Barton le Clay; r. the King.

Bradley, W. Baddesley Ensor; p. c. Inhabs. of Polesworth.
Merevale, c. D. S. Dugdale. Whitacre Over, c. earl Howe.
Brice, ]J. Aisholt, r. Incumbent. Grenton, r. S. Kekewich.
Catcott, p. c. lord Henniker.

Bromley, W. D. Bagginton, r. Oxhill, r. rev. W. D. Bromley.
Copesthorne, c. D. Davenporte.
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Brown, H. Ayleston, r. with Little Glen, c. Lubbesthorpe, c.
duke Rutland. Hoby; r. Incumbent.

Father-in-law of the rev. Gilbert Beresford, rector of St. Andrew’s,
Holborn, by whom Ayleston was resigned on account of the
distance.

Brown, L. R. Carlton, r. with Kelsale, r. rev. B. Bence.
Prestbury, v. Mrs. Leigh. Saxmundham, r. D. L. North.
Thorington, T.

Browne, ]J. H. archdeacon of Ely; Cotgrave, 1st Mediety; r. 2d
Mediety, r. Eakring, r. ear]l Manvers.

Browne, W. Charsfield, p. c. W. Jennens. Great Glemham, c.
with Little Glemham, r. D. L. North. Marlesford, r. A.
Arcedeckne.

Buckle, W. Banstead, v. rev. W. Buckle. Pirton, v. Christ
Church, Oxon. Shireborn, v. lord Macclesfield.

Bulwer, A. Haydon, r. W. W. Bulmer. Cawston, r. Pemb. Hall.
Corpusty; v. sequestrated.

Burgess, Thomas, D. D. bp. of Salisbury, and provincial
precentor of Canterbury.

Burgess, Geo. Atherington, r. Fra. Bassett. Halvergate, v. bp.
of Ely. Moulton, v. Tunstall, c. rev. H. Anguish.

A relation of the bishop of Salisbury and of the duke of St. Alban’s.
The bishop is the son of a grocer at Odiham, Hants, where he was
born, about 1755. His first patron was the bishop of Durham, who
gave him a prebend, first in the cathedral of Salisbury, and
afterwards at Durham. At Durham he continued till the
administration of Mr. Addington (now Sidmouth), who had been his
companion at Winchester College, conferred on him, in 1802, the
See of St. David’s. In 1796, the bishop married a Miss Bright of
Durham, half-sister of the marchioness of Winchester.

Burrard, Geo. Middleton-Tyas, r. the King. Yarmouth, r.
Shalfleet, v. sir H. B. Neale.

This pluralist is also a magistrate and a king’s chaplain. He is
brother to sir H. Burrard Neale and to lady Rook, who has a
pension, and son-in-law to admiral Bingham.

Butler, Samuel, D.D. archdn. of Derby, preb. of Lichfield;
Kenilworth, v. lord Chan.

Several more Butlers are in the church. Dr. Butler is head master of
Shrewsbury grammar-school. He married a daughter of Dr.
Apthorpe, a pluralist. His son, W. Butler, is author of a pamphlet on
the Frenc