The Association of Friends in the Church in 1833—
Its Results.

| am desirousof placing on record some circumstances connected with the origin of
the theological movement, which has for some years occupied so large a space of
public attention. They will not be without interest, proceeding, asthey do, from an
eye-witness of the eventswhich heisabout to relate; from one, who was zealously
engaged in the promoation of this now celebrated movement at its very origin, and
whose personal friendship and regard for those, who have been solong known asthe
more prominent of its supporters, has never suffered the slightest diminution.

ToMr. Perceval weareindebted for an account of the proceedingsin 1833 and
1834, and for copies of various documents connected with those proceedings.* For
reasons which will appear in the course of the following remarks, | was unwilling
that my name should be published in Mr. Perceval’ s narrative, as having taken any
shareinthe original movement;? but subsequent circumstances haveinduced meto
throw off thisreserve, and to acknowledge and avow my responsibility. | shall now
proceed, without further preface, to astatement of theeventsof which | wasan eye-
witness; and shall not hesitateto expressmy sentiments, with thefreedom and open-
ness, which circumstances seem imperatively to require.

At the beginning of the summer of 1833, the Church in England and Ireland
seemed destined to immediate desol ation and ruin. We had seen in 1828, the repeal
of the Test and Corporation Acts cutting away from the Church of England one of
itsancient bulwarks, and evidencing adisposition to make concessionto the clamour
of itsenemies. Inthenext year—thefatal year 1829—wehad seenthisprinciplefully
carried out, by the concession of what is called “ Roman Catholic Emancipation;” a
measurewhich scattered to thewindspublic principle, public morality, public confi-
dence, and dispersed aparty, which, had it possessed courageto adheretoitsold and
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popular principles, and to act on them with manly energy, would have stemmed the
torrent of revolution, and averted the awful crisiswhich was at hand.

Deep as was the consternation, and almost despair of the friends of order and
religion at this time, when we beheld our rulers sacrifice (avowedly under the
influence of intimidation) aconstitution, which, inthevery moment of itsruin, they
admitted to be essential to the security of the Church—Deep aswasthen our alarm
and indignation, at being thus delivered over, bound hand and foot, into the power
of a hostile Ascendency;? into the hands of a parliament reckless of the high and
sacred interestsof religion, and now for thefirst time numbering by law amongst its
members, Romanists and Dissenters; therewereyet in storefor useventsof amore
fearful nature. Thefirst sound of the tocsin of revolution at Parisin 1830, ought to
have re-united the scattered friends of established order in England: it left them
engaged in violent dissensions; and, with the exception of the Morning Post, the
whole Press of England threw itself into the cause of the revolutionary party in
France. Ere long the tide began to flow upon our own shores; and the Tory Aristo-
cracy which had forsaken the Church in yielding Emancipation, were now hurled
from their political ascendency; and the Reform Bill of 1831, ajust retribution for
their offence, made for atime the democratic principle all-powerful in the State.

It was then that we felt ourselves assailed by enemies from without and from
within. Our prelates insulted and threatened by ministers of state—continual
motionsmadefor their expulsionfromthelegisl ature—demandsfor the suppression
of Church-rates, on the avowed principle of opening the way for atotal separation
of Church and State—clamours, loud and long, for the overthrow of the Church—
Dissentersand Romaniststriumphing inthe prospect of itssubversion, and assailing
it with every epithet calculated to stimulate popular hatred. In Ireland, some of our
clergy nated; the rest deprived of their incomes, and reduced to the verge of
starvation; which the government looked calmly on, and seemed to encourage this
terrible persecution. In fine, an uninterrupted series of injuries, dangers, and deser-
tions, was closed by the sacrifice of ten bishopricsin Ireland; and we were advised
to bethankful that amore sweeping measure had not been adopted.* What was next
to come? Wasthisto lead to similar measuresin England? Was the same principle
of concession to popular clamour, which had led to the desolation of the Irish
Church to gratify the Romish democracy there, next to be exemplified in the
dismemberment of the English Church, in the hope of conciliating its antagonists?
Who could tell? We had seen even prelates of our own Church make concession
after concession, on this and other points which should have been defended at all
hazards.

Nor wasthistheworst. The prevailing spirit of innovation had begun deeply to
infect the Church itself. Writers had been at work for some time, disseminating
superficial and fanciful novelties on religious questions; disdaining all appeal to
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authority; and encouraging atastefor arationalizing theology. The publications of
the author of The Natural History of Enthusiasm,® which went directly to the sub-
version of al existing religious systems, as well amongst the Dissenters asin the
Church, had been unsuspectingly and greedily absorbed by the public mind. The
theory of Church and State had been handled by adherents of arationalizing school
which had grown up in Oxford; on various principlesindeed, but in such modes as
to generate dissatisfaction with existing institutions. Elements thus prepared were
stimulated into unnatural activity by political convulsions. Wewere overwhel med
with pamphletson Church Reform. Lord Henley (brother-in-law of Sir Robert Peel),
Dr. Burton, Regius Professor at Oxford, and others of name and influence, led the
way; and nothing washeard but di ssati sfacti on with the Church—with her abuses—
her corruptions—her errors! Each sciolist presented his puny design for recon-
structing thisaugust templ e built by no human hands. Such wasthe disorganization
of the public mind, that Dr. Arnold of Rugby ventured to propose, that all sects
should be united by Act of Parliament with the Church of England, ontheprinciple
of retaining al their distinctive errors and absurdities.® Reports, apparently well
founded, were prevalent, that some of the prelates, especialy the Bishop of
London,” were favourable to aterations in the Liturgy. Pamphlets were in wide
circulation, recommending the abolition of the Creeds (at least in public worship),
and especialy urging the expulsion of the Athanasian Creed; the removal of all
mention of the blessed Trinity; of the doctrine of baptismal Regeneration; of the
practice of absolution. Infact, there was not a single stone of the sacred edifice of
the Church, which was not examined, shaken, undermined, by a meddling and
ignorant curiosity.

Such was our condition in the early part of the summer of 1833. We knew not
to what quarter to look for support. A Prelacy threatened, and apparently intimi-
dated; a Government making its powers subservient to agitators who avowedly
sought thedestruction of the Church. The State, solong theguardian of that Church,
now becoming its enemy and its tyrant. Enemies within the Church seeking the
subversion of itsessential characteristics. And what wasworst of all—no principle
in the public mind to which we could appeal; an utter ignorance of all rational
grounds of attachment to the Church; an oblivion of its spiritual character, asin
institution, not of man, but of God; the grossest Erastianism most widely prevalent,
especially amongst all classesof politicians. Therewasinall thisenoughto appal the
stoutest hearts; and those who can recall the feelings of those days, will at once
remember the deep depression into which the Church had fallen, and the gloomy
forebodingswhichwereuniversally prevalent.

But in those hours of darkness, there were hearts, many hearts, burning with
shameand grief for thegeneral apostasy around them; heartswhichwereyet beating
high at thethought, that amidst the universal shipwreck and treason, therewas One,
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whose protection might be relied on; and which were ready at the first opening of
possibility, to devote themselves to the service of the Church. | had myself the
gratification of promoting in somedegreethefirst movement of reactionin 1832, by
publishing in the British Magazine, which had been just established by alamented
friend, the Rev. Hugh J. Rose, a series of articles on dissent, which by means of a
large mass of evidence derived from dissenting publications, directed public atten-
tion to the small number, the difficulties, and declining state of the dissenting
interest. | had the satisfaction to find, that those articles not only attracted earnest
and uneasy attention amongst dissentersthemselves, but that they were extensively
guoted and copied by many writersof the Church (often without acknowledgment);
and that they formed the basis of several books (such asthe Lettersof L. S E.toa
Dissenting Minister8), which were directed against the principles and practice of
dissent, with the most perfectly satisfactory results.

These efforts, however, could do little to dispel the fears to which we were
continually subject; and in the early part of 1833, the suppression of bishopricsin
Ireland, accompanied by most grievous persecution of the Church, brought our evils
to the climax.

| had not been very intimately acquainted with Mr. Newman and Mr. Froude,—
andwasscarcely knowntoMr. Keble, or Mr. Perceval,—when our deep sense of the
wrongs sustained by the Church inthe suppression of bishoprics, and our feeling of
the necessity of doing whatever wasin our power to arrest thetide of evil, brought
ustogether in the summer of 1833. It was at the beginning of long vacation, (when,
Mr. Froude being almost the only occupant of Oriel College, we frequently met in
the common room,) that the resolution to unite and associate in defence of the
Church, of her violated liberties, and neglected principles, arose. Thisresolutionwas
immediately acted on; and while | corresponded with Mr. Rose,® Mr. Froude
communicated our designto Mr. Keble. Mr. Newman soon took part in our deliber-
ations, on his return from the continent. The particular course which we were to
adopt, became the subject of much and anxious thought; and as it was deemed
advisableto confer with Mr. Roseon soimportant asubject, Mr. Froudeand myself,
after some correspondence, visited him at Hadleigh, in July, where | also had the
pleasure of becoming personally acquainted with Mr. Perceval, who had been
invited to take part in our deliberations. The conference at Hadleigh, which
continued for nearly aweek, concluded without any specific arrangements being
entered into; thoughweall concurred asto the necessity of some mode of combined
action, and the expediency of circulating tracts or publications on ecclesiastical
subjects, intended toincul cate sound and enlightened principlesof attachment tothe
Church. On our returnto Oxford, frequent conferencestook placeat Oriel College,
between Mr. Froude, Mr. Newman, Mr. Keble, and the writer,’® in which various
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planswere discussed, and in which especial attention was given to the preparation
of someformulary of agreement, asabasis for our Association.

Mr. Perceval has published three forms of association (pp. 12, 13, and 17).*
Thefirst two of these paperswere, | believe, principally composed by Mr. Keble; and
considerable discussion took place on various parts of them. It is, however, a
mistake to suppose that either of them was finally adopted as the actual formulary
of agreement. It always seemed to me, that, however truein acertain sense might be
some of the doctrines comprised in those documents, their introduction as funda-
mental conditions of our union might create much embarrassment, and might limit
the sphere of our utility, in prematurely obtruding on the friends of the Church
guestions, which either from want of knowledge, or from the difficulty of adopting
unobjectionabl e phraseol ogy, might cause offence rather than promote harmony and
co-operation. Therewas some difference of opinion on the question of the union of
Church and State, which some of our friends seemed inclined to regard as an evil;
whilel (and perhaps another) was desirous to maintain the union, notwithstanding
the evidently hostile disposition of the State, and its tyrannical suppression of the
Irish sees, because, asit appeared to me, we coul d not attain absol uteindependence,
and the power of self-legislation, and liberty to elect our bishops, except by sacri-
ficing theendowmentsof the Church, onwhich our whole parochial system, and the
dissemination of religioustruth throughout theland, are practically dependent; and,
considering that no plan had been suggested for the election of bishops which was
not liableto objectionsand to evils, fully asgreat asany which may exist under the
present system of nomination by the Crown; considering also the fearful conse-
guence of leaving our clergy asabody dependent on the voluntary contributions of
the people, who were wholly unaccustomed to the discharge of such a duty, and
would bedisposedto shrink fromit; | could not but think that any effortswhichwent
towards the separation of Church and State, would be injurious to the Church, as
well asunavailinginthemselves, and prejudicial to our union. Circumstancesmight
be supposed indeed, in which the Church should be prepared to make the sacrifice
of her endowments; i.e. if she could only retain them by relinquishing her vital
principles; but on the occasion now under consideration, we were not reduced to
thisextremity.

It was after many discussions on these and similar subjects, that | prepared a
draft of thethird formulary, printed by Mr. Perceval (p. 17), whichwasrevised and
improved by afriend, and wasfinally adopted asthe basisof our further proceedings;
it was asfollows.—
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Suggestions for the For mation of an Association
of Friendsof the Church

Itwill readily be allowed by al reflecting persons, that events
have occurred with the last few years, calculated to inspire the
true Members and Friends of the Church with the deepest
uneasiness. The privilege possessed by parties hostile to her
doctrine, ritual, and polity, of legislating for her, their avowed and
increasing efforts against her, their close alliance with such as
openly reject the Christian Faith, and the lax and unsound prin-
ciplesof many who professand eventhink themselvesher friends,
thesethings have been displayed before our eyes, and soundedin
our ears, until from their very repetition we almost forget to
regard them with alarm.

The most obvious dangers are those, which impend over the
Church as an Establishment; but to theseit is not here proposed
to direct attention. However necessary it may be on the proper
occasion to resist all measures which threaten the security of
Ecclesiastical property and privileges, still itisfelt that thereare
perils of a character more serious than those which beset the
political rights, and the temporalities of the Clergy; and such,
moreover, as admit and justify a more active opposition to them
on the part of individual Members of the Church. Every onewho
has become acquainted with the literature of the day, must have
observed the sedulous attempts made in various quarters, to
reconcile Members of the Church to aterationsin its Doctrines
and Discipline. Projectsof change, whichincludetheannihilation
of our Creedsandtheremoval of doctrinal statementsincidentally
contained in our worship, have been boldly and assiduously put
forth. Our Services have been subjected to licentious criticisms,
with aview of superseding some of them, and of entirely remo-
deling others. The very elementary principles of our ritual and
discipline have been rudely questioned. Our Apostolical polity
has been ridiculed and denied.

In ordinary times, such attempts might safely have been | eft to
the counter operation of good senseand practical wisdom, hither-
to so distinguishing a feature of the English character. But the
case isaltered, when account is taken of the spirit of the present
age; which is confessedly disposed to regard points of religious
belief with indifference, to sacrifice the interests of truth to
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notionsof temporary convenience, and toindulgeinarestlessand
intemperate desire of novelty and change.

Under these circumstances it has appeared expedient to
Members of the Church in various parts of the kingdom, to form
themselves into an Association on a few broad principles of
union, which are calculated from their simplicity to recommend
themselves to the approbation and support of Churchmen at
large, and which may serve as the grounds of a defence of the
Church’s best interests against the immediate difficulties of the
present day. They feel strongly, that no fear of the appearance of
forwardness on their part should dissuade them from a design,
which seemsto be demanded of them by their affection towards
that spiritual Community, to which they owe their hopes of the
world to come, and by a sense of duty to that God and Saviour
whoisits Founder and Defender. And they adopt this method of
respectfully invitingtheir Brethren, both Clergy and Laity, totake
part in their undertaking.

Objects of the Association.

1. To maintain pure and inviolate the doctrines, the services,
and the discipline of the Church; that is, to withstand all change,
which involves the denial and suppression of doctrine, a depar-
ture from primitive practice in religious offices, or innovation
upon the Apostolical prerogatives, order, and commission of
bishops, priests, and deacons.

2. To afford Churchmen an opportunity of exchanging their
sentiments, and co-operating together on alarge scale.

The formulary thus agreed on was printed, and was privately and extensively
circulated amongst our friendsin al parts of England, in the autumn of 1833. Our
intention was not to form asociety merely at Oxford, but to extend it throughout all
England, or rather toform similar societiesin every part of England. But, finding that
jealousy wasexpressed in several high quartersat theformation of any associations,
and the notion being al so unacceptableto Froude and others[ Newman]*2 at Oxford,
we ceased, after atime, from circulating these papers, or advising the formation of
societies. Some permanent effects, however, were produced. Societies were or-
ganized at Bath, Bristol, Ripon, Cheltenham, Winchester, and, | believe, in other
places, which have on many occasions done eminent service to the Church. The
expressions of approbation which were received from the clergy in all parts of the
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country inspired uswithincreased hopesand confidenceof success. Wethuslearned
that the principle of ancient loyalty and devotion was deeply rooted inthe parochial
clergy of England, and that they were prepared to unite with usin vindicating the
spiritual rights of their despised and almost persecuted Church.

It was suggested by friendsin the country, that this object might be forwarded
if some deputation wereto proceed from Oxford to different parts of England, with
a view to explain more definitely our intentions and designs. Having no other
engagements at the time, | readily undertook this mission; and at Coventry, Win-
chester, and in London, had the pleasure of meeting many of the parochial clergy,
and several eminent dignitariesof the Church, towhom | detailed the circumstances
which had led afew retired and studious clergymen to combine together for the
Church of England, against its opponents, whether Romanists, Dissenters, or
Rationalists. The exposition of our views was received with general approbation,
and | returned to Oxford with aheart full of the deepest gratitudeto that Providence
which had so far signally blessed our undertaking, and of confidence in the high
principle and unshaken constancy of the parochial clergy of England.

Thus encouraged, our next proceeding was to devise some mode of giving
public and combined expression to the sound and heal thy feeling whichwefound so
generaly prevalent inthe Church;**to obtain somepledge of loyalty and attachment
to ancient principles, which might inspire mutual confidence, and reunite the
scattered and despondent friends of religion. Some declaration of attachment to the
Churchwhich might be subscribed by the clergy wasthen thought of, and it speedily
assumed theform of an Addressto the Archbishop of Canterbury, which | drew up,
and which was communicated to the most influential of our friendsin London for
revision, and wasfinally printed, and circulated in thefollowing form:—

TotheMost Rev. Father in God, William,
by Divine Providence L ord Archbishop of Canterbury,
Primate of All England.

We, the undersigned Clergy of England and Wales, are
desirous of approaching your Grace with the expression of our
veneration for the sacred office, to which by Divine Providence
you have been called, of our respect and affection for your
personal character and virtues, and of our gratitude for the firm-
ness and discretion, which you have evinced in a season of
peculiar difficulty and danger.

At atime, when eventsaredaily passing before uswhich mark
the growth of | atitudinarian sentiments, and theignorancewhich
prevails concerning the spiritual claims of the Church, we are
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especially anxiousto lay before your Grace the assurance of our
devoted adherence to the Apostolical Doctrine and Polity of the
Church over which you preside, and of which we are Ministers;
and our deep-rooted attachment to that venerable Liturgy, in
which she has embodied, in the language of ancient piety, the
Orthodox and Primitive Faith.

And while we most earnestly deprecate that restless desire of
change which would rashly innovate in spiritual matters, weare
not less solicitous to declare our firm conviction, that should
anything fromthelapse of yearsor altered circumstancesrequire
renewal or correction, your Grace, and our Spiritual Rulers, may
rely upon the cheerful co-operation and dutiful support of the
Clergy in carrying into effect any measures, that may tend to
revivethedisciplineof ancient times, to strengthen theconnexion
between the Bishops, Clergy, and People, and to promote the
purity, the efficiency, and the unity of the Church.

Much discussion arose on the question, whether thisAddressshouldincludean
expression of confidence in the other prelates, as well as in the Archbishop of
Canterbury, which our friendsin London considered asessential, inorder to obviate
jealousies. This difference of opinion caused extreme embarrassment, for the
Address was already printed and in circulation amongst the clergy, when it arose.
Many of our friends were in great alarm; and from Mr. Rose | received letters
expressing serious apprehension that this Address would cause schism in the
Church. Our difficulties, indeed, soon became very great. Some of the clergy were
apprehensive that the Address might lead to counter-addresses from the party in
favour of Church Reform. Others were unwilling to subscribe anything which
seemed to contemplate the possibility or reform in our ritual or discipline. Others
again supposed the Address to be intended as a condemnation of all change and
improvement. Besidesthis, wefound the superior clergy, dignitariesof the Church,
&c., in general, extremely timid and apprehensive; in afew cases, very strongly
opposed to us. We had no encouragement from any bishop. The prelatesin general,
permitted the matter to take its course; but two or three of the bishops were
decidedly opposed tothe Addressuntil near theconclusion, and their clergy werethe
last to subscribe it. There was, indeed, much misapprehension abroad as to our
motives, and we had no means of explaining those motives, without the danger of
giving publicity to our proceedings, which, in the then state of the public mind on
Church matters, might have led to dangerous results. There was also no inconsi-
derable jealousy at the apparent presumption of young men without station in the
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Church, undertaking so great awork; and we found thisto be particularly the case
in Oxford.

| had ampleopportunity for observing thedifficultieswhich surrounded us; for,
being comparatively freefrom other engagements, the management of the Address,
and of the extensive correspondence to which it led, chiefly devolved on me. The
correspondence with the diocese of Chichester, and parts of London, Bristol, and
Carlisle, wasin other hands; but that with theremainder of England and Wal es, was
carried on by thewriter. It was hiseffort to removethe preval ent mi sconceptions of
our objects; and in this, aided by severa friends, he was so far successful, as to
witnessthe gradual accession of the great body of the clergy tothe Address. Asits
completion approached, he went to London to receive the signatures from all parts
of the country, which were appended to the Address; and in February, 1834, this
document with thesignaturesof nearly 700 clergy?* (and morewere pouring in) was
presented to hisGracethe Archbishop of Canterbury, at Lambeth Palace, by aDepu-
tation consisting of members of the Lower House of Convocation, and represen-
tativesfrom the Universities; including many of the Deans, Archdeacons, Proctors
of Chaptersand of Diocesan clergy, Professors and Heads of Houses from Oxford
and Cambridge, some of whom have since been strongly opposed to the theol ogy of
the Tracts. To the history of those Tracts, attention shall presently be directed; but
inthemeantimel shall proceed in my narrative of proceedings connected with the
Address to the Archbishop.

Duringthecirculation of the Addressamongst the clergy, applicationshad been
received from many steadfast membersof the Church amongst thelaity, expressing
their desire to sign that or some similar declaration. It wasimpossible to refuse a
request so honourableto those who preferred it, and promising so important an aid
to the Church. We applied in the first instance to an eminent member of the House
of Commons, whose devotion to the Church had been nobly proved, and to another
gentleman of distinguished character and rank; and they proceeded to Cambridgein
December, for the purpose of conferring with some of our leading friendsin high
official station there. The result of their deliberations appears in the following
Address, which it was proposed to circulate amongst the laity:—

ToHisGracetheLord Archbishop of Canterbury.

May it please your Grace,

Wetheundersigned lay membersof the Church, over which, by
Divine Providence, your Grace, as Primate of all England, most
worthily presides, approach you with the assurance of our
respectful and dutiful confidence, at aperiod whenthat Churchis
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attacked with morethan usual violence, and by effortsmorethan
ever combined.

Wedesireto assureyour Grace, that in maintainingin all their
integrity the institutions of our venerable and apostolical Esta-
blishment, your Grace and the several rulers of the Church, who
in their respective orders may be associated with your Gracein
themaintenance of our Ecclesiastical polity, will be supported by
our cordial and zealous exertions.

We are attached alike from conviction and from feeling to the
Church of England. We believe it to have been the great and
distinguishing blessing of this country; and as laymen, we feel,
that in the preservation of that Church, we have an interest not
lessreal, and not less direct, than its moreimmediate ministers.

Whilewearenotinsensibletothe possibility of advantageto be
derivedtoall itsmembersfrom suchrevived exerciseof discipline
and superintendence on the part of its bishops, priests, and
deacons, asmay be sanctioned by the competent authority within
the Church, we desire to uphold unimpaired its doctrines, as set
forth in its Creeds and Articles, and to preserve that venerable
Liturgy, inwhich isembodied, in the language of ancient piety,
the orthodox and primitivefaith.

Our earnest hope, and our humble prayer is, that God may still
blessall thelabours of thefriends of the Church, may overthrow
thedesignsof al itsenemies, may causekingsstill tobeitsnursing
fathers, and queensits nursing mothers, and may render it from
age to age the means of promoting His glory, and the advance-
ment of Hiskingdom upon earth.

It seemed, however, that the honourabl e and high-minded men who had drawn
up this admirable document, found themsel ves so circumstanced, that the Address
could not be put into circulation by them. Considerable difficulties presented
themselvesinvariousdirections. Under these circumstancesit wasrequisitetolook
elsewhere for the management of our measure. | was now in London, deputed to
arrangethisaffair, in company with afriend,™ from whose judgment and zeal great
advantageswerederived. Observingthedifficultieswhichhad arisen, wedeemed it
necessary to beginagain denovo, by placing thematter in other hands. A declaration
was accordingly prepared in London by a layman, whose virtues, abilities, and
munificence had for many yearsprocured for himtheveneration of all true Church-
men, and very extensiveinfluenceinthe management of itsprincipal Societies. This
declaration was conceived in the following terms.—
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A Declaration of the Laity of the Church of England

At atime when the Clergy of England and Wales have felt it
their duty to addresstheir Primatewith an expression of unshaken
adherenceto the doctrines and discipline of the Church of which
they are Ministers, We the Undersigned, as L ay-members of the
same, are not less anxious to record our firm attachment to her
pure faith and worship, and her apostolic form of government.

Wefurther find ourselvescalled upon, by theeventswhich are
daily passing around us, to declare our firm conviction, that the
consecration of the State by the public maintenance of the
Christian Religionisthefirst and paramount duty of a Christian
People; and that the Church Established in these realms, by
carrying itssacred and beneficial influencethroughal ordersand
degrees, andinto every corner of theland, hasfor many agesbeen
thegreat and di stingui shing blessing of thisCountry, and not less
the means, under Divine Providence, of national prosperity than
of individual piety.

In the preservation, therefore, of this our National Churchin
theintegrity of her rightsand privileges, and in her alliance with
the State, wefeel that we have aninterest nolessreal, and noless
direct, than her immediate Ministers; and we accordingly avow
our firm determination to do al that in us lies, in our severa
stations, to uphold, unimpairedinitssecurity and efficiency, that
Establishment, which we have received as the richest legacy of
our forefathers, and desireto hand down asthe best inheritance of
our posterity.

It was considered necessary to place the management of the declaration inthe
handsof acommittee of lay membersof the Church, who continued for somemonths
to sitin London. The correspondence in which we had been engaged, enabled me
immediately to place the committeein communication with zealousand influential
laity in seventy of the principal townsand districtsof England and Wales, who were
ready and willing to lend their assistance in the good work. The committee, how-
ever, though animated by the best spirit, and sincerely desirous of thewelfare of the
Church, werenot successful in obtaining such anumber of signaturesto thedeclara-
tionasmight fairly have been expected, under efficient management. Thecommittee
having resolved toreceiveonly thenamesof headsof families, thedeclarationwhen
presented to the Archbishop of Canterbury, in May, 1834, contained 230,000

signatures.
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Thecirculation of thedeclaration amongst thelaity, however, whichtook place
under the auspices of the committee, produced far more important and decisive
effectsthan could haveresulted from any assemblage of signatures. It produced the
first awakening from that torpor of despair into which the friends of order and
religion had been plunged by thetriumph of hostile principlesunder theReform Bill.
Thecountry wasstill under theformidabl e domination of political unions: it wasstill
trembling at the remembrance of insurrection and devastation at Bristol and
Nottingham. It beheld afeeble band of patriotsin the House of Commons, strug-
gling from the remnants of the British Constitution against a majority of revolu-
tionistsfivefold more numerousthanthemselves. TheHouseof Lords, indeed, nobly
stemmed wave after wave of revolution, but we knew not how soon the threats and
execrationsof thedisappointed democracy might riseinto another storm, and sweep
away thislast bulwark of law and order. It wasthen that the principle of attachment
to the Church of England called forth thefirst public demonstration of attachment
toall that Englishmen should hold most dear and sacred. The Declaration of thelaity
wassent to all parts, and meetings of Churchmen were convenedin all the principal
towns. So great was the apprehension at thistime, that they did not venture at first
toassembleopenly, for the purpose of recording their attachment to the Established
Church; admissionwasingeneral restricted to thosefriendswho were provided with
tickets.

Theresult, however, wasbeyond what thewarmest friends of the Church could
have ventured to anticipate. Day after day did the Sandard, then our steady friend
and coadjutor in defence of the Church,*” teem with accounts of meetings of her
faithful childreninall partsof England. Nottingham, Y ork, Cheltenham, Northamp-
ton, Derby, Plymouth, Dorchester, Poole, Liverpool, Norwich, Newcastle, Hull,
Bristol, Bath, Gloucester, and many other places, vied with each other in heart-
stirring declarations of devotion and fidelity to the Church of their fathers, and
resol utionsto maintainitsrightsanditsdoctrines. Petitionsin support of the Church
began rapidly to pour into the House of Commons. It seemed asif feelingslong pent
up had acquired energy fromrestraint and compression; and the Church beheld with
astonishment the power and the substantial popularity of which it was possessed.

Nor wasthisthe wholeamount of benefit derived. Theresol ute declarations of
attachment to the Church whichthusemanated from the peopl e, found anechointhe
heart of Royalty itself, and his most gracious Majesty, King William IV., in May,
1834, took occasionto addressto the Prelates of England, assembled ontheanniver-
sary of hishirthday, hisroyal declaration of devoted affection to the Church, and of
his firm resolution to maintain its doctrines, a declaration which was hailed by all
friends of the Church with the strongest feelings of gratitude and loyal attachment.
I may hereadd, that in the autumn, shortly after these events, King William availed
himself of an opportunity to call the Conservative party to thehead of affairs; andthe
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impulse which had been given to loyal and constitutional principles by the Eccle-
siastical movements of the spring and summer, at once displayed itself in the
presentation of thousands of addresses of thanksand congratul ationstotheKing, on
the dismissal of the ministry, which were succeeded by more solid proofs of
principle, inthereturn of so great abody of Conservative membersof Parliament as
instantly and permanently arrested the march of revolution, and raised the
Conservative party in parliament nearly to an equality with that of its opponents.

Herewemust pausein thisbranch of the narrative, having carried on the series
of our effortsand their consequences, to therevival of sound political feelinginthe
nation, and theel evation of the Conservative party. Our movement, however, had no
political object of any kind. We understood indeed that it wasrather disapproved by
some Conservative leaders. We were certainly never aided or encouraged by them
inany way.

It will always be some pleasure to reflect that we were instrumental, in some
degree, under Divineprovidence, in awakening theslumbering spirit of religionand
of patriotism, aspirit which merepolitical Conservatismmight not havefoundit easy
to evoke; and | trust that the narrative of our obscureand humble, but devoted exer-
tionsinthe cause of the Church, may encouragethefriendsof that Churchtorely for
its defence, not on the professions of political parties, or on the gratitude of those
whom they may have raised to power, but to their own good cause, and on the
affectionate loyalty of itsadherents.

Onemoreresult of our exertions, however, must not be passed over in silence.
| cansincerely say, that if there was one object more than another which we should
have been happy to realize, it was the union of the Church. Separated as we were
from existing party-feelings and associations, we only looked to the general good.
| am surethat we felt askindly towards one set of men astowards another. None of
our publications alluded to party differences. Mr. Rosg, in establishing the British
Magazine, had resolved to keep clear of questions which had divided the Church,
and in thiswe cheerfully concurred. | know the kind and charitable feelings which
existed in others towards the party called “Evangelical,” and am sure that no
different sentiment hasever existed in my own mind. Thecontroversieswhich have
sincearisen, and have been carried onin aspirit tending to widen our divisions, are
asource of grief and disappointment.

How great, then, was our regjoicing to find that in the course of our exertions,
men of different theological schools were brought nearer together, were inspired
with feelings of mutual respect and esteem, and were convinced that religion, and
religioustruth, weremorewidely extended than they had been accustomed to think.
The wounds of the Church were every day healing by the balm of brotherly love.

Thisplain and unvarnished statement of factswill, it ishoped, excul pate those
who were engaged in the Association of 1833 and 1834, from any imputation of
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designshostileto thedoctrinesof disciplineof the Church of England, or favourable
totheintroduction of Romanism. Theviewswhich were entertained in common by
those who took thelead in that movement are represented by the documentswhich
they circulated, and by them aone. The “Suggestions for the Formation of an
Association of Friends of the Church,” and the “ Address to the Archbishop of
Canterbury,” weretheresultsof our conference, and they alonerepresent our united
sentiments. | nthose documents, which werereceived with favour by thegreat body
of the Clergy, we expressed our disapprobation of “ alterationsin the doctrinesand
discipline of the Church,” our resolution “to maintain pure and inviolate the
doctrines, the services, and thedisciplineof the Church.” Weasserted “ our devoted
adherence to the Apostolical doctrine and polity of the Church, . . . and our deep-
rooted attachment to the Liturgy, in which she has embodied, in the language of
ancient piety, the orthodox and primitive faith.” Our attachment to the Church of
England istherefore unquestionable.

Our combination was for the purpose of resisting Latitudinarian attempts
against the established doctrineand discipline, and of defending the principlesof the
Church. Itis, of course, impossibleto assert positively that individualsamongst us
may not have had private views more or less favourable to Romanism, but most
assuredly the existence of such tendencies was wholly unknown; and from all that
passed, | haveno hesitationinsaying, that had there been any suspi cion of atendency
to Romanism, our combination would have been impossible. And as far as one
individual can answer for the sentiments of others, with whom he was on terms of
intimate and unreserved communication, | can safely say, that not one of my friends
or colleagues had any designsin favour of Romanism.

Notes

1. Arthur Philip Perceval (1799-1853), in defense of the Oxford Movement,
published A Collection of Papers Connected with the Theological Movement of
1833 (London: Rivington, 1842). Ed.

2. William Palmer’ sname does, in fact, appear in connection with therevision
of the Churchman’'s Manual. Perceval notes that, by the “encouragement and
advice” of the Rev. Hugh James Rose, “application was made to a no less distin-
guished theologian of the University of Oxford, the Rev. W. Palmer, author of the
Origenes Liturgicag’ (A Collection of Papers, 21). Ed.

3. [This was written on the supposition, that the State would retain its power
over the Church, and permit the latter no liberty of action.]

Brackets (asabove) and all statements contained within bracketsin this manu-
script are those of the author, who introduced them in his 1883 reprint in order to



16 Chapter |

add various explanations and clarifications. Ed.

4. If the report be well founded, as| believeit to be, that the original intention
of the Ministry wasto suppressaconsiderably larger number of sees, and that they
were dissuaded from this design by a Prelate [Whately] whom they had recently
nominated to his high office, the gratitude of the Church is eminently due to that
distinguished Prelate. The recent exertions made in the same quarter to revive the
bishopric of Leighlin, and the personal sacrifices which were offered on that
occasion, are beyond praise.

5. Isaac Taylor, author of The Natural History of Enthusiasm (London: Holds-
worth and Ball, 1829), was an English historian and transl ator of Herodotus. In his
History of the Transmission of Ancient Books to Modern Times (1827), Taylor
applied thesamerulesof textual transmission and manuscript evidencetothe Jewish
and Christian scripturesasto other ancient works. Other published worksof hisare
Fanaticism (1833), Spiritual Despotism (1835), The Physical Theory of Another
Life (1836), and Ancient Christianity and the Doctrines of the Tractsfor the Times,
published in two volumes (1839-1842). Ed.

6. Thomas Arnold argued, in Principles of Church Reform (1833), “Since
disunion is something so contrary to the spirit of Christianity, and difference of
opinion athing soinevitableto human nature, might it not be possibleto escapethe
former without thefolly of attempting to get rid of thelatter; to constitute aChurch
thoroughly national, thoroughly united, thoroughly Christian, which should allow
great varietiesof opinion, and of ceremonies, and formsof worship, according tothe
various knowledge, and habits, and tempers of its members, whileit truly held one
common faith, and trusted in one common Saviour, and worshipped one common
God?’ (The Miscellaneous Works of Thomas Arnold, D.D., ed. A. P. Stanley
[London: B. Fellowes, 1845], 279). Ed.

7. That excellent prelate [ Charles James Blomfield], on being informed of the
report, took immediate measures to contradict it.

8. Thehibliographical referenceisto L.S.E., Lettersto a Dissenting Minister,
of the Congregational Independent Denomination, Containing Remarks on the
Principles of That Sect, and the Author’ s Reasons for Leaving It, and Conforming
to the Church of England (London: R. Groombridge, 1834). Ed.

9. Thenecessity of associating in defence of the Church had already suggested
itself to many minds. | have before me a series of Resolutions for the formation of
aGeneral Church Association, agreed on by some Clergy in Cheshire in February
and March, 1832; but this design was unsuccessful. | had been in correspondence
with Mr. Rose early in 1833 on the same subject; but the particular plan suggested
seemed to be open to objections. In aletter dated Hadleigh, Feb. 1, 1833, he says,
“That something is requisite, is certain. The only thing is, that whatever is done
ought to be quickly done: for the danger isimmediate, and | should havelittle fear
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if I thought that we could stand for ten or fifteen yearsasweare.” In another com-
munication on the same subject, dated March 8, he says, “You will see we quite
agree asto the end, quite agree asto what isdesirable, but | cannot allow myself to
hopethat the meanswould befeasible. . . . Still | think the notion of creating aspirit
of attachment and closer union, issovaluable, that | wishyouwould givemealetter
for the Magazine on the subject.”

10. Mr. Kebleand Mr. Perceval werenot residentintheUniversity. Theformer
occasionally visitedus. Mr. Rosewasat Durham, and could nolonger be consulted.

11. Thefirst proposal for union appearsinaletter from Richard Hurrell Froude,
which conveyed certain points upon which agreement had been reached during a
meeting in August 1833 at Oriel College. The second proposal appearsin aletter
from John Henry Newman, containing a“ matured account (drawnup by Mr. Keble),
dated, Oxford, September 6, 1833.” Thethird proposal, titled “ Suggestionsfor the
Formation of an Association of Friendsof the Church,” waspublishedintheautumn
of 1833. Ed.

12. Regarding the use of brackets here and elsewhere in this Narrative, see
endnote no. 3, above. Ed.

13. [The parochial clergy had called upon us at Oxford to direct them how to
give effect to their sentiments.]

14. The Addressesfrom several dioceseshad been previously transmitted to his
Grace.

15. The Rev. Richard Greswell, M.A., Fellow of Worcester College.

16. At Oxford we were more than once alarmed by reports, that the Birming-
ham Political Unionintended to marchthrough Oxford ontheir way to London, and
to sack and burn the colleges.

17. | had taken the liberty of suggesting to the accomplished Editor of this
Journal, in the preceding autumn, the expediency of writing a series of articles
designed to encourage the friends of the Church, by showing the numerical
weakness of the Dissenters. This policy was most admirably pursued by the
Sandard, and itsgood effectsbecameinstantly visible. Although thewriter deeply
regrets that the Sandard has, for some time past, taken so much of a party tonein
religiousquestions, hegratefully tendersto one of themost powerful and consistent
political writers of the age, the expression of warm gratitude for services to the
Church informer years, the value of which cannot be too highly appreciated. This
journal, however, and the &. James's Chronicle, have ceased to merit the confi-
dence of thefriendsof Church principles. That confidence never ought to be exten-
ded to any journal which fosters divisionsin the Church. [It is needlessto say that
these remarks do not apply to the existing Sandard.]



