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REPORT

Commitice of the AAnitarian %ssoci’atg"an,

GENERAL MEFETING,

HELD AT THE

LONDON TAVERN, ON THURSDAY, MAY 22, 1823.

DOPTING the same order in which former Committees have generally

noticed the several subjects which have occupied their consideration,
your Committee have in the first instance to recall your attention to the
state in which the application for relief from the operation of the present
Marriage Law of En%land as it affects Dissenters, came before the last
Meeting, and to detail to you what has since occurred.

In the last Report were stated the reasons why it had been found expe-
dient to abandon what, on the whole, the then Committee considered the
most desirable and simple plan of relief. It pointed at the same time, to the
increasing notoriety and importance which the continued efforts of this” Asso-
ciation had given to your claims on the notice of the Legislature, and to the
remarkable fact that all the public opposition now given to their views, was
confined to a disapproval of the mode of relief, not to the justice or even the
expediency of extending it in an early and effectual manner. . ‘

It was also stated, that a Civilian of some eminence, (usually advocating
high doctrines both in civil and ecclesiastical policy,) was understood to be
engaged in preparing a draft of a proposed bill, the basis of which, it was
understood, would be the concession to all Dissenters of the free liberty to
solemnize their marriages in their own way, providing only for due regis-
tration in the parish books by the Ministers of the Established Church.
This plan, (it was then observed,) though suggested by the friends of the
Establishment, granted even more than the Committee would probably have
thought prudent to ask ; for it might have been expected that greater oppo-
sition would have been offered to any plan of imposing on a minister the
duty of registering marriages not solemnized in his church, nor according
to its rites, than to a modification of the service, in order to meet particular
scruples. | |

Soen after the present Committee entered upon their office, the draft- of
this new bill was communicated to them through Mr. W.Smith, to whom the"
gentleman by whom it was prepared, delivered it; and after several con-
siderable modifications which it appeared to the Committee expedient to
make, it was prepared under their direction for the House of Commons, - and
having been moved by Mr. Smith, was read a first and second time and
printed, . the late period of the session preventing any further progress in a
measure which was-entirely new, and therefore occupied some time in'pre-
Paration and discussion. g | S

This bill your Committee felt -it their duty to print and circulate as widely
a3 possible, and particularly, to communicate it to the different bodies actin
on behalf of Dissenters in general ; inasmuch as the measure wag one whicﬁ
went to meet - the case of all, and was likely to be mnuch facilitated by re-
ceiving, the approbation - and - support- of indidividuals, of more extended~
influence than your Committee -could ez2:pect to give to their single efforts,
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The Society of Deputies immaediately on geceipt of the bill, adopted it on
behalf of the general body of Dissenters, and ordered it to be again printed
and circulated amongst its members, with an address recommending and ex-
plaining its objects ; and thus a useful’and efficient co-operation has been, it
~ is hoped, secured in the future progress of thebil, .~ __ ..- . . .

"Fhe Lill itself hayipg been lopg hefore you, the Committee do net think
it necessary to enter very minutely into 1ts details. Its general principles
are to preserve the celebration of bapne, and the obtaining of licenses in the
same form as before ; to permit the parties on producing the certificate of
banns or their license, to perform the ceremony “aceor to their own
rites without any prescribed rite or form; (except that of ‘performing it i a
place of worship to be specially licensed for that purpose,) and then fo
require the minister of the chureh- to enter the marriage in the parih
registér, on the parties appearing before him with two witnesses, 4nd
signing there a declaration’ and ackmowledgment of suchl marriage haﬁggj_
been solemnized between then. | |

Your Committee was fully aware that this plan was liable to considerabk:
practical objections, particularly to the possible irregularities and certaifi.
inconveniences which a double attendance of the sort required would oc¢’
casion ; but on the other hamd, it seemed extremely important to adopt &
plaa,which would remove all responsibility from Dissenting ministers, and
coutiane the attention to all civil requisites and formalities, in one commorg.

(and generally speaking, well-regulated) class of authorities. Cay

Fhe eircumstances which have lately occasioned great wuncertainty and
perplexity in the general Marriage Law of the eountry, and have led to its .
revigion, need rot here be ‘detailed. A conviction every where prewailed,
that the labours of the last session must undergo a complete revision in the:
present, and it seemed impossible for your Committee to preceed to frame
any fegulations for meeting their particular case, while no one could divine
what waunld be the general law on which these regulations would have to be
emgrafted, and they therefore found themselves under the necessity of
abandoning (previous to the sitting of Parliament) all idea of enterihg on the
subject for the present ; consoling themselves only with the reflection, that
the subject was in all its bearings’ become one. of public diseussion, that
the old law had lost the inviolapility which had se lqng attached to it, and
that there would now be less diffieulty in getting the Legislature to lend
its ear. to projects for its reformation. | ~ A
" Unmexpectedly, however, an opening was inade for the renewal of the
Commiftee’s exertions, by the reference of the wheole Marriage Law of the
country te ‘a Committce of the Iouse of Lords, for the purpese of con-
sidefing what plan should be adopted for remodelling and reducimg it mto
one oonsistent code. Your Cemmittee thought that such a proceeding
eaﬂed-inipmthreby’qun them .to 'prasi the case of  Dissenters (particularly
of Unitarians) upon the notice of the House. If they bhad suffered the ob-
noxious basis of tha old Marriage Act to be adopted again, withaut at any
rate a protest on their part, they would have felt that they not only passed
by a faxourable ﬁjipont'uﬁlty? for advocating their claims, but [eft themselves
expased to the objectien whieh has been urged against the conduct of the
Diesenters, who, when: Liord Hardwicke’s Act passed, suffered the Jews and
Quakers ¢a be the onmly -consistent Nonconformists who raised wp thewr
volees agninst the tendeney of the measure. , | : |

It appdared obvious (in the words of the Civilian quoted by the last Re- |

port) that ““ the Act (26 Geo. I1.) was passed to prevent marriages from bejing
Ccontrary to the general goed of the cdmmamitai)' clandestine ; that among
the means adopted by the Act to prevent Clandestine Marriages, ..the,pﬂ{;‘i |
cipal is to ¢ompel all persgns in England except Jews and Quakers, to be
marzied acoording to the ritei and veremoniés af the Chureh of Englﬂdi |
that'thiz was a provision in ho degree nookssary to prevent-minors from being -
magrigd/climdestinely ; “that it might indeed #ond to produge fhat effect; bus
thak. .80  might ‘five thousand other megsures whichi it s eapy to'dévisg.”

Your -Commiiftee ‘thotught vhat these obvious remiarks. ought at any yate Vo -
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¢ supimited to Mle :Hvime of Lotds vrhile 4t remodellf their eo&ef,
several petitions were accordingly presénted yagh th arqhia\bfim
dovn: and Tsord Hellaml, to wheke Pprompt zaxtention a8 wen as to théir ve
courteons and liberal conmnﬁmaﬁ'mns the Committee feels highly indet |

These petitions™ were referred to the 'Committes sitting on the gtener’al
question; and formed, it is understood, the subject of considerable Giscussion ;
although it appears that so much diﬁculty was experiebced by the ineifibers
of that- Committee in reconciling the varions opinions en the more general
topics of their consideration, that it was soon determined to refer the ¢ases of
exception from the law then before them to distinct and future mscussfdh

A new body of complainants against the policy and practical operation

of the existing law #ppeared before the House in the petitions of the Roman
Cathohcs, to whom the conformity imposed, is perhaps evefr 1eore oppres-
sive than it i3 to Protestant Dissenters, inasmuch as their religious opinions
impose on them the necessity of a double solemnization, to comply fifst with
the rites and erdinances of their own church, and hextto subinitte those of a
Protestant establishment, in order to obtain vhe protection of the civil instituc
tions of the country.

On inquiry your Committee were equa,lly surprised at ‘the exr,ent
irregularity to Wthh the absurd and oppressive regulatione of the law.
given rise, and the ignorance or supineness with which the authorities of
the country had so long passed over so 'ilarmg' and dmgraceﬁll an anomaly:
At length attention has been roused to the subject by the manifest mischief
which the present system occasions, and the Committee have lafely seen the
resolutions at a parish meeting of St. Luke’s, Middiesex, which detail the
consequences of the established system in the folIOng resolations :

- ““That this parish, containing 40,000 persons, is inhabited by a greal
number of Irish Cathelics, who, from a conscientious regard to reﬁglo
principles, prefer to be married by Catholic clergymen, and who from similar
principles abstain from any subsequent marriage, by e'lergymen of the Estaa.-
blished Church.

“ That such marriages of Catholics by Catholic priests, altbough valid in
Ireland and other parts of the British dominions, are illegal in England ;
that they are dissoluble at the caprice of the parties; that all the ¢hildren born
of such parties are bastards, have no natural ga ardlan's in their parents, derive
no settlements from them, “become chargeable to éach of the panshes where

3' happen to be born, and are not removeable with their parents to Ireland

er a recent Act, but, being legal orphans from their infancy, and uablest
by relative protectlon, are exposed to pmnpensm , seduciion, 1mm6mﬁ’¢y and
every anti-social erime.

“ That great moral evils, much individual calamity, and many ‘})u&iﬁémﬁ
paroclnal injnries resilt from these circuimstanmees ; that thousands of such
marriages being annually celebrated, many thousand bastard children. are
annually bern; that those evils and injuries aré . far more nafxie%o‘lts as
well as distressfal, than persons not conversant with the gubjeét apy hend
or believe ; and that, in this parish, and in all parighes and towns where the
Irish Catholics chiefly reside, the consequences are pa.mful to. the¢ poor, ’aml
aré, by aigumenting the rates, peculiarly oppressive.

“ That all these evils would be prevented, morality would be promoted,
social happimess would be increased, and just toletatioh, witheut %ix mérease
of political power, would be afferded, if Catholie mittiages by Catholie @I&i‘ﬁ
Men were permitted, after such notice and with séch reg‘is‘tmﬁm
directed by law for Protestant mrarriagds ; axd, thatsdich fréedom &fﬁhﬁm
being permitted 16 Quidkers: and Jews, may beexitsnded to Cafivolits: Without
any infringement of .the Gonstitution of wxh K‘e Judicuito v ‘Ohdiiel bt Skate.

- That & ‘generat bill 6s to marriaged ddpending - Pyidiatient, an
‘éP ortutiity . deoifs - for the prompt. md eas ) of " thils fﬁ!lm‘ to
uthahca, and ‘for-the Bestowmemt of a piro m il yenalie. .
That a getiticm ‘e shdrefors jyresented’ Mﬁ&s%ﬁ%&ﬁm&;
seers, and of uns jpodr, ‘to both m;\um f??a@umms msm
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the publication of banns and the registrations of the marriages, as the wig.
dom of the Legislature nyay suggest.”” | - -

Your Committée cannot doubt that sach a state .of diangs.« FegH
notoriety to meet with properattention ; they-Jack to théir Catholic brethren
as likely to become usefud auxiliaries im the prometion of a common cause ;
and they can hardly conceive that the patience with which Prostestant Dis-
senters have submitted to the arbitrary requirements of the law, will entitle
them to less favourable notice than those will receive, whose more tenacious
adherence to their peculiar religieus rites, have induced them to overlook te
such an extent the policy of complying with the municipal regulations of the
country. = | - o - : | .

,Finfi};ng that the Committee of the Leords, (although they were understood
to entertain no hostility to the views either of the Catholics or Dissenters,
when presented in a separate form to their notice,) were not disposed to
make their case a branch of the general measure before them, or to adept
any other than the basis of the act of the 26th George II., your Committee
were obliged to await the result of their labours, with the intention- of embra-
cing the earliest opportunity, which a knowledge of what was likely to form
the permanent code of the country would afford, for bringing forward their
individual claims in a distinct shape. (o , |

This period has not yet arrived, and the Committee has only within a few
days seen with some degree of satisfaction, the Report of the Lords, in
which their claims are noticed in the following terms: | |

““ The Committee think it not proper entirely to omit, that their attention
has been called to many other topics connected with the general subject of
marriage, and that they have been laboriously employed in considering theim,
particularly the cases of Roman Catholic marriages, and those of other Dis-
senters, especially Unitarians, which latter have been brought under their
consideration in numerous petitions referred to them by the House ; but after
inquiry and discussion, they have thought it more advisable, upon the whole,
not to recommend that specific provisions respecting them should be
included in the proposed bill; the cases of the various denominations of
Dissenters being extremely diversified in their various circumstances, and
appearing to require a diversity of provisions much more proper to be sug-
gested by communications of their own to the Legislature.

. ““ The Committee has therefore upon-the whole thought that a more satis-
factory discharge of their duty would be found to consist in. suggesting
regulations for the domestic marriages of English subjects, according to the
rites and ceremonies of the National Church.”’ :

It may be fairly gathered from this that the noble Lords who framed this
Report, see no objection in principle to the claims either -of Protestant
Digsenters or Catholics, and that they are likely to be received with atten-
tion when introduced in the form suggested. It may perhaps.be not un-
deserving too of remark, that the Unitarians are in the Report. (probably for
the first time in any official or legislative document) recognized by. that name ;
and apparently designedly, inasmuch as none of the petitions themselves so
described the parties presenting them. e |

It may be proper to recall to the meeting, that at the last general meeting
of this Society, tlixe following resolutions were passed: - '

“That the Committee be instructed to convey to the Committee of the
Deputies and the Committee of the Protestant Society, the strong and
decided feeling of this Association, that the .present period imperiously calls
upon Dissenters of all denominations to concur and persevere id,applicatiODS
to Parliament, for a repeal of the Corporation and Test Acts, and of every
other restriction upon the civil rights of Nonconformists. . |
““ That this expression of opinion be accompanied by an earnest.request to

these bodies to co-operate in agitating the guestion in - Parliament during
the ensuing .Sessionz and that, if necessary, the Committee:call another
general meeting of the Association, previous, to the Session, . to report pro-
gress 1n - pursuance of this resolution, and adopt such measurés as cir-
Cumstances-may then require.” T - | '

‘L ‘ Lot
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Your Committee- lost no time in acting upon these instruetions, .but have:
pot in their power to report any communication pf an intentien to. proceed in;
so desirable an object from the Protestant Society. - From the Deputies, how-.
ever, they have received from time to time,: both through publie re -and
official communication, information of the steps taken to revive public atten-
tion to the cldims of Dissenters; and to-bring them under the notice of the
Legislature. - | o L

As a matter of general notoriety, the Committee may probably notice that
considerable differeince of opinion prevailed among the boXy of Deputies, both
as to the expediency of at present agitating the question, and as to the mode
of so doing if it were determined to make the attempt. The general opinion
seemed disinclined to attempt any thing unless under reasonable prospect of
success : and (though your Committee, in common with many ofp the Depu-
ties, thought the immediate prospect of success a very secondary object of
consideration, and that the course of proceeding most honourable to them-
selves and most likely in the end to prevail, consisted in frequent and tempe-'
rate appeals to the good sense and justice of the public, through the medium
of Parliament, whatever might be the present. result,) they did not feel it to
be their duty to press pertinaciously for any peeculiar mode of proceeding, but
to concur zealously in any serious efforts for the common good.. It is well
known that repeated discussions took place in the Deputies, all concurring so
far as to admit the propriety of increased vigilance, and at length your. Com-
mittee were happy to find that a regular correspondence was directed to be
opened throughout the kingdom, containing an explanation of .the historical
position of the question, requesting commaunicdtions as to the feelings and
wishes of the Dissenters generally, and covering forms of petitions to be used
when déemed expedient. This, it is to be-hoped, will prepare the way for ac-
tive and efficient exertions in the ensuing Session of Parliament, which your
Committee are proud to have been in any way instrumental in exciting$ and
they, at their last Committee, came to the following resolution, to be submit-
ted to your consideration, as the resnlt of their exertions in pursuance of the
instructions contained in the resolutions of last year : |

‘¢ That it appears to the Committee that a point of considerable impor-
tance has been gained, in the direction of the serious attention of a body re-
presenting the general Dissenting public, to so desirable an end. That this
Committee relies upon the steady continuance of such exertions, and recom-
mends to their successors to keep a vigilant attention directed towards all
proceedings tending to accomplish the wishes of this Association, as expres-
sed at the General %’Ieeting; and particularly not to suffer the next Session to
open, without securing from some quarter a suitable application to Parliament,
for the purpose of exciting such discussion as may, at any rate, operate to
direct public opinion, and awaken the attention of the Dissenting body to
questions of so much importance.” | ‘ - ' S

Your Committée have had less business of a private nature than usual be-
fore them. [The part of the Report which relates to private cases is as usual
omitted in ?rinting‘ for publication, for obvious reasons. ] . '

In several instances your Committee have been called upon for, and in two
or three have given, assistance to congregations in the formation of the trust
deeds of their property. They have, however, felt (and they believe in com-
mon with their predecessors) some. difficulty .in the course to he adopted
under this branch of their duties. They have in several instances been ap-
pl“fd to, te prepare, at the expense of the Association, trust deeds for congre-
gations ; in some cases, under circumstances of urgency, from the probability of
aggression in case every- opportunity was not seized to vest the trust i new
ands ; in other cases, simply on the ground of the poverty of. the congrega-
tion; and in others, merely from the wish of the parties to have advice and
assistance from persons whose peeuliar circuamstances might be supposed to
_have nade them conversHnt thﬁ matters of this nature. .

On the one hand, it seemed difficult for the Committee not to feel that
they were often most efficiently preventing the nécessity.for the 1 inter-
ference which they might otherwise be héreafter called on to afford, By em-
bracing a favourable opportunity at‘a comparatively small expense of securing
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the gropérty of a eongtegation; and it seented also diffienlt to refuse such ap
app&:ﬁ?ﬁn Zs: was made to them in a reeent case, where ~l@$d.w@s -offered bhy.a.
benevolent individual to & congregation teo poor to afford the méans of secu.
" ring the bounty of the contributor ; but:on the other hand, the Cpmmxttee have
felt thag there was a great difficulty in drawing a line, which should prevent
the imeonvenient.increase of calls on.them for assistan¢e in this department,
and they doubted whether it was the intention or could be within the means
of this Association; to -become the general resort-of cengregations, who were
unable or indisposed to bear the E&xpense of taking the proper means of
gecuring their triistyfunss. - . | |

They have endeavoured to act upon as fair a discretion as-they were ena-
bled to exercise, having a regard to the means placed a$ their disposal; and
they have entered thus fully into the subject in order to ufford an opportunity
to the general Meeting, if it be so disposed, to give any directions, or to point
eut any particular principle as a guide-to the discretion of future Committees.
The Committee beg leave to add, that they have given directions in the last
case (which was one in which they were called nupgp to frame an original trust
deed of a new endowment), that the deed shauld be prepared with a view tq
forming a proper precedent, te be reconimended in future cases of .a similar
nature, in mbny of which, probably, the information imparted by the mere
commumcation of the form which this Society recommends for adoption;
will supersede the necessary and consequent expense .of  further inters
ference. . , . Lo L. Lo '

Considering the original object of this Asseciation, your Committee would
not, perhaps, be justified in passing over witheut some notice the proceed-
ings of the courts on the subject of offences against religion pumishable at
eommon law. It will be recollected that (though in the \Volverhampton
Case a high authority gave some sort of weight to the doubt, whether the im-
pugntng of the doctrine of the Trinity might not still fall within the common
law jurisdiction, as an offence against the Established Religion of the country,
so as to render the relief afforded by the act of the 53d Geo. 111. of little value
as confined to the repeal.of the statuto?' penalties only,) yet various consider-
ations seemed to shew that the duty of your Comumaittees, and the interests of
the Unitarian body, would suggest rather a vigilant attention to the opinions
and decision of the courts on any question that might oceur, and active assist-
ance to any parties who might be exposed to difficulties or vexation in the
mean while, than any immediate application to the Legislature .on the subject.
It seemed generally felt that the epinien was one unfounded in reason, prin-
eiple,. or policy. o have gone to the Liegislature we must, to a certain ex-
tent, have admitted our penal liability, and it appeared premature to apply
for relief from an evil against the existence of which we ourselves were
contending. ,

It behoves the Committee, however, to watch with eare every case in
which the same opinion can be expected to eome into discussion, and they
have hitherto seen an anxiety expressed by the judges before whom. imputed
offences against religion have been tried, to negative any idea that the
eommon law jurisdiction is levelled against the free discussion of theological
questions, confining it to attacks upon religion in general, as the basis of
moral obligations, or to imjurieus and ceontumelioys slanders, tending to
molest and irritate individuald, er ‘“ break the peace.” L

In the late case, however, of the King and Waddingten,* one of the judgd®
has thrown out observations which certainly place the liberty of discussiony
on the part of uny branch of Dissenters, on a very slippery foundation: and
the Committee will therefore shortly detail the facts, and the opinipn of the
judge alluded to, with some obsérvations on its statements, the inaccuracy of
which will perhaps remove any apprehension as ,to/,tﬁe additjonal .weight
which it might be suppesed to add to the deubts before enjertained, - .

It was asserted by the defendant, on moving for a-mew tpial, that the Lerd
Chief Justice had -charged the jury te: convict him .for aibel denying the
divinfty of ‘Jesus Christ, whereas tix defendapt argued thay siave the, 63rd

~* Barnéwall and Aldeesow's Reports, Yol VL p.26. . 0

.
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Geo: HI. the denying one of the persons in'the Trinity gy 1o offerive; afy
the work in question veds therefbfe not a bel. ? It apm’ hbwe%?”*m'
the Chief Justice’™s direction was not correctly stated ; and hé and two bther

Judges (Bayley and Holroyd) confined their opinion 'caitﬂdugy 1o stutitp;
that the language conthined in the work in question, * which did notiderely
deny the godhead of Christ, but statéd him to be an imipostor and & rhittdérer
in prineiple, was at common law, and still is, a libel.* o ' -
ut Mr. Justice Best, in his judgment, thoiigh confinfng himself a§ fir 49
direet opinion goes, to stating,” ‘* that it was an indi¢ctable offencé to speal’
of Jesus Christ in the manner that he is spoken of 1} thi$' publidation,” goes
more fully into the general question. We will state the whole judgment as
given in the Reports:: - o S o T
““ BesT, J. - My ‘Lord Chief Justice reports to us, that he told the jury
that it. was an indictable offence to speak of Jesus Christ i the founher that
he is spoken in the publication for which this defendunt I3 faditted. It
cannot admit of the least ‘doubt that this direction was tofrect. -‘The 53
Geo. IH.:¢. 160, has made no alteration in the commuon law relative to
libel.. If, previous to the passing of that statute, it would have been a Tbel
to deny, in any printed work, the divinity of the second person in the Trinity,
the same publication would be a libel now. - The 53 'Geo. I11. ¢. ‘160, as it
title expresses, is an Act to relieve persons who impugn the doctrive of thé
Trinity from ceértain-penalties. If we look at the body of the Ac¢t to see from
what penalties such persons are relieved, we find that they are the penaltiés
from which the 1 William and Mary, sess. 1, ¢. 18, exetnpted all Protestant
Dissenters, exeept such as denjed the Trinity, and the penalties of disabilities
which the 9 and 10 William II1. imposed on those who denied the Ttinity.
The 1 William and Mary, sess. 1, c. 18, is, as it has been usually called, an
Act of teleration, or one which alHows Dissenters to worship God'i the mq%e
that is agreeable to their religious opinions, and -exempts them from punish-
ment for non-attendance at the Established Church, ahd honconformity to
its rites. ' The Legislature, in passing that Act, only thought of easing the
consciences of Dissenters, and not of allowing them to attempt to weakert
the faith of the members of the Church. The 9 and 10 Williamy 111. was to
give security to the Government by rendering men incapablé of office whd
entertained opinions hostile to the established religion. The only penalty
imposed by that statute is exclusion-from office ; and that penalty is incatred
by any manifestations of the dangerous opinion, without proof of intentiotf
in the person entertaining it either to induce others to be of that opinion, or
in any manner to disturb persons of a different persuasion. This statata
rested on the principle of the Test Laws, and did not interfere with the
common law relative to blasphemous libels. It i3 not necessary for me to
say, whether it be libellous to argue from the Scriptures against the divinity
of Christ; that is not what the defendant professes to do. He argues against
the divinity of Christ, by denying the truth of the Scriptures. A work
containing such arguments, published maliciously (which the jury in this
case have found) is by the- common law a libel ; and the Legislature has
never altered this law, nor can it ever do $o whilst the Christian religion {s
considered to be the basis of that law.”? - | B ' o
The drift of the whole argument of the learned julge appears to be this ;
that the common law jurisdiction over religious offerces, which are those of
expression -of: opinion, has never-been touched by the statures ot the sabjeet ;
that the office of the latter has been to repress, not the ezpression of '23 nion,
but epinion itself for state parposes ; thut the Toleration Att i‘;“‘:‘éﬁl3 these
acts as to Dissenters generally, feaving them open al before to piinis jghent for
expressiug - or intaleating héstile opinions s that the Trinity Kct was otie of
the same gort, divecred ng::imse. entertdinment of opinion, not the ezpression
of it ; that conseguently the repuenl of it repeals’ only the strefch which the
Legislature bad - mwde for state: oged, aird leaves ’t‘h&ﬂﬁgﬁx‘i ingpugpers of
the Trinivyy ws-the Tolemianw& 1éft - the Disseriteld; still ‘where ght WEIE,
ﬁl;}egmnpuannv, 3 thepopened -thelt vutlis-aprhinst: the Esta tshel
1g10n.
This argument, so far as it relates-to Diseenters collectively, we may safely
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leave to the interest of the general body ; observing ouly, ‘that if the learned
~ judge had looked into the Toleration Act, and the statutes which it repealed,
he would have found in it probably much more. than ‘‘an exemption from
punishment for non-attendance at the Established Church, and noncoaformity
with its rites.” But the Committee must be allowed with great deference to
remove the whole theory which is set up with regard to the law particularly
directed against Unitarnans, and the statute repealing it. They must take
leave to answer the assertions—that the Trinity law was intended only to give
security to the Government, in the nature of a Test law—that the only
penalty imposed is exclusion from office—and that the penalty is directed
" against any manifestations of the dangerous opinion, without proof of intention

L4

to propagate it—by simply stating the real provisions of.the Act, leaving it to
their constituents to.‘m_e-what weight they ought:to attach to opinions so
hastily and crudely formed.

The Act provides, that if any person shall ‘‘ by writing, printing, Zeaching,
or advised speaking”’ deny, &c., he shall for the first offence be disabled in
law from holding office, ecclesiastical, eivil, or military, and for the second
offence Dbe disabled from suing or prosecunting any suit in law, or being
guardian, executor, or administrator of* any.one, or capable of receiving any
legacy or deed of gift, and suffer imprisominent for three years, without bail
or mainprize. A o < |

Under the circumstances attending the case which they have thus detailed,
your Committee do not think that the position in which former Committees
have determined to remain, in any way calls for more serious attention than
has hitherto been extendéd to it. - The principles on which.the arguments of
the learned judge rest, appear, if they inelude any, to involve al/ persons
differing from the Established Church equally with the Unitarians, so far as
concerns the propagation of their peculiar opinions, and the impugnment of
those of the Establishment, whose creeds and formularies form the only
criterion of that Christianity which is ‘“ part and parcel of the law of England.”
If the religious freedom of this country is confined to the entertutnment of
opinion, leaving the expression of it always more or less culpable, and
punishable or not, merely according to the more or less liberal construction
of a judge or jury; and if, as the learned judge seemns to tell us, not even the
Legislature is potent enough to make it otherwise ; we have one consolation,
at least, i1n hailing it as a new proof of the dangerous laxity, the absurd
uncertainty of our criminal law on such subjects, and shall, in common with
all Dissenters, have one reason more for joining in the protest which justice,
policy, and religion, unite in calling on all the real friends of Christianity to
make, against prosecution of any sort of expression of opinion. in matters of
religion at the tribunals of the law. '

At the General Meeting, the following, among other Resolutions, were
passed : |

That this Meeting has full confidence in the Committee taking every
practicable means of procuring the Repeal of the T'est and Corporation Acts,
which are so great a grievance to Protestant Dissenters, and so inconsistent
with the liberal spirit of the British Constitution. ~ , |

That it is desirable to invest at interest such part of the balance from time
to time in hand, as shall appear to this Society at its General Meeting, to be
beyond its immediate wants ; the fund to be at the disposal of the Committee
for the time being. _ - =

And (with relation chiefly to the decrease in the amount of Annual Sub-
scriptions, the arrears, particularly of Congregational Subscriptions, the
great excess of the last year’s expenditure above the current ineome, and the
present calls upon the Society) the Committee were directed ' to. urge by such
means as they should deem expedient, the increase in number, and &e regular
payment, of Subscriptions, particularly from Congregations, and. the great
desirabléness of enabling the Society . to accumulate.a -%‘qhd, to. which it may
be -able to look in an emergency without the necessity of a public appeal.
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Treasurer, S
JAMES YOUNG, Esq, 16, *Change-Alley.

Soecretarp,
Mr. E. TAYLOR, Inner-Temple.

QEommittee,

C. RICHMOND, Esq. Temple,

Mr. RICHARD TAYLOR, Shoe Lane,
JOHN BOWRING, Esq. Hackney,
M. D. HILL, Esq. Boswell Court,
THOMAS GIBSON, Esq. Milk Street,
1VES HURRY, Esq. London Wall,
Rev. R. ASPLAND, Hackney,

Mr. HART, Spitalfields, :
Mr. JOHN WATSON, Holborn Hill,
Mr. FERNIE, Leadenhall Street.

RULES OF THE ASSOCIATION.

1 This Society shall be denominated ‘“The Unitarian Association for the
Protection of the Civil Rights of Unitarians.” -

2. The Association shall consist of individual subscribers, and of the repre-
sentatives of congregations making an annual contribution.

3. The qualification of inviduals, as members of this Association, shall
be an annual subscription of not less than 10s. 6d., or a donation of not less
than &/. Hs. -

4. Every congregation contributing annually not less than one guinea, shall
be at liberty to send two representative members. Officiating ministers of
congregations shall be eligible as representatives.

5. An Annual General Meeting of the Assoeiation:shall be holden on the
Thursday in the Whitsun-week.

6. A Committee, consisting of ten persons, resident in .or near London,
shall be chosen at the Annual Meeting, to transact-the biusiness of the Asso-
ciation, of whom four, viz. those who shall have given the least attendance at
Committee Meetings, shall be imeligible for one year. Where in any case the
numbers of attendances shall be equal, the person who-is to withdraw shall
be determined by lot. , | .

7. A Treasurer and Secretary shall also be chosen at the Annual Meeting,
who shall be added to the Committee. The Treasurer shall receive subscrip-
tions, and make all necessary disbursements on account of the Association;
and the Secretary record its minutes, conduct 1ts cqrrespondence, and sum-
mon Committee and General Meetings. Two Auditors shall also be chosen
at the Annual Meeting, for the purpose of auditing the Treasurer’s account of
the current year. Lo

8. In all meetings of the Committee, the presence of five members shall
be necessary for proceeding to business. o N

9. All subscriptions shall be paid in advance, and be considered as due on
the 1st of January in each year. And no person shall be allowed to vote at
an Annual Meeting until his subscription for the current year be paid.

10. The above Rules shall not be altered excépt by two-thirds of the mem-
bers present at a General Meeting. Any alterations intepded to be proposed
to the Society, must be first notifted to the Committee at'one of its meetings.

0
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p%, referred S 8« of the. gmaem C _ -
hancery - - - - .
Paid Expenses in _z. eparin ?E_Sm on the
" Matriagé Act, and Expenses attending the
- Bill E.osz in, the last Session - -
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E?m the Chapel to the Old Q&mamv.
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Congregations united with the Association.

Minister. |
Alnwick - - - - Rev. W. Probert - - -
Bath - - - . - J. Hunter - - - -
Bessel’s Green ‘John Briggs - - -
Birmingham (Old Nleetmg) R. Kell - - - -
Boston - D. W. Jones - - -
Bradford, Yorkshue - 'P. N. Heinekin. - - -
Bridport - - - - G. B. Wawne - - -
Brighton - - Dr. Morell - - -
Bristol (Lewm 8 Mea.d) - J.Rowe & L. Carpenter, LL D.
Caermarthen - - - J. Evans - - - -
Chichester - - - J. Fu - - -
Cirvencester - - - F. Hors eld . - - -
Collumpton - - - J. Davis - - - -
Crediton - - - L |
Deptford - - - - William Moon - - -
Diss (late Palgrave) - - Ch. Valentine - - -
Ditchling - - - Gideon Duplock - - -
Dorchester - - - L. Lewis - - - -
Dover - - - - Benjamin Marten - -
Elland - - - - J. Beattie - - - -
Exeter (George’s Meeting) J. Manning - - ‘-
Falmouth, Mr. R. A. Phllp
Framlingham - - S. S. Toms - -
Gloucester - - Theophﬂus ‘Browne -

Godalming -

John Ellis and T. Moore

Hackney (Gravel Plt) - R. Aspland -

Lancaster - - — Lamport - -
Lexcester - - - C.Berry - - -
Lincoln - - -

leerpool (Renshaw Street W. Hincks - - -
Ditto (Paradise Street) - J. Yates - - -

Dltto (bross-HaIl Street)
Lutton - -

(Norfolk) - - G. Selby -
aidstone - G. Kenrick
Manchester (Mosely Street) J. J. Tayler

Moreton Hamptead -
Newport (Isle of Wxght) -

Norwich - | - Thomas Madge
Nottingham - J. Tayler -
Parliament Court, London W.J. Fox -

Portsmouth - -

Warwick - - -
Wisbeach -

Wolverhampton, J. Pearson Esq

Worship Street, Liondon
Yarmouth Old M’qetmg -
‘Yeovil - c. = =

York - - - -

James Smith

J. Smethurst
Edmund Kell

Russell Scott

W. HFeld -
N. Walker

‘James Gilchrist

C. Wellbeloved I-

- l

S

Plymouth - - Israel Worsley

Rossendale (IN ewchurch) - . John Ashworth

Sheffield - - - N. Philipps, D. D.
Shrewsbury - - G. Case - -
Sidmouth - - - M. L. Yeates -
Stockport - - - S. Parker - -

Swansea - - - - - R. Awbrey -

Taunton - - - - - J. L. Fenner and Dr. H. Davies
Tavistock - L - - W.Evans '-. . - -
Tenterden - L. Holden - -
Thomas’s Street, Southwark - Dr. T. Rees - -
Thorne and btamforth - - G. Gaskell - -
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SUBSCRIBERS. " -/ -+ s
. ‘ 2N
4( Don. '.r Anﬂi’k ‘
_ £ s d| £ s %
Allen, Mr. Samuel, Stratford : - - - o 010 8.
Amory, S., Esq., Lothbury - . - - 1 1.0
Amory, W., Esq., Ditto - - - - 1 1 0"
Atundel, Mr. John - - - - - o010 0}
Aspland, Rev. Robert, Hackney - - - fol10 6.
Astley, Rev. Richard, Hallfax - - - 1010 6
Bowring, John, Esq., Hackney - . - - 5 5 0} |
Brent, John, Esq., Canterbury - - - &% 5 0 R
Butler, A. R., Esq. - - - - 5 5 0 L
Carpenter, Rev. Dr. Lant, antol - - - - 010 6°
Carslake, John, Esq., Sidmoath - - - 010 6.
Carslake, Joseph Henry, Esq., Musberry - - 010 6
Chatfeild, John, Esq., Stockwell, Surrey - - 010 6. .
Christie, ‘Jo}n Esq., 52, Mark Lane - 45 -8 0. |
Cooke, T., Esq., Isle of W'ght i - - - {5 5 04
Cooke, R., Esq., Ditto e - - 5 5 0 .
Cordell, Mr. John, Bishopsgate Street | - | 1010 6
Cordy, John, Esq., Worlingworth, near Eye, Suffolk - 5 5 0} ° .
Crompton, A., Esq, Lune Villa, near Laticaster - | 2 0606
Davidson, G. M., Esq., Warmley-Hotiﬂe near antol - 010 6
Dyson, T., Esq., DISS, Norfolk ) - - 5 5 O ST
Ellison, Mr. Henry, Liverpool - - | 0 106 .
Evans, Rev. Dr, John, Islington - - - 3 5 e
Evans, Rev. B., Stockton - - - - : L k0.
Everet Mr, Stepney Green - - - - 0.10 6.
Fenton, Mr. James, Leeds" - - - 0 10. 6
Fernie, Mr. Joseph Leadenhall Street - - 1 1 0
Fisher, Thomas, E Dorchester - - - 1 1 0.
Fisher, John, Es .,s%ltto ) - - - 11 0.
Flower, Benjamin, Esq., Dalston ] - - - 010 6.
Fox, Rev: W. J., Ditto - - - - |01 6.
Freeman, Mr. Thomas, Coleman Street - - o 1010 6.
Freeman, Rev. S., Enfield - - - - - 010 6.
vFullagar, Rev. J., Chlchester - - 010 6 .
Gaisford, Mr. R., 25, Mount Street, Whltechapel - 010 6.
Gibson, 'l:homas, Esq .» Milk Street, Cheapside - 5 5 0}y .
Glbson T. H., Esq., Lombard Street - - 5 5 0.0 ..,
Gllchrxst Rev J., Newmgton Green - - 1010 6.
Greve, M¥. John - - - - 010 6
Grey, Mr. Robert, Alnwick”~ - - - - 010 6.
Hardy 'l‘hqmas, Esq .» Walworth - - - 5 5 0} U0
Harris, Mr. Jamés - - - - - . -0 10-. 6
Hart, Mr., Spitalfields ) ] - - - 6'10 ‘6,
Hemekm Rev. T. N., Bradford - - - H 11 0,
Hill, M. Davenport, Esq Boswell Court,; Lincoln’s fnn - 010 '8
Holden, Bev. L., Tenterden - - - 010 6
Hornby, Thomas, Esq., 31, Swithin’ s-Lane - 0 10 6
Hurry, Ives, Esq., London Wall - - " - - 556 0
Hurry, Thomas, Esq., Great Yarmouth - - 5.5 0} -~ .
-Hmthpuse, Mr. C., Tydd,. Lincolnshire - - vy .. 1020 6
Jdacques; Mr: C. A, " Chichester - - 1 0 o0 *
Jnhnson > Joseph, Esq., Edge Hill, near Liverpool 5 5§ 0
Ebenezer, Esq., Rév. "William Johpston, and
omas - Jervm, (Executors of the late ‘Swan |
Downer, Esq.) - - - - @3 00} -
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{enrick. James, Esq., Wrexham .
,,}.: : ,! Ml‘. So F-’ Wen Sﬂemt ﬁww
Eeigh, W., Esq., Salcombe™ -
Iiewthwaithe, Mr. W., Lwerpool
Lyckeock, Mr. J., Bu'mmgham -
Ludlow, Mr. J oseph, Somers’ Town
Mackintosh, John, Esq., Exeter
Mauning, W. O., Esq., Chelsea
Mars en,Mi . Thomas, Kingston
Mr., Sbuthwark -
11:? v. John, St. John’s Street, Clerkenwell
rti u, Mr. Boberﬁ, Chiswell Street ) -
ur&:e, Rev. M,, Frenchay, near Bristol - -

M;ddleto%mMr J‘@sse St. Martin's Lane -
k
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~

P uel, Esq .» Mecklenburgh Square -
P&sohs, oh Wpland House, Bridgéwater
Pawsey,R‘ t‘r St. Edmund_’s - -
Plomer, 8 Cantelbmy '
Prjce Wg Esq ., &gloucester
Pt?be t’ % W“:k -
oma.s Kepnington
R hm,qn&, C., Esq Lamb’s Buildings, Temp’le
R mzm, Mr, CaJeb Offam, near Arundel
Roberts, o ou -
Raobinson, (; > 31, Ferichurch Street
herha,m .Fohn“, Esqg., Staple Inn -
sthwell, r,,,, Manch ster -
Arcﬁxbéfd amllton, Esq " Lei-nstpr Stx‘eet

m;
~B(ftt,°.l’ T, Esq., Clapton -
Ir. J Sen Leadenhall Street
igh Street, Borough
ﬁq erton
o W., ng $treet, Snow Hlll
Aaron, Alnwnck ~ -

l‘!l"btl_nl\:lloc|ll|“tl|.’f||z-|

»

Esq., Crewkerne - - _
‘;. J. S. 8., Brighton ~ -
. .Edward, E rsden Forest, near Morpeth
'I} N., Esq ., T'emple - - -

v. J. J Manchester

YJohn Notw:ch -
r John, Jun., Bedford Row
rz Richard, hoe Lane

. Gray’s It-m
Ho orn Hﬂl
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bt, R.; Eiq,,
« John, 5
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