Rev Langley case against for brawling in Church.
He had been appointed to the Perpetual Curacy of
Wheatley in 1823 as reported in the Oxford
Journal on 1% November.

On Sunday May 9" 1841 during holy service,
Rev. William Hawkes Langley, Perpetual Curate
of Wheatley, paused at the end of a prayer and
stated that this had reminded him of his enemies.
He had received a letter from the Archdeacon
referring to the offer made by some Clergyman to
do my duty for me (i.e. replace me). Who had the
audacity to do this? Is it a Puseyite who wants to
introduce Papery into the Parish? Someone has
committed perjury against me in an affidavit
waiting until all the witnesses were dead. Another
of my enemies has written a letter to the Bishop
seeking to take away my poor old uncle’s living. I
have been charged with adultery for having
offered to help the wife of a drunken man who
was being ill-treated. And there is much more in
the first extract.

All this in the middle or a divine service!

The case is heard by the Arches Court in
February, June and July 1842 and results in the
suspension of Langley for 8 months.

In December 1843, it was reported to the Judicial
Committee of the Privy Council, attended by the
Bishop of London and others.

The case as reported in Hassall’s ‘Wheatley
Records’ is attached as an appendix.
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Oxford Journal 6 November 1841

ARCIIES COURT, Tugspay, Nov, 2.

TUE OVFICE OF THE JUDGH PROMOYED BY LIURDER

A% AGMNEY LANGLEY,

This was & question as to the sdmission of tha articles in n
cauge of bruwling, promoted by My, John Burder, of Parlisment-
stvect, agaist the Rev, Willinm Hawles Luangley, Perpetunl
Curato of Whontley, in tha county and dioveso of Oxford. It
was brought before this Court by lotters of request from the
Lord Bisliop of Oxford, nnder the.vecent. Chuvel Digcipline Act,
4 and 4 Vidtorin, ¢ 3G, wheveby it is enacted, that in any eocle-
siastical offence. charged nguinst a pevson in holy orders the
Bishop of the diocess may send tho ease by letters of request to
the Court of Appoul of the provinee, The offence charged in
the urtinles (whiel, it must be recolleoted, is um v parte plea) to
be preved by evidernce is to the following effect :—1That on Sunduy
the Dthook May lust 5 advlendant wog in tho performsanne
of d}\'me uiices Ig Wheatloy Phurel,. ghortly before the con-
elusion of the Lithmyy mms ¥, uiter tho responsa immadintely
fullowing thie prayec beginning * OL Cod, meroiful Tather," ho
did not immne intal¥ prooced with the ** Glorie Putri," Lut made
o short pause, and the » Qlorie Putri® huowing been vead, instead
of procceding with the service, the defendant, in n chiding,
(\unrrelsomc, and brawling manner, addressed the eon, rogation
thus :—" ¥ou were, perhaps, surprised ot tho pavse I made at
the evd of the prayer, but it reminded nie of my onomies, I
have this morn?ng received o letter from the "Arclidencon,
offoring somie Clergyman to do my duty fur me ; somoe one in the
congrogation has had the audacity to write to the Archdeacon
ob the subjeet, Who hae had the nudatity to do this? Isitn

'useyite wlio wants ta introdvice Popery into the parish? I will,
howevor, take.eare thoy never shall, as I will do my duty royaolf,
L have preached the Gospel and dolivered my own soul, whether
the people will liear ar whether they will forbear, Some oue has
committed pevjary uguinst me in an affidavit made befora My,
Anhhurst; but lie waoited 1) tho witnesses wore dead, so that he
could not bo pupished for his pevjury, Anotlier of my anemies
hs written a lottor to tho Bishop full of falsehaod, to tuka my
poor old unelo's Jiving awny: one of them has been ty a Geay
triend of mine, the vuly denr friond I have at Oxford, driving

. falsehoods into lis envs, in order to At him against me—

I bave heen charged with adulterys but the fact is, that ene

| night, s I was coming from my tenauts st Lobb Pavm, T saw

drunken man ifl-treating lijg wife, and I interfered for hor pro-
teetlon, for my Lelng a clergyman did not prevent my aoting with
humanity townrds a female under such civeuwstances, Tha man
told e {m‘vghl be d——d; what was it to me? What liad I to
dowitl it 2 Flo thon struck me, but the Lord gave mo power,
arul I knocked tho man down ;"' the defendant st the same timo

| usitg the action of steiking with his fist, in illusteation of the

mannor in whick he streuck the man: that he then proveoded to
say—*" It oy wan enn prove me an adulterer I will have my
head cut oft nnd forfeit ir. and T have before mentioped this cir-
cumstanee 10 the Dishop ;™ adding, * 1 pray for my enemies and
forgive them, nnd hopa they will vapent:™ that durfng the de-
livery of this nddress the défendant was in w very excited and
impassioned state, and frequontly struck the vending desk and
tho hovks in o very violont mannor with lis clinuhuaf fist; that
lie then praceeded with the seeviee until after the reapunso im-
medintely aueceeding the ninth commandment had Ueen soid,
when, instend of proceading with the tenth, he ngain ndidressed
the eongregintion, adverting to the immoral conduet of © one nf
iz enemies in tho pavish," and then spoke of lior Mujesty's
Ministers, snd the proposed nlteyation in tho Corn Laws, do-
olaring that the Ministers deservod proise for enabling any one
to worship God novording to lis own consoience, and for wisbinﬁ
to give every man & eheup loaf; that all who had votes woul

#oon bie eulled upen to give them, nrging them to give them in
fasour of the then Ministers, adding, * God bless tho present

| Govornment. I havo been nttucked on nccount of boin;i engaped
|

in their serviee, [ forgive my enemios, and hiope they wi repent,”
Dr. Phillimore ard D R, Phillimors weve hoard i support

" of the articles,

The Rev, defendant appeared in porson to object to their nd-
mission 3 but his address eonsisted of irrelovant matter, and of
attacia npon individunls in o styain whiell ocaused the Court yo-
peatedly to iuterfere in o very decided and peremiptory manner.
He alleged that he had beon the objeet of porscoution in the
parish fur i considevuble time past,

Sir H. Jenner seid it was uanecessary to notice the irrelevant
topies introduced b{ the defendant, ~'Lhe only question was,
whether the articles lnid an ceolesiustioal offence in an adwissiblo

fuytn.  Hy was of opinion they did, and therefore ndmitted tho
ni'ticlos.
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LAW AND POLICE.

ARCHES COURT, Saruroay, Jax, 20, |
 THE OFFICE OF THE JUDGE PRONOTED BY BUKDER
- AGAINST LANOLEY. )
This was a proceeding against the Rev. William Hawkes'

Langley, wal curste of the county and
diocese of Oxford, at the r. John B
Parlisment-utreet, for chidiong, and brawling

é

whilst in the performanc divine i
shortly before the conclusion of the Litany, snd
the rovponse diately ding the Sih d
ment, addressed the congregation in a chiding, quarrelsone,
and brawling manner, stating that some one in the congre
gation had had the sudacity to write to the archdeacon re-
specting him : accusing some one of committing perjo )

against hima, and another of his “ enemies” of writing
letter to the Bishop of Oxford full of falsehnods ; dec!

that false charges had been brought against him, and charg.
ing * one of his enemies” in the parish with immoral con+

every one to worship God his own

and their efforts to alter the corn laws, and urging those
lis parishioners who had votes to give them in favour
the then Ministers ; the articles alo pleaded, that the do-
fendant, in his £rst address, was in a very excited and im-

the books in a very violent manner with his clinched fist,
1o the great offence of the congregation.

A responsive allegation was now offered by Mr. Langley
(who conducts his own cause), which began denying
that e stat, § and 6 Edward V1. cap. 4. o his
(defendant’s) case, | ch as he, ou the occasion ia
quests uppl d the prayers of his congregation
in his behalf, on the of the slanders, fravds, and acts
of vislence that he notoriously sutfered, and pleaded
that he did eot quarrel, chide, or brawl, or couduct
in anywise irreverently, or otherwise than the circumstances
he was placed in’imperatively demanded ; that the words,
structuze and import of the words he used, and on the
general charascter and jon of the address an the
oceasion, were willully and maliciously garbled, distorted,
inte ted, and -mnml. which was manifest, and

be proved by testimony, as well in respect
of the several propositions in the articles, as in
regurd of the malics ission of any intimation that the

dd; was diy and ly » suppl for |
the prayers of the congregation, and that no offence what-
ever was given to the congregation, but, on the contrary, &
strong and truly Christian sympathy was felt and afterwards

wprosssd by the great majority of assembled for
uludn-ul---ndmamcl‘(r. m;.ud ially |
(hat the words “ some one in the congregation has the
audacity” were a fulse and walicious of the
address ; that the ice of solicith of a

Juct and ch of tndividesls
ing in this court, alleging that the
whole was calculated to frustrate the ends of justice.

Dr. Phillimore, in opposition 1o the allegati
lhtﬁtuuuh«-muthhmbynmdm
from the Bishop of Oxford, under the recent act of 3 and +
Victoria, ¢ 86. His objection to the admission of the re-

sponsive tion was not to suy specific articles, but to
the whole of The defendant, who conducted his
own defence, did not und d the technicalities of

the proceedings of these courts, was not
of the law a) plicable to cl
he was placed. The late r J. Nicholl, in the case of
“.Nnhyv.()«dv‘n."whbl--lpnen‘iq,ﬁ-tl)r.
Goodwin for omitting passages in reading the Scriptur

passioned state, frequently striking the reading desk and |

|

is not o

clergyman
of worship, which left to the

dmsinsh or add

an ina

¢
in the established

to alter,

was oed
form of 'H*Ih He (Dr. Phillimore)
e Court

was
add to, or d

grest |
congregation who chose to do %o might have him Sir H. Jouner Fust said, the only |
TR s e e | f e P et S
furnished of character had to do g 1 P . |
of course, be proved by legal and credible evidence before ~h¢""._-‘"" lnum‘m 3 grvenal donindyf
he could be subjected to As to the ch the iy y e o ""“"‘.“""’7“\
_Tf.:___a...c—.hﬂ-u—h‘-mm--'-- Be ma lﬁ-u-ﬂm'"' . and the wonds he .“‘
Justice to Them required the Court noi to admit such [[§ | *tated, and the Court coubl not take his ':‘-"
matier. He submitted that the allegation must be rejected, ' *&R-h-ln stated the words weTe actial
and he regretted that the Rev. and Learned Genteman | used admissibility of the general denial, therefore, .

lows matter agsioet persons who ::ﬁ
B L .. = hf » ]
Mr. Langley—1 am lsbouring under

bellous

am scand lous
charges.  Even if my clanges were falee | o

doing that which is done to me.

by persons inveterately hastile to him. 1o the o i

thin part of his argument

The Court agam
be irrelevant,

- k.
iy

and
Langley, in coaclusion, hoped the Court would o,

duct; eulogizing her !ldﬂly‘n(hn):ininm forensbling|  De. R, Phillimore followed on the same side.

xhu. M“'-u however epeuted
Mr. Langley then proceeded 1o addvem the Court st |} | uo XT3 ST, WL TS S G ¥ ool
comiderghle Jougth in suppait of his llogatien. Heeon- |1 | take the meaning of the words from Mr. &
_‘:*u:rﬂb- the people’s was pot to nesses . he mast state the words he did use, the Coun |
be with offering pmyers to zl?nyus -muﬁnmmm. The Court could oot tay
the w do %0 wes A miserable plece . Mur.hdandmhh-ndy“
Dr. Phill bad asserted that it was contrary 1o law catwd the prayers of the congregation ; it must the wardy
a clergyman to ask the congregation for their pray h Jves, and the u'hdh%‘~
r“‘."‘wi"-‘“‘"“""'&g on. ‘riduxdudcd‘uinq e fr
they frequently did so.  In the chapel in the the Niger expedition, was not the offence unpual 4
of the Tower, on the occasion of the lute fire, the Me l-ud-n-'uh“-v-l-hanuhhw-.
TH“!"*‘P‘"""“” & u and if the words he did use weve proger
Gonl for having stayed the flames. He (Mr. Yhad |||
been applied 1o on the 15th of December, by & [
iu-dbml:.:l;-n-m’.byu-:km
management expedition, to "2{"
&nh-‘m-ththdlh!ﬂpv.-lh w0,
mhmw:&“h—mlﬂqu He could
whatever musty of
might sy, the joe was not well suthorized and very
f:'-dly among the best characters in the
could mot support the practice by precedents fuhed up
from the quity, but he appealed to
aod common sense.  As 10 his baving undertaken to con- | |
doct his esuse, it was pertly 10 save but :
pally because in arder 1o defend bimself
[ that transactions spread over ten years
be nto, snd it was unressunsble to expect te (the Le  shoukd not © -
any gentleman of the bar should devote so much of charges against the Hus .J;: or unmult that prely
time aa soch an demanded, the result of which ,,‘.,,'L.,,;w 'x:,},,.,,_ charnc i
n.;:;-uh I w The f the allegation was irvelevant, impevtineut, nd »
.- v. Goodwin™ was 1o his case ‘43:7 e ‘Tm.—-\,m
denied that to omit portions of the holy b > /et o oy o ST
offnce. Tt bad been said that the Act of Uniformit ‘*'f;jm’n-»;r%'“* i pul
nothing 10 the diseretion of the clergyman. Was, | ‘:r!""'“,‘“'-’ . “"“':Ej‘,'“"r
clergyman to refuse the solicitatious of the '@ o 10 fo "‘éz”i“""’*’“’r'é"“"“"“"‘%“"‘l -
the Niger expediion. for exanple, 10 put wp  prayer 6| miter the Jam an be found it I Mr. Lungly's allepui
Almighty God to look down with an eye of mercy had contained not simply & stion and afiemation
lh‘unhur measure for civilizing ;’K;war*.x‘ . s supplication. the Cou
‘| Afriea? Could it be the act of a Christian Parliameot  have consudered that part of 1t admissble ; but
r«l-hutl-.—? He asked for a listle indulgence, . | an clealy of opauion that in its present fory
ittle charity. If he had violsted the law, he exceediogly . A * ther.
regretted it; there were several laws 1o which he :
:'-::l::hbt—‘h&h-vﬂb“a
. Thet part M-Mwﬁ
he merely supplicated the prayers of the coagregation
h&&dhmﬁmm.w
and mali by the interpolation of what be did pot say,
-:‘b;nhc-id-dlhhulmi-dlu--u-n
plicstion for_prayers. The defendunt then proceeded 18
m‘mu .pﬂd&f-,hchmd'&i |
d upon fhe of the Bi of O
whose judgment, be said, be thought bad not been
enongh (o resist misrepresentation.
Sir H. Jonver Fast—All this is irrelevant, snd T will
not hear it. Wil Mr. Langley, show that charity 10
| others which you elaim for yourself, and not go into libel-
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Case against Rev. Langley

Oxford Journal
25 June 18

The nrgaments in this case were brought to i conclusion this
afternoon, the Rev. W_H. Langley having oveupicd Uhe attention
of the Court for three days in defeading Limself from the chinrges
brought against Lim. The principal articles exhibited agminst
the ilev. defendant, who is the Perpetual Camts of the parish
of Wheatley, Oxforilshire, Luve been already given at Tength in
the papers, as well as the argnments of Counsel in support of

them. It is, therefore, wimecessary to repeat them,
lAngk?' un thix, us well as former Court doys,
m ks on the conduet and character of the Bishop

of his Diocese, declaring thut he (the defendant) hud been pere
secuted by him and his Ordinary for the last ten years, He
commented apon the witnesses brought forward in support of
the charge sgainst him of brawling wnd chiding (n the parish
chureh during divine service, and in most instances mode attacks
vpon their claracters, from which, us on the othyr duys, he wus
fr uumlLdnirmI to desist by the Learned Judges.

eBrsl. Phillimore, sen, and jun. were heand in re ply.  The cose
ugainst the defendant had been made more strong ¥ his conduct
during his defence,  The Court. ought to puss a heuvy sentenee
upon the defendant, not only of long suspension, but it ought to
require a certificate of evavter from three Clergymen bifore by
wos restored to his Livinm‘

Sir H. T, Fust asked what period of suspension, should he g0
decree, the Learned Comnsel thought sufficient?  Also whether
there was any ,pn‘tcdcnl for voyuiring a certiticate in « case of

rawling, &c. ¥ In former reported cases cortifientes hud been
ro ult:f when the Clergymon wrticlod against had been peoved
tu huve been guilty of gross immorality.

Dr. Phillimore thought the defendant ought at least to he
suspended for two years, and that though cortificates had not
Liesen required in eases of brawling, still thy defendant ought to
be called npon to vertify ax to bis conduct ladore he wio restored.
The result of thiv easy, the Losrned Connsel saitl, wns lovked
forward to with no ordinary interest by the Clevgy of Oxford,
If A light seatence were pussed on the defendunt, there conld
not b o donbt but that the hest intervats of the Cliunch would
he injured —that dissent would inerease in the unfortunate purish
of Wheatley, und thut the party proceedid aguinst would still
have the power to conduct hauself as he had already dons to the
sb?ndul und disgrace of religion and the profession to which he

wdge said he must consider this ease, though
he find no doubit a8 to what his judgment must bes hut nfeer ¢
mantier in which the n;?'umenu hud been conducted, and con-
fidering the late hour of the day, e thought it better to defer
his sion till next Session,

1842 2 July Oxford Journal
Rev. Langley suspended for 8 months

Oxford Journal 2 July 1842

THE OYFICK OF THE JUDGE PROMUTAD HY BURBKR AGAINST
LANGLEY,

Thiswas & s of office promoted by My. Randey, Seerctary
o the Bishop of Oxfont, again the Bev. Wil Mk«
Langley, Perpetun) Curte of Whootlev, in th- osnuty wal
dicvere of Oaford, for waverciling, chidig, amd brawling by
wouds i the pavksf choredy, wighst coaeed i thie .
ar diving sersion, on Somday, May 0, 1811, ly maSing two ad.
drecces to the comaregnilon assomblod in the dinreh, arl by sehy
Ll b reverent and nn|‘-rn|-~v~md-.|.n eiving groat afenes (o the,
and refleeting seandal znd diseonee upin bs ssoped peofession,

Sir W d Past ouw prononneed s seatenee, bating Beste
catled upon e defendont, who '{mml I porsom, sad wlom
e Leasocd Juden wdidres al, or dotading the procootings
it the sbntanos of the artieles, the Leamed Judee precesdeat
1o examine the evideice taken upon the erticles, the defendant
not biving offered a ploa that wos admbsable, e eondd red
that the withesses had fully i the snbstance of the
artivles, although their testimony hiad not gane to the extent of
proving all the warls ol 10 bave been wsed by the defendant,
o b particalar O artieles Lad omitted to state et e doe
fendant bad soticicad the prayers of the e Hon U seconut
of his uu;z:mnl pevsccations,  The defenes of Mr, Langley ot
110 the dutersogitozig il in s address to the Coart (which
hid ecapieil toore than Bfioen hours, and which was «tinds
inlevant) was 1t be lad Yeen (he allst of 8 conspir wy i
the pariely ; bt e had hromghit out or ol liged uothing i excase
ar even extenation of lis ¢ 2 the det, sevording to kis pwn
iowing, hnﬂuf Been ot sudden, bat d-teonste, By the modo
in which he Bl eondurtod hie defenee, cuting reflectivns upon

e of yesueetability, by name, sad partionlorly wpen the
Hshop of Oxf i, who would huive neglected the dutos of his
figh station i 4 loul passed over the ocorvensee, the defendant
T wggzeasated Iow onatual offence.  Had Mr, Langhey sttonded
10 the wthnation Le ud veesived 1mon the Court on the o mie
vion of the articles, and goven nn atirmintive iseae te thy actel
bie worthd Lavi waved el expense, sl might Love ox;-—r‘rumj
some enieney feom the Caort,  But be hosn to et
to justify Wosdly mad the ooly question was Ui suomt. of
puttickamat o lie afived to o offucs which had been progerly
deseribed s one of the worst cascs of eliliing and hrawling ever
Brought to the potice of this Court.  Tae proveedings had hom
Liought wider the Aot 3 and 6 Edw, V1. (sawell as wodor the
weoeral ceclesimtical law,) whicl peeserilnd wilsnen=lon for a
period et the dicorction of e Conorty aad Lo sdiould senteos
M. Laugley to saspension v Dis oflioe for vight ealendar
enthie from the e this senteners wie publiaad and il

in the pari<l of Wheatley ; be adimonished b to refrain from
wieds by ropes ' asvy and b cosdermed Bim in the
couts, lﬂw Co m el o reuine o eortitieate of gond
conduct ; Lt WmTOURT T 00 precedent for this as pat of &

seatence ngubost & Minister for brawlaog, ol e did not see
eliarly how it conld Form part of bis sontanes,

Me. Langley inquired wheve he wis to naide ?

The Court ifurmed bim, that it bad suspended him from

ofhee ouly.
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The case was reported to the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council, attended by the Bishop of London and

others

Oxford Journal
9 December 1843

—— .
JUDICIAL COMMITTREE OF THE PRIVY COUNCIL-
oNDday,

M
(Prowent the Bishop of Lindon, Loyd Camplell, Sir'J. L,
Knipht Nruee, and the Fudga of ¢5o Corré of Adadirally.)

BEV, Wo B, LANCLEY 0. DULDER,

Ths wan, in the first inataneo, = sult of tho oFoe of tha Judge,
prometed ‘g Jolr Burder, Esq. (the reependent), beoretary to
Oxford, and patrou of the Peepetunl Curaoy ol

Whestley, Dian, under the Ast third and fourth Viotuida, ¢. 80
ent to the Court of Arehes by lettars of

agalnit the Rev, Willlam Hawles | ppellunt), [n-
cumubant of thy Perpetual Curacy ¢ on o charge of
chiding, and brawlingt “the cheech of

nt wusin tiis porfurmance of diving service, and
llho;zyd behwf tl:e mmeluaéond‘ m‘3ny. ulter the s‘l‘n':"h ‘atrd,
o e & whort pasae, an. peoccading with tho ser-
vieo, addroraed the «!rngnu:den (as alloged lnx tha llls a8
folluwe :— You were perbaps surprisad at the pavse L mnda at
the o1d of the prayer, but it ra dme ofiny enomies, [liase
thia worning raseived nlatter feom tha Arahdeapan, ofering gome
Cls n to do my dutyfor me, Bumo onain tha enngrapition
s hied the wndasity to white to the Archdencon on the oy
Who lzs tha audacity to dothis? Tsita Nwﬂu, wia waafe to
introduco Popery into the paeish 7 1 will, howsvor, tuke care
:2:7 Never shnlzi an L wili ; my duty mysdf, I hava proached

Gospel and delivered Shg' own soul, wi the poepls ‘will
bedr, or whather they will forbear, Soma ono has committed
| perjury 13.'"“ me in an afidavit made bafors Me, Ashhurat ; but
o wutsd till the witneezes worn dead, o that ha could nof be
runhhd fur s peei r{. Anothor of my caemies has writlen n
otterto tho Biskiop, full of alachonds, to tulee my good od tnolp's
living away, One of tham has bach 1o & dear friand of mine, tha
only tour friand. T hud &t Oxtord, driving fRbohants et
Yo set him ugainet o, T have baca chnrged with ndoltery ; bot
tho fnot is M’u utia night an 1 wan eoming Iom my tonant’s, ot
Lobh Farm, 1 2aw a deanken man ill-tresting o woman, 1ine
tarferad for her protection 3 for ny bring 2 Clargynian did mot
Prevent my aoting with humsnity vnr& o femala under sueh
vircumstaneos, The man twld mo [ might be ~—1 what wusit
to ragy whnt biad I to do with 1t?  He theo streels ma, but the
Lord grve mo power, and T hnocked the man down, [ The
prilurt was hore oburged in the artiele with suiting tho sotion t
thoe woed, by atrildni‘wim bis st fu illustratlon of the manncr
in whiah he wbraols the said man} If ngmm N Prove me an
adulterer, T will bave my head oot off and ferfalt 1 5 and 1 have
before mentioned this ciroumatanes to the Drhap, adding, I pray
for my onemies, sad forgive tiem, nod hopa they will repent.
The lant was charged with being in s very oxcited stato,
and fivquently atilting the rending-dask ¢ th bis oleneled fist.
I furilier appeared that the appellant proceeded with the divine
SEFViLy undmmr the raaponye immodintsly sucesading the Ningh
Commasdment hind boen sald by the aongregation, when, instoad
of veading tho Tenth Commandraent, e protesded thus:— One

beotiy. | 1 appeates that on Sanday the By of Moy, 1841, |
prells

oftay anéimiog i th peiah i R asbordssall e sbiLAreas
- il

LA by eliq Voo 3 the hasterds avo dvwl, Wiy WoInan

is doal, all doud, dend, gone; gone cut of the way,” The BAN
reicle further 2tated thut the appeltant, in Vi addrezs, advereed

0 her Majesty’s Mininters, and tho I:«powd alteration in the
Corn Lawa, and deolaved that the Ministors degeryes pralee for
enabling overy ono to worship God necording to thele own con-
seienco, and !‘v wilhinF 10 give to every man u oheap leafy thot
all who lind votes would saon be ealiod npen to glve them, and
thiat tho sppallant ueged tha oo:llgr?uﬁon 10 give thelr vobas in
favour of thie thon Ministers, and sdded, © Ulots the presont
Govammont, Thave boen attacked on nocannt of being omﬁgud
in their avevice. 1 forglve my anomies, and hope they »ill re-
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CASE OF THE CURATE, 1841!

Court of Arches, The Office of the Judge, Burder v. Langley, Extracts

In the Arches Court of Canterbury in 1841 it was successfully objected to the Rev. William Hawkes
Langley?, Curate of Wheatley, that on 9 May 1841 after the Gloria patri was read he did in a chiding
guarrelsome and brawling manner, addressing the Congregation then and there present, say and declare
as follows, or in words to that or the like effect, to wit, “ you were perhaps surprised at the pause | made
at the end of the Prayer, but it reminded me of my Enemies. | have this morning received a Letter from
the Archdeacon offering some Clergyman to do my duty for me, someone in the Congregation has had
the audacity to write to the Archdeacon on the subject— Who has had the audacity to do this ? Is it a
Puseyite who wants to introduce Popery into the Parish ? ... ”

William Saunders of Wheatley in the County of Oxford, Master of the National School® at that
place, thirty four years, a Witness produced and sworn on his Oath says ; ““. . .1 did not do Business for
James Friday* and his late Wife ; when I have been gossiping in their shop, | may have made out a Bill,
or written a Letter for them. . .1 know the Reverend William Pusey ; | do not know Dr. Pusey, his
Brother, but by sight : | was present at the Vestry, when ten pounds of the Parish Money was given to
the Reverend Mr. Pusey to be laid out by him in Clothing for the Children of Wheatley ; it was given
in aid of the Clothing fund of the National School : Mr. Pusey laid out that Money as well as what was
contributed by the Parents, weekly, of those who came to the National School with his own addition to
it at Mr. Thorpe’s, the Linen Draper’s, in Oxford ; I do not know whether Mr. Thorpe is President of
the Conservative Association at Oxford ; Mr. Lovelock of Wheatley is a Draper and Postmaster : | do
not know why this Money was taken out of the Parish, and not laid out with Mr. Lovelock;® Mr. Pusey
is a liberal Contributor to the Fund, and the Management is left to him : Mrs. Guy, my Aunt, did apply
to Mr. Langley to sign her Papers for obtaining the Post Office on the decease of her Husband ; Mr.
Langley declined to sign them—at least so my Aunt told me : | do not know who told Mr. Schutz® that
Mr. Langley behaved very cruelly to Mrs. Guy, a poor Widow, in not seconding her Views : | never did
proceed against Mr. Lovelock to make him pull down his Building. . .The Bishop’s Son, and Mr.
Chillingworth,” and Mr. Sneyd® spoke to me on the subject of the Building, believing it to be an
Encroachment. . .1 drew what was laid before the Magistrates at Oxford respecting Mr. Lovelock’s
Building. . .1 conferred with Mr. Chillingworth of Cuddesden on the subject of it ; it is, | think, three
years ago now—. . .

Mr. Chillingworth did not, that | know of, bring a Petition to Wheatley against Alteration in
Church Rates : | got the Signatures of some of the most respectable Persons in Wheatley to a Petition,
which Mr Denison® sent down. . . | represented. . .that Divine Worship could not be kept up unless the
Churches were kept in repair : | heard that Mr. Langley, as soon as he found the Petition had gone
round, went round with a Counter-Petition, and got some persons who had signed the first Petition to
sign his also : John Smith the Apothecary was put into the Chair when the Sum of ten pounds, before
enquired about, was voted to Mr. Pusey—. . .1 heard the Circumstance talked of, that John Smith on
one occasion went into Mr. Langley’s House and committed some Act of Violence upon Mr.
Langley,™ for which he was bound over to Keep the Peace. . .1 never knew a Servant of Mr. Langley
to quit his Service with Child;. . .1 recollect that he has had two elderly females at times and has one

L Extract from W. Hassall, Wheatley Records: 956-1956, Oxfordshire Record Society, (Oxford, 1956), pp. 91-
95.

2,He was licenced to the Perpetual Curacy of Wheatley in 1823 as reported in the Oxford Journal on 1%
November.

3.In 1846 he left to be master of an agricultural school in the Diocese of Bath and Wells with ‘the approbation of
my superiors. . .the friendship of very many of the yeomanry, and the respect and goodwill of most of the
peasantry.” Oxon. CC. Record Office, Misc. Fa. I/i

4 A lane running north at the east end of the High St. is called Friday’s Lane.

® Described as one of the Parson’s party.

& Last of a Whig family which inherited Shotover from the Tyrrells.

" An important farmer, ‘of undoubted veracity’.

8, A scholarly clergyman who lived at Denton House.

® A Tory curate of Cuddesdon who married the daughter of Henley of Water- perry. In his Autobiography he
deplores religious toleration as liable to lead straight to democracy.

10 Even in the 20" century a vicar was given ‘rough music’ and burnt in effigy in his own garden.



now. The Income I derive from the National School is about forty pounds a year : | was appointed
Master of it by the present Trustees : it was from Dr. Lloyd, the late Bishop of Oxford, that | received
the uncontrolled Management of the School in the year 1828—and which | continued to have during
my Uncle’s (Mr. Guy’s)** life time, who was the Master of the School—on my Uncle’s death, about
three years ago, | was formally appointed Master— and | am not aware that Mr. Langley was ever
consulted about it. . .1 recollect running to Mr. Langley—at least going to him when Mrs. Rose, my
Wife’s Sister, refused to receive the Man who was taken with Cholera, into his lodgings in her House
- if I remember right there was a Board of Health formed in the Village at the time, and Mr. Langley
was the Head of it—. . .Mr. Langley went with me immediately, and ordered the Man, who was lying
in a Cart in the Road to be taken down to his House'>—and | thought it was very kind in his part to do
so . .1 only go to the Bishop’s Palace’® when | have Business there : | have taken Refreshment there ;
| took Dinner there with the Upper Servants on one occasion—on another occasion | took a Glass of
Wine and a Crust of Bread ; and I have taken a Glass of Ale there. . .1 have very often been to the
Reverend Mr. Pusey’s at Garsington—for | had a Music Class over there last Summer—which took
me thrice a week ; I never had any Refreshment at Mr. Goldney’s**—but at Mr. Pusey’s of course I
had after walking three Miles, and being engaged with my Class for an hour : the Bishop has paid me
for what Business | have done for him in Land-Measuring, and made me a Compliment besides—thus
if my Bill came to thirteen, or fourteen shillings, he has presented me with a sovereign. . .1 do not
know what may have been said in Squabbles at the Vestry Meetings—but I believe there was
something said about John Cooper’s having sold stones belonging to the Parish without accounting
for them. . .1 do not remember having heard that a Man named, or known by the Name of, Kitt, who
was killed under a Waggon Wheel, threw a Stone at Mr. Langley’s Head, which knocked his Hat off ;.
..1 heard high Words in dispute between Mr. Langley, and my Brother in Law, James Rose, near the
Church Door. . .1 went on to avoid the Dispute :. . .1 heard Rose address Mr. Langley in an angry
Manner, and accuse him of having struck his (Rose’s) Boy for not having taken off his Hat to him—
hearing this beginning | went away to avoid hearing more. | was at Church when Mr. W. Waine,*®
who married Joseph Cooper’s Cousin, got up in his Pew, and uttered some Words relative to the
Manner in which Mr. Langley performed the Church Service . .Joseph Cooper*® did compose some of
the Tunes which are put upon the Organ ; as to its being modest in Cooper to do so, | do not think that
he had any bad feelings in doing it ; | am not Musician enough to judge whether his doing so is
calculated to improve the Public Taste in Music ; . . . | was present in the Church when the late James
Juggins'’ acted as a sort of Scribe for the Vestry ; | do not remember any occasion when Mr. Langley
refused to sign a Vestry Minute because it was not grammatical.

The Church is large, and has large Window’s certainly. I have no powder to let Mr. Langley have
a stove—nor to withhold it from him : the Bishop does not enable me to get great coats and warm
clothing so that | do not want the stove, | wish there was a stove in the Church : | have at times in cold
weather remarked the coughing in the Church—not particularly among the aged—they do cough no
doubt but | have observed it more among the Children : . . .we have a Fire in the School in Winter ; |
do not often wear my Hat there, when the weather is cold : the School Room is not, perhaps, a tenth
part as large in Cubic bulk as the Church. . .1 think they have a Stove in the little Chapel at Shotover :
they have not a Fund at Cuddesden bequeathed to them for the Repair of their Church : Wheatley pays
Rates, of course, to Cuddesden, its Mother Church—but | know nothing about the Wheatley People
paying Rates for superfluous Luxuries at Cuddesden®®. . .1 do not know the Funds from which the
Infant School at Wheatley has been built ; I do not know who appointed the School-Mistress. . .1 do

11 Valentine Guy’s accounts for 6 Oct. 1828—25 Jan. 1829 included payment for 54 boys reading and 16 writing
and 36 girls reading and 13 -writing, 6 hundred quills, 100 slate pencils and £i is. for ¢ putting the bridge over
the brook 13 weeks.” Mrs. Schutz, W. H. Ashhurst esq. and the Rev. Dr. Ashhurst each paid £110 and the
children £7 19 2, Oxon C.C. Record Office Misc. Fa. /i

12 In the High St. The archdeacon said pupils would never come to live in such a house.

13 At Cuddesdon, rebuilt after being burnt by the royalists by Fell. Wilberforce enlarged it, as scarcely a palace
14 At Cuddesdon.

15 Fellmonger, 1877-8, and brewer, 1852. Directories.

18 The Coopers had a kiln at the ‘Old House’ before building the Brickworks. In 1851 Martha Cooper acquired
half the Manor pew.

17 The Juggins’s occupied the best properties in the late 18th century and had a thrashing machine mentioned by
Arthur Young in 1809.

18 In the early 17th century Wheatley people refused to pay for the repair of seats in Cuddesdon church which
they did not use in 1630. MS. Top. Oxon. C. 56, fol. 28.



not know whether Mr. Langley has been consulted upon it, nor -whether he did, or did not know that
such a Building was going to be erected and endowed, until he saw it building. . .1 do not believe that
there has been a conspiracy working for years with the express object of defaming and plundering Mr.
Langley, by Law proceedings and other Means, of making him a Cipher in his Parish, and of making
me and the Coopers Lords paramount in everything. . .1 bought the Tracts against the alteration of the
Com Laws, which | distributed ; | bought them. . . in Pall Mall : | am not competent to form an
opinion on the dogmas of the Puseyites ; | cannot pretend to an Opinion about them, when the
Professors in the University differ about them : | cannot judge of the wisdom or propriety of receiving
at the National School on weekdays the Child of a Dissenter who attended a dissenting Place of
Worship on the Sabbath ; there are Rules made for the management and admission into the National
Schools which must be attended to, but personally 1 do not know that I should object to receive a
Child because he went to a dissenting Place of Worship on the Sabbath:. . .1 have heard Mr. Tyndale®
preach at Wheatley within the last six weeks : | do consider him a pious and well ordered Man:. . .he
said that he observed a great Number of Persons outside the Church gaping at the Funeral, which was
going past, and that he was afraid many of them went to the Public House,”® instead of to Church,
from the Number of empty Pews and Seats... ”

Ann Neighbour, of Wheatley, in the County of Oxford, Spinster, Dress Maker, aged thirty six years,
a Witness produced and sworn, on her Oath says ; “. . .1 have not heard that Mr. Joseph Cooper charged
Mr. Lovelock with being one of the Parson’s Party, and said that he had got the Parson and his Party
under his Thumb, and would keep them there ; |1 do not know whether Mr. Cooper has paid for the
Parish Houses on the Site of the intended Church Yard, nor whether he has received any Money for that
purpose from the Bishop ; | have heard that some of the Parishioners refuse to pay their Rates until the
Houses are paid for. . .1 understood that Mr. Cooper acted as Bailiff to Mr. Drury of Shotover,? and
paid the Men. . .1 know that Mr. Langley was intimate with Mr. Schutz, Mr. Drury’s Predecessor at
Shotover ; . . .1 cannot say from where Mr. Drury has received his Impressions of Mr. Langley’s
Character : Mr. Drury is considered a charitable Man ; he has given away much at Wheatley ; he does
not give anything away through Mr. Langley that | know of:. . .1 never heard of a Man of Wheatley,
who was caught mocking the Groans of Lying in Women under their Windows : | never saw Mr. Joseph
Cooper at Church : I do not know why Mr. Way has only been Churchwarden once since he came into
Wheatley ; he is most honourable, peaceable and industrious Man, and most exemplary in his attendance
at Church ;?%. . .John Cooper and Joseph Cooper have been Churchwardens and Overseers often. . .1
never saw John Cooper at Wheatley Church— he goes to Holton Church with his family : I do not think
it right that a Man should be Churchwarden, who never comes to Church :. ..
Thomas Juggins of Wheatley in the County of Oxford, aged eighty two years.. .says . . .it put me quite
into a tremor to see him so irritated and excited—striking the Reading Desk and Books violently. . .he
talked about the Ministers, and cheap Sugar and cheap Bread. . .1 understood he meant to say he was
on the Liberal side of the Question—. . .Mr. Langley was intimate with Mr. Schutz—he used to go up
there on Sundays to dinner : I don’t think that Mr. Drury has had any intercourse with him : Mr. Drury
came out of Yorkshire more than eighteen months ago . .1 do not know how long Mr. Ashurst treated
Mr. Langley with Civility—I only know that at one time Mr. Langley was Tutor to one of Mr. Ashurst’s
Sons :. . .many Persons of Wheatley go to Shotover instead of Wheatley, because they have such a good
Clergyman there, and can hear him so well. . .1 should think that William Sanders is esteemed by the
Bishop. | never heard anything against his Character, and he attends Church regularly, and plays the
Organ, and takes care of his Scholars. .

Thomas Sheldon of Wheatley in the County of Oxford, Shoeing Smith and Farrier, aged sixty four
years,. . .says :

“...1 heard of James Friday’s charging Mr. Langley before the Magistrates at Oxford with
having put his Fist in his Face. . .1 heard that Charles Wilkins called Mr. Langley from the Club
Room at Wheatley on Whit Tuesday (not Easter Monday) to speak with James Friday, when Friday
charged him with putting his Fist in his Face. . .1 was at Church at Wheatley last Sunday: Mr. Langley
preached ;. . .1 cannot give any account of the Sermon for his Voice is so broken, that he cannot be
heard to follow him.”

19 Rector of Holton.

20 The old church was opposite the ‘King and Queen’.

21 When Millais the painter was young, he used to be favourite visitor of Drury.

22 He occupied the Manor House. When it was turned into cottages in 1851 the manor part was divided and
Martha Cooper obtained half though one of the cottagers in the Manor House tried to sit in it.



