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by» upwards of 5,500 members of the 
Church in the united diocese of Dublin, 
Glandelagh, and Kildase, and would move 
that it should be placed amongst the 
records of the Synod. Dr. Longfield and 
Dr. Battersby concurred in the opinion 
that it would be illegal to discuss such a 
notice, on the ground that the document;rei

ra
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was not a record of the Synod. At this 
stage Lord James Butler rose and created 
some confusion by pointing out that there 
was not a quorum of members present. 
The requisite number, however, was soon 
obtained, and then there was a little further 

iversation, which was ended by Dr. 
ingfield pointing out the necessity of 

business being transacted in a regular way.
—We (Record) noted in our hfct that the 

Plymouth Ritualists are holding a “ Ten 
Days’ Mission.” Gavazzi, who is staying 
there, has written on the subject to the 
Western Daily Mercury. After speaking 
Of his experience, as a Romish priest, ol 
these special Missions, he says :—“ I de
nounce the proceedings of the Ten Days 
Mission as intolerably Papist. Is there 
anything in real Protestantism like the 
celebrAtion, the matins, the evensong, the 
crusade for men only, dec. dec. Î No. It is 
all foul Popery, 'i he very name of osle
bration means the mass....... Why don’t
they say frankly, “ We are about to Ro
manize you, come and you shall have plent 
•f Popish nonsense” ? Why do they mas 
themselves as Protestants, playing a Popish 
trick at the expense of some bond fide 
believer ? The trick, however, must be 
stigmatised, and stopped somewhere, other 
rise it will be too late when at the gates of 

Vatican......We can hear with pity the
Mtacy of those who frankly pass from 

Protestantism into Romanism ; but there 
•an be only disgust and contempt for those 
Who are Romauists at heart, and id their 
doings conceal their shamefulness under a 

, Protestant mask, and try to legitimatise it 
uçder the protection -of a clerical gown.

—A novelty in church extension 
just been set on foot in Islington by a few 
gentj/MMù connected with the Church 
Bunflay Schools of the parish, viz., the 
establishment of a church solely for children 
—a want which their experience in the 
religious teaching of children has fo/a long 
time shown them to exist. It was mought 
by those who have inaugurated tjpb move
ment in Islington that if a selWce was 
originated entirely for ch il drey, with a 
short address suitable for their capacities, 
they might be induced to attenc and take 

» part in it with greater interest ban in the 
ordinary services as conducted in the Etta- 
blished Churches. The vicar of Islington, 
the Rev. Daniel Wilson, was consulted, 
and warmly entered into the scheme, offer
ing to lend the Boys’ Parochial School
room, Little Cross-street, for the purpose, 
and there for the last month the services 
have been held with a success far beyond 
the expectations of those by whom they 
were originated. The service commences 
at half-past six o’clock iu the evening, the 
doDrs being then shut, and no one admit
ted, afterwards, and concludes at half-past 
seven. No infants or adults are admitted, 
and eioh child on entering is given a copy 
of selections which have been made from 
the Church Evening Service, with suitable 
hymns. There is a good deal of sinking, 
the prayers being read, and an addresf or 
sermon of about twenty minutes’ duration 
delivered by readers who are members of 
the Diocesan Association of Lay Helpers, 
acting under the authority of the Bishop of 
London ; while the musical portion of the 
service is led by a youthful choir, and 
heartily joined in by the congregation.

—The Rock pays the following eloquent 
tribute to the memory of the late Rev. W. 

*B. Mackenzie:—Alas! that we should 
have to use the word “ late” in connexion 
with the name of the most gentle, most 
unostentatious, and most earnest of God’s 
ministers. William B Mackenzie, of St. 
James’s, Holljoway, is lost to eanh to make 
heaven the brighter. From a long, weary 
weight of suffering, in which, notwithstand
ing its acuteness, he had many hallowed 
dreams of the “ rest bjèyond the river,” he 
has ascended to the Father’s house, where 
his suffering is forgotten in the light of his 
Father’s smile, and where all tears are for 
evermore wiped away. For many months 
a large congregation and a sympathizing 
neighbourhood may be said to have been 

. the anxious watchers around his dying 
bed. “ How is Mr. Mackenzie ?” was the 
first question you asked on entering church ; 
you heard it. asked in the streets by working 
men at the corner of the street in which

the church stands ; in the omnibus or train 
by which you went to the City, and. in 
shops where you went to make a purchase. 
The question now can be answered without 
any anxiety or uncertainty tingeing it. It 
is well with him. His painful sufferings 
are at an end. In the very zenith of his 
power? when he was never working more 
earnestly, or loving his work more deeply, 
he has been summoned to a higher sphere 
of being and action. Our tears fall because 
of our own great loss; but they may 
quickly dry in the thought of tfis infinite 
gain. x

— Mr. Williams, who has for many 
years been a travelling lecturer of the 
Liberation Society, having made a visit to 
Stalybridge, to lecture on the prospects of 
religious liberty in England, vainly endea
voured for three-quarters of an hour to get 
a hearing,^and then left the platform amidst 
cheering and yelling. The meeting after 
wards with much enthusiasm passed the 
following Resolution :—“ That this meeting 
is of the opinion that the agents and agita
tors of the Liberation Society are a perfect 
nuisance to religion and are unworthy of 
toleration ; that they foster a spirit of in
fidelity and encourage Romanism ; and, 
further that the Nonconformists have al
ways proved themselves most despotic and 
intolerant to those who differ from them, 
and we deem them, therefore, unworthy of 
our confidence.” Every sentence in this 
resolution was received with great cheering. 
Three cheers for the “ Good old English 
Constitution,” and the singing of *“• God 
save the Queen ” terminated the meeting 
about an hou^from its commencement.

—Grants effibney have been made to the 
society for buippng and enlarging churches 
and chapels ; krtv irds building churches at 
Dudlestoh-heath; jfylesmere, Salop ; Fewcot, 
Stoke Lyne, Oxq|; Kenly, Coulsden, 
Surrey; Middleton St. Lawrence, near 
Darlington : and Skelmergh, Kendal. 
Re-building the church at Downham, near 
Brentwood. Enlarging or otherwise 
increasing the accommodation in the church
es at Bere Ferris, South Devon ; Bishop’s 
Itchington, Leamington ; Corwen ; Crowao, 
.Cornwall; Grey well, Odiham, Hants: 
Llauiaben, Cardiff ; Lugwardine, Hereford : 
PattishalJ, North ao ta; Prittlewell, South- 
end ; Stretford, Leominster ; Swanscombe, 
Kent; Tolland, Somerset; and Warminster 
Christ Church, Wilts. U'ddèr urgent 
circumstances the grant forjnerly made 
towards building the church at Lynmouth, 
Lynton, near, Barnstaple, was increased.

e society likewise accepted the trust of 
sums of money as repair funds for the 
churches at Low Marple, St. Martin’s 
Cheshire; Rowledge St. James, Hants, 
and Thurstonland St. Thomas, near Hud
dersfield.

The Scottish Episcopal Church.— 
The question of the representation of the 
aity in the Church courts has been 

considered by the Synod of the Scottish 
Episcopal Church. The Primus reported 
that the diocesan synods were unanimous 
in their opinion that the laity should be 
admitted to additional powers and functions, 
over and above those which they at present 

All agreed in confirming to 
the laity the power to speak, and in giving 
them a power to vote in the councils of the 
Church ; but their power of voting on 
questions affecting doctrine, discipline, or 
worship was proposed to be limited in all 

"but one synod, and all asked, or implied 
the request, that a general synod might be 
convened for the purpose of carrying out 
the object. A^memorial had been received 
signed by the Earl of Crawford and 
Balcarres, Lord Clinton, the Earl of 
Strathmore and Kinghorne, the Earl of 
Kinnoult, Lord Forbes, and Lord R. C. 
N. Hamilton, deprecating any organic 
changes in the Canons, and expressing 
their satisfaction with the present constitu
tion of the Church and synods. The 
Bishop of Brechin moved, “That the 
Bishops are not prepared to call a general 
synod on the lay question.” The Primus 
moved as an amendment, “ That in 
consideration of the unanimous request on 
the part of the diocesan synods that the 
Bishops should convene a general synod, 
with the view of admitting the faithful laity 
to additional powers and functions in the 
councils of the Church, the Bishops do 
proceed to convene said general synod at 
— —i- a period as they may consider it
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desirable for the interests of the Church.’* 
On a division, the motion of the Bishop 
of Brechin was carried, there voting for it 
the Bishops of Brechin, Aberdeen, and 
Glasgow, and for the amendment tho 
Primus and the Bishop of St. Andrew’s.
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was introduced before the first judgment. 
The council took time to consider its judg
ment. 4 f

Lord Chelmsford in delivering judg
ment in this case, said that in the monition 
which followed the appeal to this commit
tee Mr. Mackonochie was commanded to 
abstain from the elevation of the cop and

Sten during the administration of the 
oly Communion. Their lordships ex

pressed a clear opinion upon the matter 
and a mere literal compliance with the 
monition in an evasive manner would not 
suffice, but jit was again alleged that Mr. 
Mackonochie has not complied with the 
monition, inasmuch as, first, he knowingly 
and habitually sanctions the elevation of 
the paten and cup above the head of the 
officiating clergyman at the prayer of con
secration ; and secondly, he knowingly and 
habitually sanctions kneeling or prostration 
before the elements during the prayer of 
consecration. Affidavits fifed on behalf of 
the appellant describe the acts done by the 
officiating Clergyman during the adminis
tration of the Holy Communion on seven 
different Sundays ; the practice being that 
upon the officiating clergyman’s reading 
the solemn words of the prayer of conse
cration he drops his voice, so as to be nearly 
inaudible; that a bell begins to toll; that 
he then elevates, not the paten, but a 
wafer, and places it on the communion
table ; that he then bows his head towards 
the table, and remains in this position for. 
some seconds ; that he then elevates the 
cup, and, replacing it on the hob table, 
bows down as before, after whifn the ad
ministration of the elements commences. 
It appears from the cross-examination of 
Mr. Mackonochie that,\after the institution 
of proceedings against him, he authorized 
the practice of elevating the wafer and not 
the paten, and he confessed that his object 
on every occasion was merely to comply 
literally with the law. But he assured 
their lordships, and they accept his state
ment, that he had in no way desired to 
shelter himself behind the difference be
tween the use of the wafer and of the 
paten, but had treated the elevation of the 
wafer as equivalent to the elevation of the 
paten. Again, there can be no doubt that 
any elevation of any part of the cup above 
the forehead is an elevation of the cup 
itself. Now the conclusion to be drawn is 
that Mr. Mankonoehie having determined 
to yield only the most literal obedience to- 
the precise letter of monition, had resolved 

secration ; it continued for a minute or so. that neither he nor his curates should ele- 
He had no “ fixed level ’ for elevating the "vate the cup above the forehead during the
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peared before the council for cross-examin
ation. Dr. Stephens, Mr. Archibald, and 
Mr. R. Shaw were the counsel. The de
fendant stated that he had given directions 
that the monition should be obeyed, and 
that all his curates had heard the judg
ment delivered. He had told them not to 
bend the knee in the consecration prayer. 
They discussed the Order in Council, and 
the directions for complying with it The 
object was to see how far they could obey 
the law of the Church without disobeying 
the law of the State.u Mr. -Mackonochie 
added that he elevated the wafer, but not 
the paten.

In reply to Mr. Archibald’s further 
questions, the defendant said the bell was 
rung during the saying of the words of con-

wafer, but there was no occasion to elevate 
it above the head. The elevation took 
place before the prayer of consecration 
was finished. The cup was elevated in the 
same way, but afterwards. There was no 
gesture made at the time of elevating, and 
no bowing ; but after the consecration he 
bowed so that the forehead as nearly as 
possible touched the table.

Mr. Archibald then addressed the coun
cil, contending that although the articles of 
monition had not been drawn to meet in 
express terms that act now confessed, Mr. 
Mackonochie had ventured to trifle with 
the law, and had done an illegal thing. 
The several acts admitted to have been 
done were within the terms of the monition, 
and rendered the respondent liable to all 
the consequences of a breach of the moni
tion. It was well established that in at
tempting to perform an illegal act a man 
rendered himself liable to penal conse< uen- 
ces. So Mr. Mackonochie, in his att :mpt 
to raise the cup to the middle of his kead, 
had, in fact, been guilty of elevation. The 
same considerations applied in the case of 
the wafer. The witnesses for the appellant 
stated that they had seen the wafer on some 
occasions, and the chalice on others, raised 
considerably above the head of the cele
brant, and on one occasion it was a foot 
above his head. From the position of the 
celebrant, standing with his back to the 
people, it was impossible they could see 
the chalice unless it was r-iiscd considerably 
above his head. All this showed that, in 
attempting to keep just within the bounds 
of the monition, those bounds had been dis 
tinctly exceeded. Taking the whole of the 
evidence together, it was plain that the 
clergy of St. Alban’s |iad committed a 
breach of the monition. Mf< Mackonochie 
said he could distinctly swear that after 
the 17th of June he did not elevate the 
chalice or wafer above the head ; and, in
answer to the Archbishop 0f York that 
the raising of the wafer in8tead of the 
paten did not arise in consequence of these 
proceedings. In reply to Lord Chelmsford, 
Mr. ^Mackonochie added that the wafer

prayer of consecration, but that, in trying 
to keep to the degree of elevation intended, 
the officiating clergyman, no doubt uncon
sciously and unintentionally, elevated the 
paten and cup to the extent mentioned in 
the affidavits. Whatever his intention to 
obey may have been, the act of elevation 
to the prohibited degree was witnessed; the 
secret intention could not be known. The 
remaining charge to be considered against 
Mr. Makonochie is his sanctioning kneeling 
or prostration before the consecrated ele
ments during the prayer of consecration. 
Their lordships did not regard the reve
rential bowing as an act of prostration ; but 
the posture assumed for some seconds by 
Mr. Mackonochie was not mere bowing, 
but a huqijÿe prostration of the body in 
reverence ahd adoration. Their lordships, 
therefore, consider that the charge against 
Mr. Mackonochie of having sanctioned 
prostration before the consecrat^i elements 
is fully proved, and express their great re
gret at the course which Mr. Mackonochie 
thought himself justified in adopting in his 
supposed submission to the authority of 
the monition. He carefully scanned the 
monition and the Order in Council to see 
how nearly he could observe the prohibited 
ceremonies, of| as he expressed it, how far 
he could obey the law of the church or 
what he considered to be the law of the 
church, without disobeying the law of the 
State. Mr. Mackonochie must be reminded 
that the right of the church of England to 
ordain ceremonies is asserted by the 34th 
Article of Religion, and that none of the 
ceremonies which he practises are prescrib
ed by the church. In the attempt to 
satisfy his conscience, and to shelter him
self under the narrowest literal obedience 
to authority, Mr. Mackonochie has been 
for a second time in fault. Their lordships 
therefore declare that Mr. Mackonochie has 
not complied with the monition in respect of 
the elevation of the paten or wafer, nor as 
to abstaining from prostrations before the 
consecrated elements, and they order that 
he be suspended for the space of three 
calendar months from the time of the no-
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