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the cousecrsted elements during the prayer of
consecration, and also from using lighted candies
on the communion-table during the celebration of
the floly Communion, at times wben such ligbted
candies were flot wanted for the purpose of giving
light,"

December, 2, 4 -A motion was now msade b.-
fore the Jadicial Committee on the part of the
appellants, praying the Committee to declare that
the respondent hsd flot complied with this moni-
tion, inasmuch as he continued (1), to elevate
the cup and paten during the administration of
the Holy Communion; (2), to kneel or pros-
trate bimself before the consecrated elements
during the prayer of consecration ; (3), to use
lighted candies on the communion-table at times
'when such candles were not wanted for the pur-
pose of giving Iigbt; tbe appellante further prayed
that the monition xnight be enforced iunuh
manner as to the Committee migbt seem 1it

In support of the motion affidavits were 5used,
stating, amongst otber thinge, that on certain
days tberein mentioned, the rospondeut ln cele-
brating the communion service, when he came to
that part of the prayer of coneecration, at wbich,
the rubric directs tbe priest to take tbe paten into
bis bands, psnsed in reading the prayer; tbat
during sncb pause, and before taking tbe paten
into bis bands, he bowed hiuiself down to the coni-
munion-table, :so that his forebead nearly touched
it, he thon stood upright, aud immediately after-
wards knelt down upon the stops leading to tho
communion-table, that, after knoeling for a foi'
seconds, he rose and again stood up and took the
paten into bis bands, and raised it level with hid
head ; that ho then roplacod the paton upon tisO
communion-table; that he then again bowed
down to the communion-table so that bis fore-
bead noarly toucbed the same; be then agaifl
stood upright, and immediatoly afterwards knelt
down upon the stops loading to the communion-
table; that after knceling for a few seconids ho
again rose, stood u p, aud proceoded witb thO
said prayor of cousocration, until he came to that
part at whicb the rubrie directs tbe priest to take
the cup into bis bands; h. then again pauspi iii
reading the prayer; that during snob pause, and
before taking the cnp into bis bauds, be bowed
bimef down to the communion-table, so that
bis forebead nearly toucocd it; ho then stood
uprigbt, and immediately afterwarde knelt down
upon the steps leading to the communion-table;
that after kneeliug for a few seconde, ho again
rose and stood up, and took the cup into bis
bande and raised it level with bis bead ; he then
roplaced the cup upon the COmmuuion-table ; he
thon again bowed down to the Communion-table,
s0 that his forehead uearly toucbed it; ho then
rose aud etood uprigbt, and immedistely after-
terwards kueit down upon the steps leading to
the communion-table; that after kneohing for a
few seconds be again rose, stood up, and prooooded
with tbc prayer of consecration; tbat at the
commencement of the morning prayer there were
eight ligbted candies upon a shelt, about six inches

*above the level of the communion-table, aud wWhh
appeared to form part thereof, two of sncb candles
being in candlesticksen sd six in two candelabra,
bolding tbree candleà etch, sncb candiesticks and
candelabra standing upon the shelf; the eight
oandies wero extinguished immcdiately befure

the commencement of the communion service, up
to which time tboy were kept continuously burD,
ing; sncb candles were not required for the pur,
pose of giving light.

In opposition to the motion affidavits werO
filed, in which the respondent denied that sinO
tbe 8ervice of the monition upon him, ho had 'ever
prostrated himself or knelt upon steps leadirig tO
the communion-table or elsewbere when celebrat-
ing the Holy Communion, during any part of the
oonsecration prayer; but be admitted tbat it ses9

bis practice, dnring the prayer of consecratioD,
wben celebratiog the Holy Communion, audwhilst
standng before the bol7 table, reverently te
bond oneknce at certain parts of tbe prayer, and
occasionally, in se doing, bis knee momentarily
touched the gronnd, but such toucbing of the
ground *as no part of the sot of reverence iritended
by him; and ho alleged that ever uince tbe moni-
tion seas served upon him ho had endeavoured te
obey it, and had nover, iutentionally or advisedly,
in any respect dieobeyed it, or sanctiened an>'
practice centrary te its provisions. The Rev. Il.
A. Walker, curate to the respondene, deposed
further that, baving regard to the position of
the colebrating and assisting prioste during the
coneecration prayer as welt as te the length
aud nature of their dress, b. did net believe it
possible for any person in the body of the churcb
to say sebether the respondent did kncel or not.

A. J. Stephens, Q. C. (Archibald and Droop
witb him), in support of tbe motion, contendied
that the monition must b. censtrued in accord-
ance with the Book of Common Prayor ; that the
elevation of the cup and paten to the level of the
bead was inconsistent with the directions of the
rubric, and in contravention of the monition;
tbat the respondent according te bis own admis-
siens, had, during the prnyer of consecration,
dons sots whicb amonnted to P. kneeling ; and
that ho bad prostrated himself. in disobedlienco
to the monition.

Mr. Mackonochie, in pereen, coutended, in op-
'position, tbat oven if the nmonition bad been dis-
obeyed, the Judicial Comniittee had ne poweer tO
enforce obedience to it; and tbhit the monition
bad flot been disobeyed ; for the monition could
flot go beyond the articles, and since the monitiosi
ho bad not done any of the thinge whicb bcd
beu complained of in the articles, having oinl>'
elevated the cup sud paten to the level of bis
bead, and made gonufiexione whicb were not

kneeling, kneeling implying an iatenâtional touch-
ing of the ground with the knee ; ho contendod
that the monition muet be strictly coustruedo
this motion beiug a crimninal preceeding.

A. J. ,Stephens, in replying, secs relieved b!
the Committes, from the necesity of supperti%
their power of enforcing obedieno. te the moOi'
tion issued.

Lord HIATHtiRLET, L. C., delivered the judt
ment of the Judicial Corfimittee.*

In thie case a motion bas been made calliog
upon their Lordsbipe to take proceedinge in ordof
to orîforce the monition which bas been ser-ved
upon the reverend respondent with regard to the
execution of a sentence pronounced in the fi9
instance by the Court of Arches. This senteucO

* The Lord Chancellor, the Archhishop of York, Lord
Chelmnsford, Sir James W. Colite, Sir Joseph Napier.
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