OPINIONS OF RITUALISTIC PRACTICES.

Four eminent Counsel, including Lord Justice Cairns, the late Attorney-
General, and Mr. Mcllish, were cunsulted, some six month- avoe, on behalf
of several Archbishops aud Bishops as tothe legality of certain vestiments,
of incenwe, altar-lights, and some other disputed points ol ecelesiastical
ritual, Ot all these the four eminent Counsel provounced a sweeping
condemuation.  We ventured at the time, with the tespect due to such
distinguisbhed and excellent buvyars, to express a doubt whether the con-
struction on which they relied of the Rubrie respecting Ounament
whether true or not, was conformable to the ordinary prineiples of lega
interpretation ; and we afierwards 100k the liberty to question whether the
Arch-bishop off York wa justified in asswming that the opinion was a con-
clusive explanation of the law  ‘Fhe English Chuteh Usion emtertaining
th - ~une doubts; have proceeded to arm themselves with the opinions of
nt+ cminent Coun-el. meluding the Chiet Bacon and Chied Ju=tice of the
Common Pleas, the Queen’s Advoeate, Mr. Coleridge. and M, W, M.
James,  'The nine Conn-el, with vanarkable unanimity, reject that con-
struction of ti:e Rubric which was adopted by the four Couneel. and agree
in holding that the use of vestinents mentioned inthe Fust Prayer Book
of Klward V. is now tawtul. A« to altar-lights. wafer-iead, the mixed
chatice, and the wse of Authems, Hymns, or Introits helore and sfrer the
Communion Service, they are not agreed 3 Siv W, Buovil and Mr. Coleridge
holding all these things unjowtul, the rest allowing some, and differing
among them-clvesas to others. Hywmus during the Communion Service,
and {uncense, are disabowed by all. Sie I, Kelly. it must be added.
answers the first questinn only, being one upon which he hal expro-~ed
his opinion in consultation before he was raised to .the Bench. Of the
soundness of the-e various views we shall say nothing, wewmmbing only thot
the conflicy deprives the fir<t Opinion of any claim to be considered
authoritative or final. Incense is virtually put aside: but the capital
question of the vestwents is thrown entirely open.

It thercfore appears that all the Opinions are in favour of the Icg:ﬁit{l of
vestments. Six are in favonr and two azainst the legalty of the two lizhts
All more or less against incense-  Three believe the mixed chalice lawful;
three unlawtul: aud two unt anthorised.  Four in favour of wafer-bread;
one, Mr. Jumes. makesit dependent or size and quality ; three iuclined
con~ider it illeeal. Al consider Hymns, &e, not lawful during the
Comuuntiun serviee ; hut <ix enusider them lawful at the beginning and the
end. Thexe Opinionsare classified in an am')endix to the Case ; and the
Opinion~ of the Lord Chancellor {(then Sir I, "Thesiger Jand Dr. Deane, set
out as given in 1857, in favour of vestments and the two lights.- « Guardian.

Colonial and Foreign Church Aews.

Cautstvas DECORATIONs.—The decoration of St. Paul’s (Valley) s in eeveral
respects moie cluborte and effective than at any former geason, and the church bas
well mmintained it clumeter of being the most beautifully ornamented of ull in the
diocere  Tn the body of the chureh the new feature, this time, are the dlluminated texts
between the windows, which nre covered with glass to preserve them from being
soilcd by dnst, and enclosed in neat friunes of evergreen, in rustic simpe. The pillare
are twined as usial, and three borders run around the gallery, in the panels of which
arce various emblems in evergreen, such as the Maltese cross, quatrefoil shicld, the
alrcle contarining the triangle, and 20 on. A large wreath surronnds the lofty chancel
arch, over which, following the line of the arch, is the text in green letters, * Blesused
be Hu: that cometh in the name of the Lorn.” The very effective roud sereen which
formed ro conspicuons a part of the decorations in other years has been ugain crected,



