DR. LUSHINGTON’S JUDGEMENT
(Concluded from our last.)

From the London Guardiun.
Dr. Lushington’s Opinion.—* | would T
the first place observe that, with respect to
things lawful, this Court is, under circun-
stanoes, at liberty to consider what is expe-
dient ; but thatin matters essential, in all
questions of law, all churches are bound by
the same law, and that such law is_positive,
thoughb difficulties may attend its discovery.
1 think that in eases of doubt, and whero the
law may be obacuce, I am not only entitled
but bound to bear in mind the character of
the Reformation, and the great objects
sought to be attained thereby. [ agree that
the Establisbed church is not the negative
of the Charch of Rome. T agree that
the Established Church was intended to be
oonformable to the primitive Church, and
consequently purified from the abuses of the
Chn.'g of ﬁome. I do not assume to de-
cide what weight is to be given to the opi-
nions of the Bishops of the time of Queen
Elizabeth in comparison with those of James
3, and Charles I, save thus fer—that those
who immediately succeeded to the Reforma-
tion must have known best the minds of the
first Reformers, and their declarations and
acts are the best expasition of the inton-
tions of the Roformation. 1 wholly deny
that the statute of Edward V1., passed in
the second year of his reign, or the Statute
of Uniformity, cas be affected by non-
. By the Iaw of Englund no statute
can fall into desuotude. ‘The case of wager
of battle ia all-powerful to prove this prapo-
stion. I think great weight is justly due to
in the second year of King . Edward
VL; but to make this argument nvail, it
must be shown, not that any particular oroa-
ment might be occasionally found, but that
its Jegality and acceptance were proved by
eral use and acknowledgment. Asium-
mg the inquiry to be what was in use de
&'ld. in the socond year of King Edwmd
» and} for such purposo omitting the
.;words ¢ by the suthority of Parliament,’ how,
fter the Iapso of thess hundred years, are
we toascertain what ornamenta were then
in use, and especially whether crossos wore
at that period generally introduced into our
parish churches?  First, therois the difli-
colty of ascertaining what did exist in those
remote times ; secondly, the difference of
inion which would necessarily arise as to
-the fact ; and thirdly, the incvitable conse-
quenoe that difforent usnges, different orne-
meats, different observancos weuld prevail
through all our churches.  What would be-
come of the uniformity for which the statute
was made? Where wonld be the peace of
the Church 1 1 must follow this subject a
little further, though I do so with much re-
luctance, as a matter of duty. It is ono on
. which I should much rogret if my opinions
. .wete not underatood, even though T may be
..in error. 1 apprehend that the groat object
. of our Reformors were to remove, tirst, those
errors in doctrino which they believed had
cropt into the Church; and, next, those
s and practices which, though perhaps
in themselves innocueus, they juﬁgod were
asusiliary, by their obuse, to superstition and
. the maintenance of error. I must assume
_ that what was dono at the Reformation was
nght, The conclusions I draw from these
premisos are, that I ought not to hold any
practices to be illogal merely because the
.aroin use iu the %Immh ot $lome; but
.ought” to consider overy practice illegnl
‘which was cither expressly forbiddon, or by
implication clearly disapproved of, at the
" time of the Reformation, and which lias not
_bago avowedly in use since that period. 1
.bave beon told that many persons who ad-
“voests the introduction of soma of the arti-
clesand things complained of in this and
_other instances disclaim looking to the
" Cliurch of Rome, and profess that thew de-
sire isto revivo the practico of what was in
“uge in the earliost and purest times of Chris-
tianity. Ido not dispute that they inay be
actuated by such motives, but 1 am clearly
of opinion that, in ncting wpon thew and on-
deavouring to carry their views into practico,
they assumo to be wiser than our own Re-
‘formers aid our own Church as by law.cs-
tablished, It is not within the scopo of my
authority 1o sapction any practice not now
tn wirids ebsevvantia, ou tho aupposition
that the ancient Church would have sane-
tioned it. Butis the wisdotn of men o0 im-
proved that we can venture upon any cde-
parture either from the doctrines or prac-
tioes of our ancestors with impunity 1 1lavo
we not, oven in our own dny, witnesseda sad
example of tho dangur of endeavouring anew
to reform that which our Reformers lett us,
and assimilato our system to the Church of
Rome1 Iarve we notseen, what never has
before, from the days of Craumgr, been seen
in this lacd—not loss, in n very fow years,
than ose hundred clergymun of our Church
secede to Bome, and who were, many of
them, men of undoubted picty, of great
learning, and ULlamcless hives?  Soe the
monuments erected to the momory of
the wmartyrs of our own Church at Ox-
ford; and read tho names of those who took
8 leading part in that work. Iow many
have seceded from that Church which they
s0ught to preserve by honouring the meno-
zy of its firat restorers and martyrs! Qught
we not then to pause—to doubt our own
' th and our own judgment—irhen we
soek to mend that which they bequenthed to
us, consecrated by their own blood 1 Qught
wo not to heutato before we admit any one
practice, ‘any onc thing, not sanctioned by
tbem, and ore espocially any one thing
which has the rewnotest leaniag to the Church
of Rome and her usages, which our Reforni-
o4 faith holds in just abhorrence? 1s it not
wiser to keep on the safe side—to omit
rather that which may be innocent in itsel),
even decorous or ornamental—thao run the
remdtest risk of consequences so much to be
deplored?  We must bear in mind, too, that
all these matters ought to be kept wholly
distinct from questions of doctrine. 1t bas
been truly stated In the course of the argu-
ment that thero have always beentwo par-
ties in our Church; and it las been said,
* Why should greater weight be attributed
to. Archbishop Grindall and his echool than
0. Archbishops Laud and Juson, or to
Bishop Montague T T am, I think relieved
from the necessity of pronouncing avy opint-
on upoa this questios ; from the very fact,
however, of priority of time, Parker and
GrindsR are more trustworthy than Laud
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No nttempt has beers snade to show that the
ueage of the Church ban not corresponded
with what Craner and Ridley stated, or
that it bas corresponded with the opinions of
thos: in the succceding century. 1 cannot,
however, pass by the consideration of this
point, without declariny that, though thers:
might in those times have been some Refor-
mers to whom thegcharacter of ultra Protes-
tants might apply,” I never will consent to
,ﬁacc in that category the names of Cranmer,

idley and Jewel—names never to bs
mentioped without veueration—by whose
meany, under the blessing of Providence, we
hiave been emancipated from the thraldom
aml corruption of the Church of Rome.
When we inquire what ornaments are sanc-
tioncd by our Charch, the first reference is
to the statutus ;~—

“¢ All such ornoments shall be retaiged
and be in uee a8 were in this Church of
England by the asthority of Parliament in
the sscond year of King Edward V1.

Two things are then clear; that the orna-
tnonts must have beon in use, and in use by
the nuthority of Parliament. The next in-
ferenco winch appears to me to follow is,
that we must show what was in use by le-
ﬁnl ovidence. Whatever was repudiated

y competent authority, and disallowed ge-
nerally from the timo of the MHeformation,
was not in legal use at thattine, Astothe
argument that an orasment or article is not
illega! werely becausoit is usedin the Ro-
man Catholic Church, it may bo admitted
abstractedly to be true, but very erroneous
deductiona will be drawn from it unless duly
qualified. The first qualification | will
mention, exclusively of the illegality of whot
i8 not expressly slfowad is, that such orna-
menteand articles have not been abused to
superstitious purpoers, , I they bave, I ap-
prehend that they are not allowed by onr
Chureh. The whole object of the efor-
ination way to abrogate, not only practices
idolatrous in themselves, but all things and
all upages, indifferent io themselves, which
had been abused to superstitious purposes.”

Altars, Crucifixes, snd Crossen—* But
fimt, as to the fact that it was the intention
of the Refornation to prohibit all things,
indifforent in theinselvos, which hud beon
abusod to superstitions usea—I1 thlnk one or
two examples will suffice, without having
recourse to authorities. Take the case of
aitars. In the opinion of the Church, the
materisl, the fixture, and the shape had been
mado subservient 10 erronvous doctsines ;
they wore all abolished, aod n different ta-
ble established.  Again, take the case of a
crucifix.  What can be more jonocent in
staclf than the figure of our Saviour.on the
ctoss, in whatover matorinl it may -bo exhi-
bited? Jtis admitted on all hands that the
crucifix is prohibited.. Why 1 The crucifix
had heen abused.  Ttmight bolabused again
to superstitious notions.  Why should not
crosses be put in the same category. as cru-
oifixes 7. 'They have boen equally porverted
to superstitions . praclicos.  Assuming the
lugal test to be what was legally in use by
the authority of I'arlimmant -in the second
yoar of King Edward VI., what evidenco
is there to establish the fact that crosses
wemo at that tme so inusol I apprebend
that the onus probandi cleatly hies upon

those who undortake to prove the aflivma.
tive, aid 1 ANIS cnse, « furtiors, for other

and strong roasons :—1, Becausa I am de-
cidedly OF opinion that crossss and crucilixes
fall within the same goneral principlos~~
both have beon abused. 2. Because itisa
fact beyond disputo that, ordinarily, crosses
bave not heen introduced into our churches ;
there are not half a dozen indances in mo-
dern times.”

Queen Elizaboth aud Bishop Butler no
authority asfuxamples.—“1 am not at all
moved by the conduct of Queen Jlizabeth
hemolf during this period.- She dasirad to
rutnin the use of crucifixes and crosses in her
own chapel.  She gave way totho remon-
strance of the Bishops—she relapsed. "1 do
ot think that her private indulgence in the
use of crucifixes and crosses is very satis.
factory ovidence ns to the law governing
the paople; bus 1 do think that the perso-
vernnce of the Bishops in indisting upon the
disuse, evon by the Severeign-—-and such s
Sovereign as Queen  Blizabeth—is the
strongest proof that they believed they were
supported by the faw of the land. Can |
hiave better contempoiancous evidence than
the conduct of these very Bishops, many of
whom could not justly be called ultra-Re-
formers ] \What weightis to be . given to
and whet doductions deawn from the con-
duct of Bishop Butler! “I'be fncts 1 take
to be, that Bishop Butler caused to be put
up or sanctioned the putting up, a crass in
lus privato chapel, and also had a cross in
his study. Giving  this example its full
torce, this use of the cross is no precedent
for a similar use ina parish church.  When
the question is, what was the use and cus-
tom of the Church, of what avail is the
opinion of onc, buwever eminent, against the
sonductof all 2 Nay, how complotely dvos
this isolated instance prove the general opi-
nion and pmetice of the Church to have
been the very reverse.  Does this case rest
here!  Wlat wasthe opinion of the Church,
or of its head, expressed at that time ! The
words off Archbishop Secker, as reported by
Bishop 1llalifax, are as follows:—* As to
{-utling up o cross in his chapel, the Arch-
ishop fmnkl{ owns that for bhimsel( he
wishes ho had not; and thinks that in so
doing the Bishop did amiss.’ Lut before |
leave this topic 1must advert to ove of the
results which followed, partly, I think it
cannot be doubted, from those peculiar do-
votional practices of Bishop Butler,  After
his death bis momory was assailed from va-
rious quarters, and on bis name wan attempt-
ed to bie affixed the stigma of bolding Ro-
man Catholic doctrines while bo tilled a soe
of our P'rotestant Church. However pure
in heart and free from error Bishop Butler
hisnself was, is this an example to be fol-
lowed ; or is it not vather a boacon on higlx
to warn us all from the dangers of so penl-
ous a course 17

Couclusion as to Croses.—*It now re-
maius to determipy whether, upon » due con-
sideration of the argumenis on both sidesand
of ofall the facts and circumstances to which
I have already referred, [ can come to the
conclusion that the introduction of crosses
ifto ghre parish churches is found to be in
conformity with the rubric and authorised
by law. I chink st must be admitted on
all hauds that, though beyond all doubt cros-

and - Juxon, for it is not a question of what is
right or wrong, but a question of what was.
done ornot done. Ifany doubt remains ns’
to thegelative valuo and weight of the evi-
dence, the test is the usage of our Cbureb.:

ses and crucilixes were in use prior to the
Reforumiion, yet that there isno divect proof
that they were in use at all in the second year

of ng.Edward V1., much less by autbority

e S ] A

of Parliament 5 that ull the groat divines of
our Clurchdurmg the times ot Fadward V1L
and of Qneen Ehzabeth, weluding Arekibs-
shop Whitgift, denounced them as auper sti-
tions an! succeaded in baving thew removed
by the authonty of the Crown, from adl our
parish Chareh « 5 and to the present day
their introductinn luw never again been at-
tempted.  The resurreetion from  this tong
sleep of 300 years of a4 practice notociously
abused to idulutrous purposes i in the very
teeth of the principdes and intentions of the
Reformation. 1 disclaisn founding my seei-
sion upon the statute: of the 3rd and $th of
Edward ; but for the reasons stated, can |
hesitste an to the conclusion o which Tmust
arcive? [ need bardly say that 1 come: o
the conclusion that the cross in St Paul's,
and the two crosses in St. Barnabas’ are not
warranted by law.?

The Bishop of Fxetor an authority in this
case.~ -1t is a gieal satisfaction to my mind
that { an confirmed jn the opiwon | have
thus formed upon this que-tion by the deli-
berate opinien and judical decision of & very
learned prelate of the present day—one
whosc great abilities and extensive crudition
have been acknowledged by all—and one
who las never buen suspected of the s.ighest
inclination towards what is called by some
ultra-Protestantism,  fo the year 1547 the
Bishop of Excter,on his own sere motion,
instituted a criminal proceeding aginst the
Rev. William Ceorge Parkes Swmith, minis-
ter of a chapel in the village of "Tormohum,
for placing or causing to he placed ornaments
or other unauthorised things in various parts
of the chaped, and especially on the con-
munion-table.  “Tho ornument  placed by
Mr. Smith, or under his pennission, enbra-
ced, among others a cross two feethigh. Af-
ter stating that  Mr. Swith had in his own
right nothing to do with the ordering of the
ornaments of furniture of the chuarch, but
that that matter belonged to the church -
wardens, the Bishop decided  that it “would
not be lawful for any onc ta deek tho Tord's
table,in preparation for the Tloly Commu-
nion, with vases containing tlowess, and with
a cross placed on the table for the occasion.
1 think the right reverend prelate placed the
question on the truest grounds— what is not
permitted is prohibited.  Let it not be eup-
posed that | have uttered one word which
can justly v construcd tu restrict private
opinton ; but persons must not set up their
own authority, however conscientiously con-
vinced of the trath of their own views, to
subvert or alter what has been establishad
by law.* - -

Candles and Candlosticks,.—T'here is
another question upon which it ia incumbent
on me to pronounce a judgement, the cand-
lesticks and candles on the communion-table
and, T must add, the usos made  thereof.—

"T'he description of them, as given in the act
on petition, in as follows ;-

“*‘P'wo massive gilded candlesticks, one
thereof placed on cither sude of the snid cross
and holding candles, when new, of at least
onu yard in licight and cight inches in cir-
cumference, nad which sail said candies aru
onmany occasiens  kept burning during the
pesformance of divine service, . and during
the celebration on the 1loly Communion,

at times when the same are not needed to
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worship.

1 the answor,the use of these candies is de-
fonded, and also the lightuing of thew, *whe-
ther necossary or unnccessary, for th= pur-
pose of Jight. ‘Fhe inquiry s, what is the
Inw apphcable to this state of facts!  And
[ do nat hesitate to declare it to be a yeus-
tion not without dilliculties. Candlesticks
and candles may be considered in two ways
—first, as attording necessary light ; second-
ly, as ornawicats, and (it may be) lighted
without necessity,  Now, for the first pur-
pose—aflording the necesary light, Ishould
not be disposed to scrutinise narrowly the
form of the candleaticks or the dimensions
of the candles; sull, it is true that there
might be such an excess in both pacticulars
as would deserve the attention of the Court,
even were the question to be governed by
discretion alone.  Ifthe candlesticks ave to
be considered as ornaments, and to be lights
without necussity, very dilferent cousidera-
tions would apply. 1 apprehend that these
candlesticks, which | have seen, and which
are described in the procecdings, amd res-
peeting which it is avowed tiat it is lawful
to light them without neeessity, must, if =0
lighted without necessity fall under the legal
denomination of ornantents, and tot ueces-
saries.  If this bazo, the law in the rubric
must be applicable o them. Before the
Reformation the use of candles aud tapers
and images of wax beyond doubt prevailed,
and especially when mass was performed. —
Lyodwood mentions a constitntion of Arch-
bishop Regnolds in these terms teeaTeme
Bore quo missarum solennin peraguntur, ac-
s'mlpmur dune enmdele, vel ad minus vaa.’
T'ni’."lighting of those candles was intimately
connected with a rite of the Roman Catho-
lic Church,  Very oarly in King Edward
V1.'s time---viz., in 1247, he issued an tu-
junction, in the following words :---

v o All ecelesiastical persons shall sutler
from henceforth no torc{ncs. nor candles ta-
pers, or images of wax, to be s2t afore any
image or picture, but only two lights upon
(hokfnigh altar, before the Sacrament, which,
for the signitication that Christ is the very
true Lightof the world, they shall suffer to
remain still.?

1 have already expressed iy opinion that
this injunction is not entitled to ths force of
an Act of Parliament, but the injuuction is
strong and undeniable proof of what. in the
early times of the Reformation, was deemed
right ou this subject and sanctioned by royal
authority.  "There can ba no doubtalso that
this injunction was ecepted and acted upon
by Archbishop Cranmer. 1t is equally clear,
however, that this use of candles is not ex-

ressly authorised by the Jud aud 3ird of
F'Zdwr;rd V1., nor by l{w First Book of Com-
mon Prayer. Subsequently, as the Rofor-
mation grow in strength, the setting lights
on the communion table was expressly pro-
hibited. Tmmediately after the statute of
Edward passel, the public ligh's on the
Lord's board weie dectned by tie highest
authorities in this realin not to be awetion-
ed by that statute or the Beok of Common
Urayer,but that such ~ustontwas prohibited.
Duriag the time o Queen Elizabeth she
retamed, at least partialiy.the use of lights,
though the Bishops of that day disapproved
of them, and they were not in general vse,
Speaking to the best of mny knowledge.} be-
lieve that the usage for nearly three ko
dred years ws been for large candlesti ks

and large candles to be placed o the com-

munion-table, or near ity in very wany ca-
thedeialy and conme raval and eodlege chapels;
but § also beliere that suck candles were
never lighted, save for the purpase of atford-
ing light when nucessary, and in some cathe-
drals 1 have reasm to think they were never
lighted at all.  Fusther, [ belive that the
placing suek candies on the comumumon-tably
or the lighting  thew. did ot previal asa
custon, i it existed at allin parish churches.
[ will aldvert to another argument, which |
ind has been advanced in suipot of the
legality of lighted candles. 1t has been
contea .ed that this practice of having light-
«d candies on the communion—table existed
by law from very early days. and that by
vrtue of Act of Pardiament such law con-
tinues in foree, and the statute referved to is
the 25th of Henry VIIL, chap. 19, Tt is
alho true that, during the tume of Arch-
bishup Reynolds, it wis ordered ¢ tempore
quo missarum solennia peraguntur aceendon-
tur dua: candeln:, vel ad minus upa’ e
true that, undess this statit: has been quali-
fied by subsequent acts, such must be its
aperation ; for it has not be expressly re-
pealed,  But has it uot heen quahfied and
in part repealed in varions ways ! Faest, |
am ol opinion that this statute of Henry
VILL, and all that st pueports to confirm ani
carry into effect, is modified and repealed,
protanto, by what is to be found in the
Acts of Uniformity, and in other statates
relting to the Establishel Church of the
realn, and by the Book of Connmon ’rayer,
by all therein o be found .nconsistent with
those canons, constitutions, and sofarth;
and that, by necessary implication, all laws
previously existing, oppeacd to the ¢ harch
by present faw established, are repealed. |
take the ordinance of Archbishop Reynolds,
and the injunction of 1547, and [ ask of that
ordinance and that injunction can be recon.
ciled with the Clirch of Eugland as by Iaw
establishied ¢ The ordinance of Archbishop
Reynolds refers to the celebration of the
atass.  'Tho mass is gone—root aml branch
—extirpated by the nubority of Par'jament.
especinlly in the estublishinent of the Book
of Common Prayer.  What bec aines, then,
of an ordinance which relates to the mass !
T'hen, a« to the injunction of 1547, I'wo
lights upon the highaltar,says the injunction.
Where is the high altar now?  Abolished,
if Sir Horbert Jenner Fust be right, and
with all the attributes to it not expressly
recognised by our Church in its Articlex
and Prayer-book, and a communion-table
established in its stead—directly opposed to
the ligh altar of toman Cathalic tines,
How can fights upon the high altar ap~
ply to the present communion-table? |
hold ths ordinsuce of  Archbishop tley-
nolds and the injunction of Kdward VI
tohe utterly incompanble with the doetrines
andl ritual of the Chureh of England. 1 in
Ki g Fdward time a use of lighted eandles
wan held to bo prohibated, what has ocenrred
since ! ‘The Statute of Uniformity, which
brings us back to the second year of King
Edward and the §fint Prayer-t:ook, or, in
other words, leaves the Iaw where 1 have
placed it.  Then where is the dificulty U It
is this—that the usage has been to have
large massive candlesticks nad eani:les on the
communion-tables in cathedrals, in royul
shapstg -~ ia college chapels, but not
lighted save (0 Degemnryg s 10 o0 ®
say that the use of candles iy consonant to
Iaw in cathedrals and chapels, and yet repug-
nant to law in parish ehurches 1 How can
say that the use ol candles tends to super-
stitivus purposes in one consecrated building
and not in another ! 1 cannot draw such o
line. | have thus candidly stated my difki-
culty. T'ho solution of it is uot ensy, but 1
am bound to attempt it tirst—1 hold that
all lighted candles on the commanion-table
are, from the premises | have aleeady stated,
contrary to Im, except when they are light-
ed for the purpose of giving uccessary light;
but the exception must be confined to the
necessity, and the use of lighted candles on
the connunion-table limited to that neces-
sity, when Bt arises from the deficieney of
the requisite light from natural eanses. and,
it may be, the peculiar structure ol the edi-
fice. Secondly—as to the candlesticks and
candles unlighted on or near the commmunion-
table, 1 acknowledge 1 have much more
doubt. T have none, indeed, that the use of
costly massive candlesticks. with enormous
candies, is & remmant of Papish practices,
comected originally with Popish associations;
but on such merely my own opinion | do not
feel at liberty to act. If they are to be
comidered as ornaments merely, 1 should
hiodd their use not to be reconcileable with
lawv.  But [ cannot deny that it is lawful to
have sueh articles on the communion-table,
oF near it, for neeessary purposes; and
therefore 1 cannot say,though 1 believe that
such necessity arises very seldom indeed,
that it is conteary to law to have them <o
plaved ready for use should occasion rejquire.
It mar be said, some proper lights on the
commuaion-table may be used when neces-
sary 5 but the lights in question are not pro-
per lights: they are of a pecubar construe-
tion=2a construction which shows that they
are meant for ornament and not for use. 1
admit the force of this objection ; but then
follows another dilficulty. How is it possible
that the Eeclesiastical Court should sean. in
cach individual instance, the make and size
of each enndlestick and candle T After ma-
tare deliberation, 1 am of opinion that the
circumstances of this ease do not vender it
wy imperative duty to eater upon such mi-
uute inquiries 3 and | admit that. in coming
1o this determination, 1 am in vo swall de-
wree actuated by she consideration that thiss
Court might be driven to pronewnce such
articles contrary to law, and so incidentally
pronounce an opinion that the usages in th <
respect in eathedrals and colleges are ot
only a violation of liw, but the continuance !
of a superstitious prctice—a consequence
which 1 hope all azvee it is my duty, if’ pos-
sible, to avaid.” . )
T Aliar Clotlm— 1 must now ilispose of
the question whicli has bacu raised with ros-
pect to the coverings on the camthamon-
tahle used in both churches,  The factsare
a< follows :—With respect to St. Paul’s. it
is alleaed that the commaion-table at the
fime of the administration of the Holy Com-
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anmion is coveral with a covering of worked
and embroidered white linen, ornamented
ind enriched and bordered at the ends with !

vear, a- fallows, o wit:--a white cns from
the evening of Christinas Eve to the otave
of Epiphany inclusive (except on the feasis
of St. Stephen and the Holy [nuoecnts):
from the evening of Faster Eve to the vizil
of Pentecnst. on Trinity Sunday, Puritica-
tien, Conversion of St. Pau), Annunciatiag,
St Jobn Baptist, St. Michae!, St Luke.
AH Saints. A red one en the vigil of Pen-
tecost to the pext Saturday. Holy Inpo-
cents (if on » Synday), and all other feasts.
A violet on:: on Ash-Wednesday to Easter
Eve, Advent to Christmas Eve, Ember
Week i September, Holy Innocents, unless
on Sunday. A darker violet one on Good
Friday and funcrals. A green one on ull
other days.  The law appears to e to lie
with a very narrow compass—the potice in
the Bouk of Commaon Prayer, the rubrie be-
fore the Comnunion Service, and the S2nd
canen.  There are specitic dire-tions given.
ani g the Book of Common §'rayer. in
these words :—¢ “The- table at the communion
sery ea baving a fuir white linen eloth upon
ity shiall stand in the body of the chureh, or
in the chiancel where morning and evening
prayer are appointed 1o be said”  The co-
vermyg is to be a fair white huen cloth ; and
any addition to it ol any kind would not fall
within the description, but necessarily be
f-rhidden, and would not be consistent with
it. This brings me to the £2ad canon, whicl
isin the following words :-="The ¢ommunion-
table is to be covercd, in time of divine sev-
vice, witha carpet of »ilk or other decent
stutl, thought meet by the ordinary of the
Urdinary @ the place, il any question be
wade of it, and with a fuir linen cloth at the
titwe o the ministration, as beeometh thae
table.!  This canon is iu entire conformity
with the rubric. It s therefore valid, and
mint be considered  the law of the Church
on the subject. 1t must be cbaerved, how-
ever, that this cauon applics only to the thne
of divine service. andl that it does not Jeave
an absolute diseretion to the Ordinary, but
only , if the carpets be not of silk, the Ordi-
nary shall determine what is the other decent
stull.  Confning myself at prosent to the
cloths used at the time of divine service, the
first question is, by what authority is the use
of divers cloths, ornamented or not. at fixed
periods of the yenr, sanctioned ; or is not
their introduction into our parish churches
an entire novelty ! Certauly  this canon
could not be said to support the practice, for
nota word is therein to be found of divers
cloths to be used at ditferent periods, or of
any ornaments at all.  ‘The canon says, the
table shall be coverad with a carpet of sitk or
other decent stuff. I admit that these words
do ot necessarily exclude carpets; that the
expression in the singular, ¢a carpet,” does
not, vi terminid, exclude the plural, though
it wives no authority for it. But the question
is not whether there might not be several
cloths, but several cloths of d.ferent colors,
placed on the communion-table at stated pe-
riods. For such a practice the canon affords
no sanction whatever.  The fact is that em-
braidered and ornamental eloths of differeat
colors are used to cover the commuion-table,
in precise accordance with the usages of the
Rowan Catholic Church, the colors being
emblematic of partieular  pesiods,  What
warrant is there for congrafling into our
churehes i cqesnoi ﬁ’gl:f et i) hal,
without anthority, withoul reason, this prac-
tiee of the Roman Catholie Church bas been
introduced into a place of L'rolestaut wor-
ship.  What is this but a servile imilation
of the Clurch of Rome?  And what is a
servile imitation of that Chureh but a direct
violation of all the principles and all the rules
established for the reawlation of the cerem-
nies and ornaments of the Churel of Evg-
Lad.  What i lace and embroidery but a
merctricions display of fantastic aml unne-
cessary ornament ! But Jook at its accom-
paniment—inore especially with respect to
Nt. Barnabas™--a metal cross ornamented
with jewels, a rood screen ami brazen gates.
1 am of opinion that, it J :um to decide this
as a question of law, this practiee is not jus-
tilicd by the statute, the rubric, or the canon,
If it be a question to be governed by the
discretion of the Court, 1 entertain no doubt
whatever that it is my duty to prohibat the
use of these cloths in the manner in which
it is admitted they have been used.  If it be
objected to this my judguent that the Court
would leave the Touse of God buarren and
desolate, I answer, that no such couse-
quences would ensue.  Chastity and simph-
city are not at variance with grandeur and
beanty ; but they are not reconcileable with
jewels, lace, variegnted cloths, and embroid-
ery, which ave better fitted for the gorgeous
pageantry of the Chureh of Rowme than the
pure and severe dignity of the Chuich of
Eugland.”

‘The Chaneel Sercen.—+ With respect to
the brazen gates at St. Bamabas’, they ae
connected with the sercen which separate-
the nave from the chaneel ; and it is said
that they are kept locked when pubhic wor-
ship is not being performed for the protec-
tion of the church furniture and ornaments
within the chancel, the doors of the chapel
being left open during 2 great part of the
day.” I do notapprove this screen or gates,
and still less the reason for keeping the gates
closed : but having disposed of the croes,
1 do not feel that my duty requires we to
procoed further, and require the serecn and
zates (o be removed. 1 am not satistied
that thase articles are clearly  contrary to
Jaw, and, it not, | think the wisest course is
to abstain from exvreising any discretionary
power witt which my office may be invest-
od, at the same time declaring that, in my
opinion, such separations hetween the chan.
cel and pave are objectionable, and that ]
wauld nat advise the Bishap to couseeratea
church fitted up according to this example.
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the interior to be arranged with rreater coat-
liness and beavty thai s been accustorted
for snany years past; but I must remied
ther that there are fimits which the law has
prescribed, and there are L-eling+ and opini-
ons swhich ousht not to be offended.  The
whole of history. both sacred aund profane,
shows the pronen.~s of mankind to idolatrous
practices. So powerful has this propensity
heen that all whe profess themselves Protes-
tant= admir that aven the rehgion of Christ, |
in itse]f the lea-t likely to give rise b so fear-
tul an ubuse, yvet has been so abwsed; and
therefore  in our Reformed Church every
precaution has been taken against so deply-
rable an error. T am bound by the office 1
hold. by pru.ciple and conriction, to relix
none of these precautions.  Itis true that
i ~oun: circumstances sinco the  Reforma-
tion times may have clianged; there are
same who believe that we are grown so wise
that we may cxult in vur own wisdom; but,
[ believe, from the very nature of mau,
ihe: same pronences to error continues; und
1, at Jeast, have no authority tosay that the

safeguards of our Church shoull in any res- |-

pect be abindoned.  [tis didficult, perhaps
unpossible, to trace the steps by which this
error creeps in.  The very ervor itsell may.,
as | have said, be accompanied with the
mnst devotional feelings. It may be that
the first wish is to see the services of God
perforined with all honor; bat, by setting the
licart too much on cxternal apnearances, the
purite of God’s worship is gradually corrupt-
ed, and an undue reverence attached to the
things made by the hand of man.”

The Decrec.— For these reasons my

decree will be to the following effect :---1:}.

Asto St. Paul’s, that a faculty do issue
the incumbent and Loth the churchwardens
1o 1emove the credence-table and the cross
on or near to the commumon-table ; to take
away alf cloths at present used in the church
for covering the communion-table during
divine service, and 1o substitute one ounly
covering for such purpose of silk or other
deeent stull; that this decree do not issue
from one fortnight from this present time ;
and that, in case neither the incwubent nor
Mr. Horne declare in wriling to the regis-
trar his consent to take such faculty within
the time hunited, the faculty do issue to Mr.
Westerton alone ; that it cithee the incum-
beut only or Mr. Horne only do so declare
his con-cut, then that the faculty t e issued
to Mr. Westerton, in conjunction with the
party so declaring bis consent. ~With res-
pect to St. Barnabag®, that a monition do
issua to the churehwardens 10 remove the
present structure of stone used as a comsu-
nion table, and to substitute therefor a move-
able table of wood.. To remove the cross
on the chaucel screen, that on or,near the
present stroctire used asa ceminunion table.
Lo take away all the cloths at present used
in the church for covering the structure used
as a commmion—tahle during divine service,
and to substitute only one covering ‘for such
purpose, of 1k or other decent stufl'; and
further, remove any cover used at the timne of
the wainistration of the Sucrament, worked or
embroidered withlace or otherwise ornamen-
tend, and o substitute a fa r white linen cloth
h. without lace or embroidery or other orna-
went, to enver -the commuuion table at the
{5 cande theen’ Commantdments tobe set up
on the east end of the church in cqmpliance
with the terins of the canen. ln Lhe case of
¢ Faulkener v. Litchfield,! Sir. . Jenner
[Fust reversed the decree of the Court below,
granting the faculty which had been prayed,
Dbut he did not admonish the clurchwardéas
to remove the comununion-table or the
credence-table. It is necessary o ex-
plain  why the decrce was wade in that
form. The proceeding before the Court
of Arches was not. an original suit,
butmerely an appeal, and the only prayer
which coulil propesly be made by the appe-
lant was the reversal of the decision of the
Court below granting the faculty ; this the
Dean of Arches did, and he could not in
that form of proceeding have udmonished
the churchwardens to romove the tables. |1
believe I take a correct view of what Sir
1. Jenner Fust did, and his reason for not
doing more, beeanse, having declared these
matters to be iilegal, I apprehend that, if
the form of proceeding allow, no'alternative
is left to a judge but to cause that which is
illegal to be removed; it would be contrary
1o all sound reason for a judge to be called
vpon to pronounce his judicial opinion that
things were contrary to law, and at the same
time to leave them (o continue in defia e
of thelaw  For many reasons, T shall give
no costsiu cither case. With respect to
St. Paul’s, because many years have been
allowed to elapse Lefore resort was had to
a judicial tribonal, and because neither the
present incunbent nor the churchwarden
was to blame for what was done before his
time. Becanse, also, this long-suflerance,
and the opinion of a farge part of the .con-
%rcgation, fully justified their appearancs in,
this suit. ‘The same reasons apply to St.
Barnubas®, and  though less lorably, still
sufliciently to justify my foliowing the same
course.”

The judgment, sevs the T¥mes, occupi-.
ed three hours ia delivery. ¢ On sevaral
aceasions there were plaudits which the otfi-
cers of the conrt had great difliculty in re-
pressing.  On Mr. Weston passing inte
the guadran.le ou.side the court he was
lowdiy chieered.  An appeal bas been lodg-
ed agninst the sentence in both cases.”

H

It is a dilereat thing to pull down, especially
when it canuot be said that the sreen and |

aates are direetly subservient te superstitious
purposes,”

The Table of the Decalogue — 1 regret
that 1 am called upon to makae suy order as

How 10 Makge Ao Forruxe-—The
Scientific Americun says that a pencil wlrich
would give a clear, black stroke and inscribe
indellible chamcters upon paper so as to
suppiy the place of pen and ink, would make
a fortune for the inventor.

Tur Burtisetos Ratnhoap SLave-
tEa.--=The Engincer of the train on this
voad. which met with the late fatal accident

_wasput on his triad in the Burlington Court

to the setting up the Ten Commandments; |

bat the canen leaves
and 1 must earry it intoefiect.”

The Efwet of e Judament.—~+1 hall
deeply regnet it in the course of this judg-
ment 1 should have let £l a single word
which wontd  cause Jiscourngement or give
offenc s 1o tivwe camest  and  generous

elaborately  worked lace. This is demed, ! Churebmen by wirse munficciice  the
and | wilt assume the denial to corvespond ! cnurcties of St Panl and St Baraubas and
with the truth; but itis admitted that the | ihor odifices have been ereeted, and wha
comninnioa-talde iv covered and Jﬁﬂ‘m“’d.l Lave sought, at theic own expense, 1o ke

§v tive differently volored coverings, ench of
which is embroidered

struetnzos best fitteld, in their awn apinion,
aud adorned, and | fap the worship of the Deity ¢ and with sich

which are varied at dilerent periods of the |y ews and for such  purposes bave caused

wme oo disxcretion, !

of Over and Terminer, on the 25th ult.—
"The trial lasted five days, and resulted in his
acquittal.

NeTiEMeNT oF THE W ARDEN OF TBR

P CouvaTy of EtiiN.---Thomas Locker,Esq.
“having > guilied to the County Cosncil of

Elgiu. his intention of retiring from the offi-

ces of Warden, Liceve, and Coubeilman, the
the mermbers of that bodv ‘gave him a public i
divner, and presented  him with an: Address, !
aca token of their osteem. )
e Caw xrox Yrace Herarpe-—
“This weckly Jounrnal appearwd in a new and |
much prproved dress on the J0th ult, We
notice this improvement with much plea-:

sure, ]
| [

! taro been crosting soidsy.

SPICE ISLANDs,

——

. P‘.\E.s.’ig."jru SEA oF RKADL‘G.

[From Mrs. Stephens' Ol Homesteny
—The maple-trees, shook the; :
houzlis, an it they had been hoard;
sfn;::;iuc fcr zm-n:ha. avd poured it i:‘o:g
rich detuge aver thei i
Tach 4 2, ‘ i bvilov‘,. .Pd reatlen
—~—A man must - ossess fire i imself
tore hie can kindle up  the rzlg:;;:c;‘ be-
thriils the greas popular heapt. -, 7 thu
—Home is_saphnsiieally b Y
putaciai. Tbu:"‘ri'::h, «i(h"!b;rapo-o:n iy
s0urces, o oten livi dway !réui"d!f)"gu:;
stone, iu beart, if not in perion; but o ¢,
virtuous poor, demestic tics are the o ]e
h;gmm?h; and positive sourco of hap in::
rort mt ho! ich i
::or;e.u t :stht rer»l'wfrun which is she sout’y
—Thore sre mowments 1 human Ji
person, iinked together iu'i'uri;ll:?e:bm
may Toem tablraur, which stand ot f:::
:'rdx: a;i"groupi“gi’ hlike an " illustration
ampod in etroug light ao “on'
book of dcuiug.g e n d 'h‘fl‘.)? m the
— 'he ail seciag Onvu, - who gs
thought a3 woll as tho act, will i?:’k‘::d‘:i:
tinction between ifo draiued drop by dro
fruin the soul, and that sunt forih gt g blol.)
with the red baud,
. ~—XNcither mun nor women' become what
ttay wuro i.n;::ud'ed to bo by carpeting their
progross with vulvot; real stren $té
Ly %Iiﬁiculties. OgHh b tested
—~—One night, when it had t raln
in the -vimeﬁ‘—-whilo the gréns'qe:e;"!%'zz
deipping Wet——out enme the 26on ‘and stary
brigtt, with & sharp Srose, sod then: allhg
braoches wore huuyg: with iee, ia thie mobn
shive, glictering and. bending . low towards
the grovid. jis? bs if “tho ™ staclight had aly
sottled on the timbs, and was “loading thewn
dewn with brighcners,
—A light wind bad followod the frost:and
all tho movsy tirf was” oarpated with laaves
crimson, grecén, tuaret, and gold. Sowetimes
a conuninglinguf all;thore. codlors .might be
found oo ono leuf; sowotimes, as the
loux upward, the grest branches of an o.i
stooped over  thoirhesds, héavy with lésres
ot che deapost groen,* fiiugad and matted
with blond rod, a8 if ¢the- great Waart of tbe
troo were -broken wnd ‘biseding ..10-* doath
through all the veius of its folisge:i. [ 4,
~—Could soubare 1een them: slumburiog
beueath e bumble roof, swiling. tean uilly
ou their pitlows, you mj;ht par.g.ﬁﬁm that
thowe listle roduis were swarming with loyis.
sible angele—spirits tfrom paradise thes bad
cowe duwii‘té make  little*:bsaven" o yhe
poor man’s hows. ' fudved - 1 atnFot' qaite
suro-lat the idea would-have been'sll fabey
—for Coarity, that-brightest spiritat beaven
was there, and ywhat.e l‘Ol'i,OﬂTl:‘I.éQP she al-

A

wage brings in ber train ! Talk of fliaging
yonr broad on the waters, waiting for it to
be cast uip afedr many-days—why, the "very

joy of casting "the bread you 'have’ earned

with your own strength upon tho bright

wavos of humanity; is -'rownrd{o‘n‘o)n‘gti’_ior
- srvon it

tho trao hears. L :

—Tha baky was a -~ vase rustio -bower that
night. One eud was hoaped.mith cornready:
for husking; ¢ ya loor. §as. neasly. svoptiard
overhend, the taflers . kq:@,.so;\cpﬂ!dib!
heary garlandsof “whio *' ‘pine, . gowdeo
maplo leaves, and red “oak"branchiis, -that
swept from the' teef downwards'liks *a ‘tdut.
Buttortsut loaves wroathed Iboi!' clustoring
gold among the dark greea - homlnck, whitle
samach couos, with  tlamno-odlored: leavts,
shot tbrouzh._t,.*eb.,ﬁizr&eeue forcat, branchbes.
Fhne, Ttow mar -adal; 1w cauaie’ ‘Lg.#%w‘
through the garlands,'starring  them o the
voof.  Stitl the illumination~ i’ Geitter
brond norvoid, but shed a ‘delicidiid Bthr-
light through tho barn,* shat. lets Cainohito
tho imaginaiion, sl concoaled a thousand
little sigus of iove-making, thak would have
buen ventured ou more-slily had  she,: light
hocu broader:- -, TR

—Occupntion’! what a’ glorious  thjnpit
is for tho butan heart.” Thos ho” work
hard s-ldom yiotd’ thumselvos entifely’uplo
lancied or real -sorrow.! When' grivf ¥its
down, holds its' hands,and:. mournfully ‘feeds
upon its own tears, wouvivg the.dim shidews
that a little oxertion might sweep away, in-
to a funo-al pali, the strong 1 spifitis shora

-

of its might, und sorcow ;ygcpn.\“ ,90F Inas-
ter.. Wiew'troubles flow’ upon  you, dark

and heary, toil put with the® waves—wecao
not with the torrent! racher seek, by occu-
pation; to diret the dark waters thet thibat-
en ta orerwhelm.you, iotos thoussnd qtuﬁ-
nels which, tho dctivs of lifu always proesst.
Beforo you dJream. of: it, t.hose-.;jn,lofa;mi)l
fortitizo the present, snd give birth to fresh.
awers shat may brightea the future——tow-.
ara that will ‘become puro and’bolyl‘in the,
<unsbine_which : penetrates to ‘thercpath- of
duss, in spito uf - ovory otistaclel: Griof;after:
a1l ia but a solfish fosling; . and most. solfib.
s the man who yigids bimelt to thy indet-

senen 6 any ppssivp Which brings no;, joy;

to his fellow'siag, .-, iy hak
e O R L L e .
MR, CRAMPTON'S DISMISSAL TMPER-
Le.. LATIVE., .. &
RURETEE PR A o (3

Tho Herald's Washington: corrdeponde
tolographs :—'1 learn . from-“an 'suthenti
suureo that onr Govarnmént will not; under
any contingency,,pormi - MeiGrampton 60
remain, aud further.thas. they bave.nqsifiéd
tho Englieh Go’rorpmep}bu}_-}_.‘i;tyoy‘ﬁq,nr‘gt
roeall him, bhoy will to’ compelled to dis-
miss him st once, e is also pumored in
cortain diplematic’ oiréles, ‘thet-should ‘:x

v

Ty
P e Dy g h
Now Yorg, J’m?‘:‘;i

Gerernment dismiss, dlr Cramton, En,
would refuso all intercourse with (bpe; al
tod States, and give Mr Buchanan his!pat®
sports.” Theropuiis to the effoct thaAlr,

rampton has beoh empowered  to gbapdop
the pretensions in - Central Americs, under
-ertain circomstanecs, s emphatidally con -
iradicted. - felis R

DREADFUL FIRE IN BROOKLYX: ;.

-~

N v ¢

The cztensive ornamental iton manuiho
tory in Brooklsn owned by . A. Stitwell,
was burnt on the' night ef tho 6thi inst., 0=
gocher with sevoral adjoining’ houses *Hiit.
woll's loss about 840,000 ; insured GIS.“R'

"THE PLYMOUTH ROCK. " b/

New York datoe of :he Tth, inform us sbs<
Captain Clagfivld, of the Propeller Jacksgn,
arfived last ovaning from Porsland. ~” Ha re;
poris that they passed at 11. BQ. a. “-‘-‘.’5,5,','
terday, the Steamner Plymonth ‘Rock," ¥ il
asrore a1 llart: Istand. - She: appeared $0
have sustained no,ngdiﬁonal .dsw:""ﬂf;
the storm of Saturday mighti; o W

EATHER.

THE W
- PSS P LF IR T
MosTEAL, Jas.
Thermaneter, 15 balow §‘§."°-,v.u'r.h97"i isgs
oposite the City is filled '.lql 1ce, but ‘..,h‘;'!,'n
ot taken ahore Longneuil, where peopics
? Sl"‘l" t}ﬁ";;
tho eoldest day we Bare bhad this. ipt@r, g
7 ":1 m‘.. “Tocrmometor, showed -,lsbdo’
nro. coamn Al e g g e

Quisee, Jan 7.
Very cold.  River one sheet of ice.




