
THE ECCLESIASTICAL COURTS.

in any respect, disobeyed or sanctioned any
practices contrary to the provisions of the
mnonition ;" i. e., hie supposed he had success-
fully evaded them. Their lordships thought
themseives bonnd, as christian gentlemen and
lawyers, to give the aiant the benefit eof this
christian-like and gentieman-like, if not Iaw-
yer-iike, affidavit, and se declined to punish.
binm furtber than Ilto mark their disaLppreba-
tion of such a course of proceediog "-to wit,
the kneelng-" by directiug that ho sbeuld
pay the costs of the present application,"
which, after ail, I dare say, is no liglit pu-
ishment in England. Thi, ingenious clergy-
man, who thought to evade the decree of the
court against kneelîng by bendinig eue knee
ouly, sbouid have remembered the fate of
"Peeping Tom," of Coventry, that

l<one low churi, compact eof thanless earth,
The fatal by-word of ail years to conne,'

'who, when Lady Godiva was riding by,
Ilclothed on with cbastity," risked one eye
at an auger hole, and wbose

-", eyes, before they had their will,
Were shriveiled int darkness in his head,
And dropt hefore hlm."
But if he had possessed that acquaintance

witb the soriptures which I have (througb the
mnedium, in this instance, of Webster's Un-
abridged Dictionary) hie would, on ieaving
the presence of this tyrannicai court, have
hurled at them this parting toat: IlAnd he
kneeled down and cried, with a loud voice,
Lord, iay not this sin te their charge." Acts,
Vii, 60.

But vie have not yet done Nvjtb the rover-
end cavilior. Iu Novombor, 1870, the Privy
Counoil were invoked to punish bim for fresh,
disobedience to the monition, in respect to

lprostration and eievating the paton and cup.
It was aileged and adinitted that he had re-

xnoved the wafer bread frem the paten, and
eievated the bread, instead of the paten ; and
it appeared that the upper part of the cup
was eievated above the boad. The accused
claimied that the olevation was accidentai and
unintentionai; but, as hoe admitted thiat hoe
hiad carefuliY scanued the moniion. with the
determination to yield only a literai ohedieuce
te its precise louter, the court heid that hoe
must suifer for even a literai violation, on the
principle that they that take the sword shall
perish hy the tword. Tho accused, aiso,
Iiaving met with sucha bad fortune in bis gen-
ufloxions, notifled bis eurates that ho intended
thenceforth to bow without bending the knee,
at that part of the prayer of consecration
where lie had formerly kncit, and se, insteadi
of kneeling, he made a low bow, and remnaiued
in that position several seconds. Tbis the
court held to be an unlawful prostration uof
the body. 11e was amerced in costs, and sus-
p ended frem office for three months, and thug

eoft with nothing to hold up but his hands,
and with full liberty te bow bis head if hoe
had any shame loft.

In Jan uary, 1870, '4the office of the j udge
was promoted" -whattever that may bie-
Iby the bisbop of Winchester egainst the

Rev. Richard ilooker Edward Wix, vicar of
St. Michael and Ail Angels, Swaïimore, in the
Isle of Wight." The vicar was charged with
ecclesiastical offences, namely, with baving
caused two lighted candies to bc held on either
side of the prist, wbile reading the gospels,
and with having ligbted candies on the com-
munion table, or on a lodge or sheif imme-
diately abovo it, havi'ig the appearance of
being affixed to and forming part of it, doring
the celebration. of the hely communion, at
times xvben tlîey were not noeded for light;-
aise, with using incense, etc., etc* In respect
te the first charge, the vicar admitted and
defended the practice, but the court held it
unlawful, and Ilmonisbed " him. In regard
to the second charge, Wix becomes a darnger-
ous rival to Maokonoobie, in the science of
evasion, for, altbough he admits the ligbtetl
candles, yetý, he says they were net on the
communion table, on the ledge or sheif bebind
it, but on a separate table, called a re-table,
not appearing te formn a part of the commu-
nion table. 1 tbink, on the whole, ho is rather
superior te Mackonocbie, for the latter had te
put bis candies out just before communion,
but Wix defiantly kept bis borning by means
of the convenient re-table. But, it appearing
lu evienice tbat the re-table was placed di-
rectly bebind the holy table, and bad a shelf
or lodge, wlîîch. looked like a mantel-picce
ever the holy table, the court hold thât this
xvouid net answer, and se Wix and bis can-
dies were put out. As te the incense, ýVix
claimed that the censing was done oniy during
the iriterval. between morning prayers and
communion, accompanied by processious and
tiuklirug of bouls, and tbat the censing was net
witbia the prohibition etf the law, beause it
was not donc during any service. But the
court thougbt there was ne songe in buis argu-
nient ; Wix migbt as weil cIaùîn that a slice
of bain is ne part of a snwich, because it
is between two slcos of broad ; and hoe was
monislîod agalrst this practice aise, and con-
domnod te pay costs, xvbich last probably in-
censed hlm most tborougbiy. 39 L. J. R.
(N. S.) Bo. Cas. 25.

In the sanie report, at page 28, is found the
case et' Fiphin.9tone v. Fa, chas, in which'the
mnatters et' vestments, mixing water with the
wine, administering tbe breal in forin et'
wafers, etc., were gravely and eiaborately
censidered. The defendant didl net appear,
and se the plaintif, who was a colonel in the
army, had a clear field. After eloyen pagres
et' discussion and examinatien, Dr. Phillimore
concludes that Mr. Purchas miglit wear al
the regalia wbich ho was accused et' wearing,
except Ila cepe at meorning or at evening
prayer; aise, with patches, called apparel ;
tippets et' a ciroular formi ; stoles eof any kind
wbatseever, whether black, white or coiered,
and worn iu any mianner ; dalmatios and
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