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for tbe avoiding of sncb profanation and disorder
in the SHolY Communion as migbt otherwise
ensue." Then it is explained :-«" Yet lest the
samne kneeling shonid by any persous, either out
of ignorance or infirmity, or ont of malice or
obstiuacy, be misoonstructed and depraved, it is
hereby declared, that tbereby no adoration is
intended, or onght to ho doue, si tber unto tbe
sacramental bread aud wine there bodily received,
or unto any corporal presence of Christ's natural
ilesb and blood. For the sacramental bread and
wine, romain stili in their very natural substances,
and therefore may flot ho adored ; for that were
idolatry, to b. abborred of ail faithful christians."'

And again, carefully does our Cburcb provide
in ber 28th Article againet any sncb adoration
as we have spoken of by tbis delaration-"1 The
sacrament of the Lord's Supper was Dot by
Cbrist's ordinance reservod, oarried about, lifted
up, or worshipped."1

Now that being go, and it being of the utmost
importance tbat for the purposes of corumon
praver sncb union sbould ho preserved as is os-
sentiai to tbe bappiness aud comfort of ail Who
are joining in tbis most boly ordinance; wbat
can ho a greater offence tban the offenco of either
by addition or omission occasioning trouble or
confusion in the minds of those Who are invited
to join in common prayer, and la one common
act of revorence? Acte of roverence, where
necessary, are enjoiued; and the use of additional
acts of roverenco, wbere tbey are not enjoined,
is, according to tbe judgment wbich bas been
prononnoed in this ver>' matter, a thing probibi-
ted.

If, therefore, tbe reverend respondent, in per-
forming bis own special, net of roverence, does it
in sncb a manner that no one cau tell whetber
b. is not doing the very thing wbich b. is pro-
bibited froin doing, and bas performed tbat
specini act of reverence at a time wben there isno direction in the Book of Common Prayer forthat performance, hoe certainly doos that whlcb
militates, iu every possible view of the case, botbin letter and spirit, against the Dionition whicb
he has reoeived, aud tho reasouing whieh ocon-
sioned that monition to ho lsed.

Wbether or not Mr. Maokonocble can reconcile
it witb bis view of what l rigbt, tbat a judgment
of tbis kind sbould ho so narrowly scrutinized,that every possible lumit sbould ho plnced uponit, and that, notwlthstanding the reasons whicb
are nssigned for lt-namely, the dei. of pro-moting uniformity in eommon worship, it sbould
ho, as far as possible, ended, it is not for their
Lordsbips to say. There may be soine Who feel
great grief and sorrow at anY &ot wbich ny ap-
pear to ho at variance with the common chanit7aud love that shonld induce us at &il tumes when
assombled for worsbip, and moot *spociaIly thîs
higbest and holiegt nct of worshlp, to b. as far
a possible of one mmnd, 80 that thon st lenat Our
unit7 ho flot disturbed.

But wbat on. in jnstified in saying, as regarde
the act wbich la now complained of as a breneha$ the monition, le this, that it ie Dot Possible,
happily, to resonoilo with the administration of'
our law iu its nnrrowesý menue, any more evasion
of that which the law ianctions, of that whieh
the law bas ordered, by an autbority whiob binds
this rovereud gentleman, as it binds every subject

of the reain, to strict obedience. That obedience
May ho rendered grudgingly, if g0 it muet be; it
May be rendered in a manner whicb I arn sure
the reverend gentleman wouid flot toierate on
the part of any of bis ifiock, if it were a question
of obedience to a bigher power ; it may ho ren-
dered, therefore, strictly within the limits whichare exactly presoribed by the monition, but that
monition may nlot be evaded. A mere literaiconipliance is Dot ail that even the law requires;
the compliance must flot ho literai in a senso
which is but evasive.

I wili not, in the namne of their Lordships. say
more upon wbat I confée presses upon nme indi-viduaily very strongly, the narrowness of obedi-ence sbown by'the course taken, as to keeping
the candles iigbted until the very moment when
they are forbidden, and then extinguishing them,
and as to the elevation of the elements to some-
tbing which, even on the affidavits thenisoîves,
appears to me to ho more than necessary for
simply taking the eup and paten into the bands
of the officiating clergyman, Sifl0e we have beenobliged to hoid that thesé acts were, nevertheîess,
ini literai compliance with the monition having
reference to the articles.

But bore, in this mattor of the kneeling, theirLordships find that there l, first, flot even a lit-erai compliance with the order; and secondly,
if, upon any strained interpretation of the word
Ilkneeiing " (for strained as It appears to theirLordships it wouid ho), tbey could arrive at theconclusion that it did nlot preclude the &ct ofbowing one knee go iow that it must at 'tues
touch the ground, and in a manner whicb cannot
Possibly be distinguished froin kneeiing by thoseWho witness the act ; stili, if it was a represen-
tation of the forbidden act, as nearly as the party
ebarged dared te represent it, and in sncb a guiseas to convey to ail at a distance the impression
that the act of kneeling was realu7 performed,
that would ho a species of evasion of the order
Which a court of justice wouid fid it rigbt and
due to the maintenance of its own force snd
"igour to, visit as being itself a breach of the or-
der wbich bad been made.

For these reasons it bas seemed to their Lord-*bîps (aud it is tbe opinion of us aIl) that therebas been a clear breach of tbis special monition.
Their Lordsbips next take into consideration

what is proper and rlght to ho don@. They did
not hear Mr. Stephons upon the question as teWhetber or not this tribunal bas the means ofenforeing itu orders. Happily it bas been sup-
plied (and I gay "1,happily," because it wouîd hoini vain to establish a tribunal which ha@ no powerto enforce its orders) with abundant means forthat purpose by the statutes wbicb have beenpassed in that bebaîf; but into the examination
of those mens, and the different modes that,nigbt b. adopted for that purpois, we are not,for the reason I amn presentiy going to mention,
about to enter. In deoliing to take any more
severe step than that of eompelling Mr. Macko-
coobie to, pay the couts of this discussion, their
Lordsbips bave bad to consider the affidavit whicbwas laet made hy bum, and to which tbey bave
been deuirons Wo give the most favourable con-
struction and allowance; and in that affidavit
Mfr. Mackonocbie very proporly says that hoe
nover, intentionally or advisedly, in any respect#
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