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July and on the 14th day of November, 1869, as
Mentioned in the affilavits; and to the best of
Wy belief, he did nof touch the ground with
¢ither of his knees at all during that time on the
°°?ﬂ$iom on which the respondent is accused of
0ing go.” Then he further says this: ¢ And
aving regard to the positions of the celebrating
8ud aagigting priests duriog the consecration
Prayer, ag well as to the length and nature of
their dress, I do not believe that it is possible
OF any person in the body of the church to say
Whether the respondent did kneel or not.”
herefore, the case as stated is this, Mr.
ackonochie, being enjoined against kneeling
Uring this prayer, admits a gesture which he
Contends ig not kneeling, but he admits & bowing
of hig knee, a bowing of it to an extent which
O¢casions it at times mowmentarily to touch the
ground,  bowing of it to an extent which ren-
ers it impossible (according to Mr. Walker's
Aflidavit) for anybody to see whether he is or is
Dot kneeling—that is the distinct statement in
the affidavits—viz., that nobody could see whether
® 18 kneeling or not.
. First of all their Lordships would consider the
lteral question which is before them, whether
there hag been even a literal compliance with the
Monition in this act of Mr. Makonochie, Their
Ordships are all of opinion that there has not
en even a literal compliance; and that bowing
the knee in the manner which he has described
18 kneeling : and that it is not mecessary that a
Person ghould touch the ground in order to per-
OTm guch an act of reverence as will constitute
-k“eelillg- Of course there may be such a bow-
Ing of the knee as would amount to kneeling in
® senge of the monition, but Mr. Mackonochie
very properly says that he takes no advantage
Any suggestion of that sort—there may be an
Accidental howing of the knee, arising from
atigue or otherwise; but here is & knee bent
Or the purpose of reverence and in such 8 manner
bat thoge who behold cannot tell whether or mot
Yhat Mr. Mackonochie and Mr. Walker call
Deeling—that is, touching the ground with the
onee, has been arrived at, and indeed Mr. Mack-
;0"’“% says that at certain times his knee has
to Rentarily touched the ground. This seems
O their Lordships to be literally kneeling.
thy 8 the case must be put much higher than
ng?t’ because neither this tribanal nor any tribu-
Will suffer its orders to be tampered with by
¢te evasion ; and a mere evasion it would be,
whall"“f a person when ordered not to kneel (the
emg ¢ gist and purport of theorder, as I shall pres-
o J 8how, being the kneeling by way of reverence)
kn::]y' 1 did all that I could do towards 8o
e . 08; I bowed my knee; I nearly touched
ron und with it—I did not quite touch the
v ud, but I did it in such a manner that all
geei:"“g"ezﬂtlgm, all who were attending snd
l\et}f that which I did, could not possibly tel}
wo ellc.ll were kneeling in that sense or not.’
Hile ;w'be intolerable to allow any order to be
it theip ith in such & manner as muat be implied
o an ordships were to give place for a moment
nﬂchi{ such argument on the part of Mr. Macko-
ordep a8 that this was a compliance with the
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importance as regards the judgment which has
been pronounced, and the cccasion of that judg-
ment. We cannot do better, with reference to
this part of the subject than call attention to the
purport and intent of the Book of Common
Prayer, when prescribing what is to be done, und
in omitting to prescribe that which it does not
intend to be done. For that purpose I will re-
fer to the judgment which was pronounced by
Lord Cairns, as the judgment of the Judicial
Committee on the former occasion. His Lord-
ship thus expresses himself, in page 7 of that
judgment : ¢ Their Lordships are of opinion that
it i8 not open to a minister of the Church, or
even to their Lordships, in advising her Majesty,
a8 the highest ecclesiastical tribunal of appenl,
to draw a distinction, in acta which are a de-
parture from or violation of the rubrie, between
those which are important and those which ap-
pear to be trivial. The object of a statute of
uniformity is, as its preamble expresses, to pro-
duce an * universal agreement in the public
worship of Almighty God’ —an ohject which
wouid be wholly frustrated if each ininister, on
his own view of the relative importance of the de-
tails of the service, were to be at liberty to omit,
or add to, or alter any of those details. The rule
upon this subject has been already laid down by
the Judicial Committee in Westerton v. Liddell,
and their Lordships are disposed entirely to ad-
here to it: ¢ In the performance of the services,
rites, and ceremonies ordered hy the Prayer-book,
the directions contained in it must be strictly
observed ; no omission and no addition c¢an be
permitted.” Ard then upon this very subject-
matter his Lordship furtner proceeds to say.—
** There would indeed be no difficulty in showing
that the posture of the celebrating minister dur-
ing all the parts of the communion service was,
sod that for obvious reasons, deemed to be of
0o small importance in the changes introduced
into the Prayer-book at and after the Reforma-
tion, Tue various stages of the service are, a8
bas already been shown, fenced and guarded by
directions of the most minute kind as to standing
and kneeling—the former attitude being pre-
scribed even for prayers, during which a direction
to kneel might have been expected. And itis
not immaterial to observe that whereas in the
first Prayer-book of King Edward VI, there
was contained at the end & rubric in these words:
—¢ As touching kneeling, orossing, holding-up
of hands, knocking upon the breast, and other
gestures, they may be used or left as every man s
devotion serveth, without blame,’ — this rubrio
was in the second Prayer-book of Edward VI-,;
and in all the subsequent Prayer-books omitted.
We may further add sn obgervation 8s to the
extreme care which is taken in the Prayer-book
to guard all persons who might feel a scruple
with reforence to kneeling at the reception of the
Holy Communion from 80y inference that might
thereby be raised in their minds of a nature con=
trary {o that which was intended by the Prayer-
book itself to be expressed, namely, any inted-
tion of adoration of the holy elements. This is
most particularly and carefully .K““fded a{ga‘mst,
and the reagon for such kneeling 18 exph“‘“%“io
and ssid to be, * for a signifioation of oBr D G
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of k:w' Jrith reference to this particular matter
Celing, it is one, undoubtedly, of very great

benefit of
and grateful acknowledgment of the &
Chris%,r therein given to all worthy receivers, and



