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July snd on tbe i4tb day of November, 1869, as importance as regards the judgment wbicb bas

lneutiolned in the affidavits; and to the best of been proiiounced, and the eccasicu of that ju(lg-

'bY belef, be did not' touch the ground with ment. W. cannot do better, with reference to

tiuber of bis knees at all during tbat time on the this part of the subject than cal1 attention te thle

'occasions on wbich the respondent is accused of purport and intent of tbe Book of Common

ening $0. Then be furthei' says this: Il And Fraiyer, when prescribing what is to be done, and

llaving regard to the positions of the celebrating in Omitting to prescribe that whicb it does not

and assisting pries during the consecration intend to be done. For that purpose 1 wili re-

lirayer, as well as to the length and nature cf fer to the judgment wbich was pronounced hy

their dress, 1 do not believe tbat it is possible Lord Cairns, as the judgment of the Juglicial

for any person in tbe body of tho church to say Committee on the former occasion. His Lord-

1Whetber the respondent did kneel or not ,, sbip thus expresses bimself, in page 7 cf that

Therefore, the case as stated is this, Mr. judgmnent "Their Lordsbips are of opinion that

Mackconochi., being enjoined against kneeling it iS flot open to a minister of the Church, or

dur'ing this prayer, admits a gesture which he ev5fl te tbeir Lordsbips, in advising ber NMajesty,

coltends is not itneeling, but he admits a bowing as the bighest ecclesiastical tribunal of nppeni

Of bis knee, a bowing of it to an. extent 'wbich. te draw a distinction, ini Rcts which are a de.

occasions it at times momentarily te toucb the parture frem or violation Of tbe ruhric, b-"tweex

grOund, a bowing of it to an extent which ren- those 'whicb are important and tbcse wbich ap

ersL it impossible (according to Mr. Walker's peat to be trivial. Tbe object of a statute c

affdavit) for anybody te ses wehether bie is or is unifermity is, as its preamble expresses, to pro

IiOt ltneeling...that is the distinct statement in duce nu £ universal. agreemenit in the puhli

the affidavits-..viz., tbat nobedy ceuld ses 'ebether weorship cf Alrnighty God, -n guobjeet 'ehici

Bhe i5 kneeling or net. wouid be whclly frustrated if each ininistpr, co

'PiTt o al thir ordbipswoud cnsier hebis own view cf the relative importance cf tbe de

litrtfal etir Lordsbips beouloie tbwee taiîs cf the service, were te be at liberty te omit

tere as enee abc li ere thplane wtbethe or add te, or alter any cf those details. The ri

1nlofitien in this act of Mr. Makonochie. Their UOPot this subject bas been alrendy laid dnwn b

L'ordShb. are ail cf opinion that there bas not the JTudicial Committes in Wesierion v. Liddel

evpn à suea opine adta oig ad their Lordships are disposed entirely tn ai
b. 5 0eve a lteri coplince;andthatbowng ers te it: -la the performance cf the seyviceq

the knes in tbe manner wbicb lie bas described rts n eeoisodrdh h ryrho

1 cein:and tbat it is net neces.<ary that a the directions con tained in it muet be strict1

Tierson sbouid touch tbe ground in order te per- observed;nomisnadnoditn nb
foyni such an act cf reverence as will constitute ;emt? n omisin sud eadincn thi eysbe
keneeîijg. 0f course there may be sucli a bow- prîtd Adte pnti eyshe

111g cf the knee as would amount te kneeligi matter bis Lerdsbip furtuer proceeds te sny.-
L, 'There would indeed b. ne difflculty in showin

'ry properly gays that lie takes no advftntage
'o tny suggestion of that sort-there may be an
accidentai bowing of the knee, arising from
fatigue or otberwise; but bere 1e a knee bent
for' the purpose of reverence and in sncb a manner
tbrst those wbo bebeld cannet tell whether or not

*hnt 'Mr. Mackonocbie and Mr. Walker cal
keeling.....that le, toucbing the ground with the
knee% bas been arrived at, and indeed. Mr. Mack-

0flochie gays that at certain times bis knee bas

11O0niertarily toucbed tbe greund. This seema
toterLordships te be literally kneeling.

BuIt the case muet be put mach higher thani
th't. becauq 0 neiber this tribunal nor any tribu.

t iai wg uifer its orders te be tampered with by
tre evasion ; aiùd a mers evasion it would be,

to alow a person wben ordered not to kneel (th4
104 01' gût and purport of the order, as I 8hall pree

touQty ehotOi being the kneeling by way of reverence

kne"", Il I did ail tbat 1 could do towards s(
theling 1 * bowed my knee ; I nearly toucbe(
te ground with it-I did not quite touch thi

ernu, but I did it in sucli a manner that al
tiy cOngregation, ail who wers attending ang

Seng that which I did, cauld not possibly tel
jitether I were kneeling in that sense or not.'

I w11 b nieal oalwany erder to b
if t -Bch amaner a mue beimplie,

if teir Lordships were to give place for a momen
to Ray suoh argument on the part of Mr. Mackc
flochie as that this was a compliance with th

OfNow, witb reference to this particular mnatte
0fknecliug, it le one, undoubtedly, of very gram
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that the posture cf the celebratiog minister (lur-
ing ail the parts cf the communion service lias,
sud that for obvieus reasons, deemed te be cf
flO Ormall importance in tbe changes introduced
into the Prayer-bcok at and after the Reforma-
tien. The varicus stages cf the service are, ne
bas already been shown, fenced and guarded by
directions cf the Most minute kind as te standing9
and kneeing-tbe former attitude bein« pre-
scribed even for prayers, during which a direction

*te kneel miglit bave been expected. And it iS

* net immaterial te observe that wberpas in the
firat Prayer-beck cf King Edward VI., there

was contained at tbe end a rubria in these words:
-1 As teuching kneeiing. crcssing, holding-uP
of bands, knocking upon the breast, and other

gestures, tbey may lie used or left as, every man'ls
devotion servetb, without blame,'- this ruhrio

was in tbe second Prayer-beok of Edirard VI.,

and in ail the subsequent Prayer-beock omitted. "

I 'We may furtber add an observation as te tbe
D extrême cars which is taken in the Frayer-book

1 te guard ail persona 'eho mliglit feel a ecruple

1 'with reference te kneelillg at tbe receptien cf the

1 Hly Communion frein any inference tbat might
etbereby be raised ln their minde of a nature con-

s trary te that whicb was intended by the Prayer-

Jl bock itself te be eXPressed, namely, any intefi-

.t tien cf adoration of the hely elemeuta. This la

MMost particularly and carefully guarded agairet,

e aud the reaben for such kneeiing je expla'ned,
and said to lie, "lfor a signification Of our humble

q and grateful a0knowledgWCnt Of the benefit of

kt Christ, therein, given to a11 'worthy recsivers, amIL


