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THE FLOWER BUD.
Thax Jerves aro fallen, the forest bave,
Save huds atone on branch and bough ;
The frost-King breathes u\mp the air,
And hoary grows pale Wint~r’s Lraw,
Upon the glebe, and vale, and hill,
No voice exults, but sifent all,
Savo the wind-spirits’ buglo shrill,
Sad music of their carnival,
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Yatient wait, for all is well 3
Wait, and hojrful vigils keep ;

1Vais, a coming day muy tell
The life-germ did but slecp.

Tistt now, methink3, a voico I Lear,
A calm, swect ‘voico of one ug rest
#1pis hut the slumber of tho Yuar,
Ero in her garb of beauty drest,
Sccurcly in it8 restingplace,
Inall its undcwlopul prace,
*The blossom-bud, tn calin repose,
Lics crndled by thd winnds and saows,
As on a mother’s breast.

+¢ As birth tho chrysalis implics,

Eno the fair Psyche sceks the skics
On bhuoyant wing;

Thefl . ord ol o o downy

T Survivime Winter's storms avd old;

Shall wake with Spning.

For, lo! tho vernal year shall wake

Lts shumber, nad i1s fetters break
With soothing voice.

And its expanding beauty mako
Tho gleho rejpice.”

So Hope, the Augel, eversings

With yeamings high on golden wings ;
And with bright eye, elate, descrics

God's universal hanuowes.,

Sho sees fair skies, and sung, and showers,
Unfold the budding leaves and flowers,
Asifanew to plory horn

1n Naturc's resurrection morn.

Sothe immortal bud survives
All ills of carth;
And both 1 ) storms and sunshlno lives -
For higher birth.
Yettho true bud of Pamdiss
Bfust perish, save from holier skics
To it begven
‘fhe breath of heaven ;
Whose light of love, and dews of grace,
God’s image on the buld may trace,—
The liviny germ developing,
Transforming mid all l;nsllmymg—
age of Eternal Spring.
Fho presngo of —.'k'acb)bd' Clurchman.

T %icliglous Wigecllanp.
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CNURCI ORNAMENTS. -

“Tug judgnent of the Judicial Committee of
Privy Coundil, in the Knightsbridgo eases, «* Wes-
terton and Beal v. Liddel,” was given on Saturday,
Mareh 21, at the Privy Couneil Offico ; Lord Wens-
legdsale, Mr. Pemberton Leigh, Sir John Patteson,
Sir W. II. Maule, the Archlishop of Canterbury,
aud the Bishop of London being present. The
Council Chamber was densely crowded, and several
ladies wero accommodated with seats within the Bar.
Alr. Pemberton Leigh delivered the judgmeant.”

-~

Wo noticed this formal decision of a vexed ques--

tion in the last Clhurch T¥mes—and now proceed to
givo such oxtracts from, and such a summary of tho
Judgment itwlf, as will place it wit'ix the compre-
Lensicn of our readers.

“ Crosses not Images.

* Although it is truo that crosses had been abused
s well as crucifixes and imases of sints, it must be
Temembered that there is a wido difference between
the cromy:and tho imapes of saints, and even, though
in & lessdegree, between & cross and a crucifix. A

cross was usod 83 o symbol of Christianity for two
or threo contuties boforo either ctucifixes or imnges
wero introduced ; it was used for ages Loforo the
Roformation, and has continued; ever sinco to be
used &y an enaigh of honour, as s ornament both of
buildings aud persons, ecclesiastical and civil, pub-
lio and private, witbout any rolation to supersti-
tious or oven to religious usages. That this was
tho viow taken by somo of the carly Roformers will
sufficiently appoar by a lettor of Cassander.,

s Lhe Judgment as to Crosses.

*“Upon tho wholo, their lordshipg, after the most
anxious conzidaration, have coma t6 tho conclusion
that crosses, ns distinguished from erucifixes, have
beon in use as ornnments of churches from the carli-
ost periods of Christianity ; that whon used as mero
einblems of the Christian fuith, and not as objects o©
suporstitious reverence, thoy may still lawfully bo
crected as architectural decorations of churches ;
that the wooden cross erected ox the chancel screen
of St. Barnabas® is to be considered as u mero archi-
tectural ornament; and that as to this articlo they
must advise her Majesty to roverso the judgment
complaived of.  Their lordehips hopo and believe
that the laws in force respecting the consceration of
any building for a church, and which forbid any
suldequent alteration without a fueally from tho
Ordinary, will be sufficient to provent any abuse in
this regpect.

A Distinction as to Aflar Orosses.”’

¢ This decision, however, by no eans disposcs
of the (uestivu as o crosses attached to commuuion
tables, which it will bo convenient to deal with in
connection with the altar at St. Barnw"as’, which is
ordered (o e removed.  ‘This artilo " chureh fur-
uiture consists of 2 marblo <lub, with 5 >cr-altare
on the sido nearest to the watl of the‘cgupel. L
stauds apart from the wail, supported upon stone
esrved arches, the arches resting upon u stone plinth,
which is let iuto and embedded in the pavement on
which it stands.  Tho cross is attacked to the super-
altare, and stands_between two largo candlesticks,
which arg moveablo.

* Communiun tables not Altars.

“ The question is whether this structure is a com-
muion table within tho meaning of the law. The
appellants, in their pleadings, term these tables al-
tars or counnunion tubles ; and in the argument they
bave referred to two recent statutes in which the
word ** altar’ is used to signify the communion
table.  When the same thing is signified it may not
bo of much mportance by what name it is called ;
but the distinezion between an altar and 2 commnu-
nion table i3 in itself essential and decply founded,
in the mest imporiant difference in matters of faith
Letween Protestantists and Romanists, namely, in
the ditferent notions of the nature of the Lord’s
Supper which prewiled in the Roman Catholie
Church at the time of the Reformation, and thase
which were introduced by the Reformers. By the
foruner it was considered asa sacrifice of the Boay
und Bload of the Saviour. Lhe altar was the place
on which the suerifico was to be made; the elenents
were to be cunseerated, and beinyg o conseerated,
were treated as the actual -Body aml Blood of the
viclim.  The Reforers, on the other hand, consi-
desed tho Holy Communion not ns a_saciifics, but
a3 u feast, to bo celebrated at the Lord's tuble;
though as to the conseeration of the clements, and
tho cffcct of this consceration, and severl other
points, thoy differed greatly amongst themeclves. —
This distinction is well pointed out in Cudworth's
Discourse concerning the True Nuture of the
Lord’s Supper, c. 5, p. 27 :—  °*

* We see how the theological controversy which
hath cost 5o many disputes, whether the Lord’s
Supper bo a sacrilice, is already decided ; forit is
not sacrificium -ut epulum de sacrificio ; not a sac-
rifice, but a feast upon sacrifice ; or else, in other
words, not oblatio sacrificii, but, as Tertullian cx-
cellently epeaks, participatio sacrificii; not the
offering of samething up to God upon an aktar, but
the eating of something which comes from God’s
altar, and is sct upon our tables. Neither was it
ever known amongst the Jews or heatbena that thoso
tables upon which they did eat their sacrifices should
be callego hy the name of aliars ; therefore he (St.
Paul) must needs call the communion tablo by the
pame of the Lord's table—i. ¢., the table upon

which God’s meat is eaton, not His altar upon which

it is offored.
. ® . [ ] [ . o

Zlie Wooden Oross at St. Paul's Tablle to be
removed.

Next, with respect to tho wooden cross attached
to tho communion table ot St. Paul's. Their lord-
ships have already declured their opinion that tho
comnunion-tablo intonded by the canon was a table
in the ordinary senss of the word, flat and moveable,
capablo of being covered with a cloth, at which or
around which the communicants might be placed in
order to portake of the Lord’s Supper, snd the
quesuon i3 whothor tho esictence of o cross attachod
to the table is consistent oither with tho spirit or
with the Jetter of those repulations.  Their
lordships aro clearly of opinion that it is not,
and they must recomriend that upon this point also
the decree cowpluined of should be afirmed. It
may be urged, and jodeed was urged with great
force by council & the bar, that in modern usage
tho commumon-tutie never, in fact, i3 moved ; and
the gencral adoption of rails to fence off tho table
frow thio rest of tho church sbows that its removal
is never contemplated ; and that if itis not to be
moved it is “seless 1o require it ts bo moveablo ;
that iTit be in such a form that a sufficient portion
of it way e covered with a fair linen cloth to re-
ceive the sacted eloments, it is idle to insist on the
whole being canuble of being covered.  To theso
observations the answer is that the distinction be-
twveen an altar and u table is in itself essential ; that
the circumstances, therefore, which constitute the
distinetion, however tritling in themaelves, are for
that reason dmportant ; and that when gpsitive rules
are established by Jaw, cqurty 6f jusii ;*p‘i‘r:}.w wllel:
into action by parties entitled (o mmntain’ the suit.
are bound to enforeo the law as they find it, leaving
it to tho Legislture, if it sec fit, in any way to
alter it.

Credence-tables unobjectionable, and to be main-
tuined.

The next question is as to the credencestable.
Here the rubries of the Prayer-book becomo impor-
tant.  Their lordships entirely agree with the opin-
ions espressed by the learned Judges in theso cases
and in *¢ Faulkuer . Litchficld,” that in the por-
formance of tho services, rites, and ceremonies or-
dered by the Prayer book, the direetions contained
in ir must be strictly observed ; that no omission
arnd no addition can be permitied ; but they aro not
prepared to hold that che uso of 21l articles ot ex-
pres:ly mentioned in the rubiie, although quite
consistent with ard even subsidiary to the service,
is forbidden.  Orzans aro not mentioned, yet be
cause they are auxiliary to the singing they are als
lowed.  Pews, cushions to kneel upon, pulpit-clotbs
hassorks, seats by the communion table, are in con-
stant use, yet they-are vot mentioned in the rubric.
Now, what is a credence-table 2 It is simply a small
tide table on which the bread and wine are placed
beforo the consecration, have no connectivn with any
superstitious usage of the Chuich of Rome. Their
removal has been ordered on the giovnd that they
are adjuncts toan cltar ; their lordships canaot but
think that they wre more properly to be regarded as
adjunets to a communion table.  The rubric directs
that at a certain point in the course of the comwmu-
rion service (for this is, no doubt, the true meaning
of therubric). the minister shall place the bread
and'wine on the communion table, but where they
are 10 be placed previously is nowhere stated. 1In
practice they ard usually vlaced on the communion
table Lefore the commencement of the service, but
this certainly is not according to the order prescri-
bed.  Nothing scems to be less oljectionable than a
small side table, from which they may be conve-
nicutly reacbed by the officiating minister, and at the
proper tiwe trunsferred 10 tue conmuoion tablo.
Asg to the credence tables, their lordships, therefore,
must'advise a reversal of the scuteneg complained of.
* Varicty of Altor cloths allowcalble, subject only 1o

the discretion of the Urdinary.

¢ Nest, asto the embiidercd cloth, it is sid
that the canon orders a covering of ilk, or of somo
other proner wnaterial, hut that it dors not mention,
and thereforo, by implication, cxclades more than
onc covoring.  Their lordships are unabic to adopt



