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tion HH Niriili h(i miuifiitw ; knd tlioy hIihII Imve u|K)n 'them
lik«wiMo tho v(<H/un»M ii|i|K)iiil(!(l for tluMi- ininiHtiy, tli.it in to
nny, iillw with t^iiich'H." That Me«in« vmy v,\mv, TUvm) (in
hrwf

) an» tin* oinumciitH of thv wcoinl yi^ar of Kiri« K«I ward
VI, UH fur HH th« iiiiiiinter in oohconud ; timl th« hiw of tlio

y^vixyw Book to-chiy, nayH •• thoy am to he intaiiuMl aiui to
ho in UHO." It (lid not Htriku any ono that thoro wh« much
amhi^ruity aH to thoir uieanin^', whaUivor difticulty thm'e
might h« in thoir appliaitioi^, until, in a judgmont foiuuhtd,
acconling to the I^)rd (.'hit'f Baron of England, " not upon
law hut upon policy," and given to phsaso a peiwiciiting
society of PiotrstantH, a Lord Ohaneollor of England told a
wondoring worhl that tlio phrase "to Ih) retaine<l and
to ho in UHo," mmiw '*not to ho retained or to \m
HHod." He invoked the force t)f a rOguhitiou of " tlu* HtJir

Ohamher " to prevent other memhern of hin Couil; from
CNpreHsing their diHHent from his strikingly original inter-
pretation. That judgment Imving hoen tivated with the
contempt which it deserved, there can he no douht uhout
the luw—certainly not in countries like this, where Privy
Council "judgments" pronounced hy Lord Chancelloi-s have
no force, but where the law of tht? Prayer Book is un-
changed. _

The law of the Prayer Book then being plain, what has
been the practice? Owing, partly tp Puritan prejudice,
ignorance, and violence, and partly to sloth and unfaithful-
ness, on the part of the authorities, wliile hardly one in a.
hundred of the clergy has kept the Church of England's law
as to the /requenoij of celebration, not one at all until recent
years has kept her laws as to the inmfe of its ministration.

'

But the law has not been rej^aM by disuse, and thirty
years ago, the late Bishop of Exeter declared, that if any =

congregation would provide the legal vestments for the Holy
Communion, lie would require the Clergyman to wear them.
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