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'n"11 Borne degree eztended and modified by the
qgretwhich this Committee was called upon

tu PrOlOUflce, or rather' by the decision which
theY Were called upon, after argument, to reoin-t
tÛend as fit to be made by an Order of her Majesty t
in Council

The Order provided for several matters; as to
three Of which only it is now alleged that there has
!beeni a breach by the respondent of the monition
l58ije4 in pursuance of the Order. Thoso three
rnatters are :-First, that he continues te elevate
the Clip and paton during the administrà,tion of
the l>,_ Communion; secondly, that he continues
tu kteol or prostrate himself before the couse-
era'ed elemonts during the prayer of consecra-
tion ; and thirdly, that ho contin~ues to use
1 îghted candles un the communion-table at timos

1hnSuch ligbted candies are not wanted for the
PurPose of giviug light.

ln Order to see how far that which is complain-
md4 of has been a breach of the mon ition, we must
0f Course lu the firat instance look to tbe muni-
tion itself. The munition having recited that
the respondent was pronounced to have offonded
agsingt the atatutes, laws, constitutions, and

0erot f the Church of England, by having kueit
or Prostrated himself beforo the conseorated aie-
ruente during the prayer of consecration, aud aiso

y having within the said church elevated the
euPad paton during the Holy Communion, aud

aisebY having u sed lighted candies on thc comn-
Ilnntable, during tbe celebration of the Holy
Cmmunion, at times wben such lighted esudies

'were but wanted for the purpose of ligbt, pro-

from1 te direct him to abstain for the future
fu t he olevation of the cup and paten during

teadulinistration of the Holy Communion, and
from kueoling or prostrating himsolf before the
~~eutr'ts during the prayer of consecration, sud
S"S froni using, in the said church, lightod

bonlqon the c omnsunion-table during the cele-
brof the Holy Communion, at timos when

stlcandi08 are not wanted for the purpose of
glrug light.

la Te evidence wbich la before thoir Lordships
8.%4red : o tose three::everal heads. We

l'h.ch they appoar in the prayor of the appli-
20 'ou, aud tako the use of lightod candios on the
erlnuunion-tabl e at times when snch candies are

'firtatefoth purpose ofgiving iight, i h
orIstance, beosuse with referenco to that part

1 atfie .ase it appoars to their Lordships that the
t'elt do not make out the offeuco charged. In

la bot' Plce it appears that the offence chsrgod
Casel Strict conformity with the monition, he-
ead the monition is itself confiued to using those

è?d e"S O the communion-table during Mhe cele-

0fe Me IlolY Communion; and the charge
c 1 made in the motion now before this

On.lite, that they were used on Mhe com-

or, then"'able aI limes when Mhey score not waied
Wordj PuIPo8e of giving liqhl, leaviug out the

of 19Ildus.,jp Me lime of Holy Communion.",
lg*pcoounrse it le not competeut for their Lord-

*IY t o ceed beyoud the actual monition
eh h a& been aerved upon the rospondent. It
'lis tb which he has said to have disobeyed, andato disobedience of the monition only thathesr LOrdships cau address themselves.
l Plain upon the affidavite that the candies

iave not beau lighted during the lIoly Communion,
For the course taken by the respondeut has
been this, that the candles are lighted as he says
they always have beon, aud wero at the time of
~he proceedings herein being taken, and are kept
bnring up to the period of the Holy Communion,
and thon immediately before the commencement
of the Holy Communion they are extiuguished.

There is no doubt, therefore, lu this case, of a
literaI compliance with the terme of the monition.
The candles are not lighted during the period of
the HOly Communion. They are lighted, indeed,
wheu thoro la no necessity for their being lighted
for tho purposo of giving light, but they are ex-
tinguished before the Holy Communion; thero-
fore the compliance with the terms of the mnoni-
tien bas been literai and complote, aud not, lu that
sense, evasive, for the respondent wss limited to
a particular time, lu roference ta the caudles; and
w«hatevor one may feel as ta the course of the
reverend respondent, looking ta the spirit of the
alonition, of course the monition could net go
beyond the matters that were chargod: the of-
fence charged was ono which ho bas abstained
from ; aud lu this respect, thereforo, their Lord-
ships are clear that the prayer of this motion
cannot be complied with.

The next charge is that he continues ta elevato
the cup aud paten during the administration cf
the lloly Communion ; and, with refereuco ta
this tuatter, their Lordships feel that the case is
placed lu a position that is eminently unsatisfac-
tory. Ou a former occasion the sentence of the
,indge lu the court below was approved with refer-

ncos ta this particular subject-matter; therefore,
.bat Sentence is the sentence ta which recourse
aluuit ho had by their Lordships when interpret-
iag the monition, which canuot, of course, pro-
,eed further than the sentence itself. The sen-
tence lu the court below was thus worded : the
respondent was ordered Ilta abstain for the
future from the elevation of the cup and paton
during the ministration of tho Holy Communion,
and aiso from the use of incense aud from the
gniiug of water with the wine during the admin-
istration of the Holy Communion, as pleadod in
the articles,,"

Their Lordships thiuk that the words Il as
pleaded in the articles " must ho applied ta those
several offencos which were charged in the pas-
sage juat quoted-namely, the elevation of the
cup sud paten, aiso the use of incenso, and the
snizing of wator with wine ; and their Lordsbips
are thrown back, thereforo ta the articles ta, see
what it was that was there pleaded, and they
fiud this stato of circutustances. OriginaIlY the
third article pleaded that there wa an elevation
of the cup aud paten beyond what was necessary
for the purpose of complYin)g Wlth the termes of
the rubric, which directs that at a particular part
of the prayer of consecrat;on, when tho aacred
elemneuts are deait wlth, the paton shall ho taken
into the bauds, and at another part that the clip
shall ho taken juta the haud or bauds (for there is
some littie variation lu the two parts of the rubrie
itseif) of the officiating minister. That would
have been, as it appears ta ail thoir LordshipS.
a charge which would have raised a distinct aud
defluite issue, 'whether the elovation Of the paton
or the elevation of the oup were or were not a
bonil fide raising it @0 far oaly se l necessary for
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