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j‘:: ' Bome degree extended and modified by the

Buent which this Committee was called upon

thel’“ﬁxounce. or rather by the decision which

m Y were called upon, after argument, to recom-

+ eng 88 fit to be made by an Order of her Majesty
uneil,

thThe Order provided for several matters; as to

e of which ouly it is now alleged that there has
isgen 3 preach by the respondent of the monition
m Ued in pursuance of the Order. Those three
thm“s are :—First, that he continues to elevate
" ® cup and paten during the administration of
® Holy Communion; secondly, that he continues
o beel or prostrate himself before the conse-

13ted elements daring the prayer of consecra-
lioi: ; and thirdly, that he continues to use
8hted candles on the communion-table at times

“en such lighted candles are not wanted for the

TPose of giving light.

R I2 order to gee how far that which is complain-
of hag been a breach of the monition, we must
% ourge in the first instance look to the moni-

0 itself. The monition having recited that

® respondent was pronounced to have offended
egmnm'. the statutes, laws, conetitutions, and

300ng of the Church of England, by having knelt

T Prostrated himself before the consecrated ele-
b entg during the prayer of consecration, and also
ez aving within the eaid church elevated the
llsp and paten during the Holy Communion, and
m“"_ ¥ having used lighted oandles on the com-

o Uion.table, during the celebration of the Holy
'e:""\lnion, at times when such lighted candles
cee ; not wanted for the purpose of light, pro-
o 8 to direct him to abstain for the future

em thq elevation of the cup and paten during
administration of the Holy Communion, and
olem kneeling or prostrating himself before the
lso ents during the prayer of consecration, and
canq rom using, in the said church, lighted
hm‘}es on the communion-table during the cele-
op 0 of the Holy Communion, at times when

ivi, candles are not wanted for the purpose of

g light,

o a d; evidence which is before their Lordships
Wi} d"essed to these three several heads. We
hFM with them in a different order from that
catig ich they appear in the prayer of the appli-
o 80d take the use of lighted oandles on the
not : Union.table at times when such candles are

rst i"'med for the purpose of giving light, in the
of ¢ :Bmﬂc_e, because with reference to that part
lﬂid,"?““ it appears to their Lordships that the
the r;“ do not make out the offence charged. In
is g St pla?e, it appears that the offence charged
Shugg 4 Btrict conformity with the monition, be-
Sandigg © monition is itself confined to using those

ation on the communion-table during the cele-
Which iof the Ilgly Communion ; and the charge

Comm“: made in the motion now before this
m""‘ovl-tezz 18, th{lt they were used on the com-

OF the oooC GF times when they were mot wanted
Words “’Z"POM of giving light, leaving out the

con uring the time of Holy Communion.”
8hipg tol;“ it is not competent for their Lord-

Which |, Proceed beyond the actusl monition
I8 thy, ‘:,been served upon the respondent. It
it § 'to"dgeh he hag eaid to have disobeyed, and

eir Lo dlSO_bedlence of the monition only that

It 'i ships can address themeelves.

Plain upon the affidavits that the candles

have not been lighted during the Holy Communion,
for the course taken by the respondent has
been this, that the candles are lighted ag he says
they always have been, and were at the time of
the proceedings herein being taken, aud are kept
buring up to the period of the Holy Communion,
and then immediately before the commencement
of the Holy Communion they are extinguished.

There is no doubt, therefore, in this case, of &
literal compliance with the terms of the monition.
The candles are not lighted during the period of
the Holy Communion. They are lighted, indeed,
when there is no necessity for their being lighted
for the purpose of giving light, but they are ex-
tinguished before the Holy Communion; there-
fore the compliance with the terms of the mouni-
tion has been literal and complete, and not, in that
gense, evasive, for the respondent was limited to
a particular time, in reference to the candles; and
whatever one may feel as to the course of the
reverend respondent, looking to the spirit of the
monition, of course the monition could not go
beyond the matters that were charged: the of-
fence charged was one which he has abstained
from ; and in this respect, therefore, their Lord-
ships are clear that the prayer of this motion
cannot be complied with,

The next charge is that he continues to elevate
the cup and paten during the administration of
the Holy Communion; and, with reference to
this matter, their Lordsbips feel that the case is
placed in & position that is eminently unsatisfac-
tory. On a former occasion the sentence of the
judge in the court below was approved with refer-
pnce to this particular subject-matter; therefore,
ihat sentence is the sentence to which recourse
wust be had by their Lordships when interpret-
‘pg the monition, which cannot, of course, pro-
seed further than the senterce itself. The sen-
tence in the court below was thus worded : the
respondent was ordered ‘‘to abstain for the
future from the elevation of the cup and paten
during the ministration of the Holy Communioz,
snd also from the use of incense and from the
mixing of water with the wine during the admin-
istration of the Holy Communion, as pleaded in
the articles.”

Their Lordships think that the words ¢ a8
pleaded in the articles” must be applied to those
geveral offences which were charged in the pas-
sage just quoted—namely, the elevation of the
cup and paten, also the use of incense, and the
mixing of water with wine ; and their Lordships
are thrown back, therefore to the artioles to see
what it was that was there pleaded, and they
find this state of circumstances. Originally the
third article pleaded that there was an elevation
of the cup and paten beyond what was necessary
for the purpose of complying with the terms of
the rubrie, which directs thatats particular part
of the prayer of conseoration, when the sacred
elements are dealt with, the paten shall be tuken
into the hands, and at another part that the cup
shall be taken jnto the hand or hands (for thereis
gsome little variation in the two parts of the rubrie
itself) of the officiatiog minister. That would
have been, as it appears to all tbeir ‘Lo.rdshlpa&
a charge which would have raised & distinct an
definite issue, whether the elevation of the paten
or the elevation of the cup were or were not &
bond fide raising it so far oaly a8 is necessary for



