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No. 8.

We publish in this number the Judg-
moant of the Judicial Committec of Privy
Council in the cases of Liddell and Horn
v. Westerton, and Liddell ». Beal. We
placed the article in the printer's hands
in the month of April, but as we conceiv-
ed that the decision of the Court of Ap-
peal on the Rectory Question was the
more interesting one to the Church mem-
bers in this Diocose, (many of them hav-
ing read the other in English papers,)
we gave it the preference, and we have
not since had room for it. We now give
it, to the exclusion of nuch interesting
matter which we had culled ; as many,
doubtless, will be glad to file so import-
ant a document fo. future refercnce.

We beg to call attention to some very
creditable specimens of skill in stained
glass, which have just been inserted in
the Church of the I‘Ion Trinity, Toronto,
by Messrs. McCausland & Bullock, of
this city. Two windows on the south
side—the gift, we understand, of & mem-
ber of the congregation—have been filled
with enriched quarries, the effectof which
strikes us us very ‘rich; the borders of
the windows coptamm a running-leaf pat-
tern, thrown out by deep colour in the
intervening spaces, while cach compart-
ment of the window contains a medalhon
in stained glass, the small figures in
which represent works of charity—the
idea being that Chnstianity is the great
source of all benevolenco. In the east-
ernmost of the two windows the subjects
are/—giving alms to the lame—visiting
the sick—teaching the young—clothing
the naked ; in the other the same idea 1s
ropresented by the acts of—giving water
to the thixsty—bread to the hungty—
loosing the prisoner—and receiving the
stranger. The diaper forming 1he back-
grounds of the scveral groups is very
rich, and the drawing, while strongly par-
wking in the mediacval character usu-
ally matking ecclesiastical stained glass,
is eflective, considering the small size of
the figures, onc of the best proofsof which

is that they will bear near inspection and
jgrgg;r_pyfq by.it. We trust that the firm
witlmeet with:liberal encouragement in
their beautiful art.

_ _izttltsiast ¢al Xutelltgence.

DIOCESE OF TORONTO.

The Lord Biskop of Torouto desires
to draw the attention of the Clergy of his
Diocese to the Order in Council (which
will be found on our last page) with regurd
to the alteration of the Liturgy, and re-
quests that they will make the change
gecordingly.

CHURCH SOCIETY

We ure requested to give notice that
the publishers have now ncarly complet-
ed the Annual Report, and that in & few
daysthe Appendices will be placed in their
hands.  Circulars have been sent off 1o
all the Parochial Clergy, with a state-
ment of the collecuons made and the
amouuts trausmutted to the Parent Society,
in order that if they perceive any errors
or omissions, they may notify the Secre-
tary (within a fortnight,) so that they
may be correctly inserted in the Report.
Many of the parishes have noi as yet
Sent in ‘the lists of ‘their subscribers; if
not received within a fortnight they will
be too late for publication.

CHRISTIAN LIBERALITY.

The congregation of Trinity Church,
Aurora, have recently presented a very
gratifying address to their esteemed pas-
tor, the Rev. Septimus Ramsay, M.A.,
in which is stated their inteation of more
than doubling the stipend heretofore re-
ceived from them. Go. und do thou like-
wise, might be said in variousother places.
and among different protesiant denomi-
nations. It would be well for the laity
to bear in mind, that whilst their pro-
penty and mcomes have, generally speak-
ing, very greatly increased, the incomes
of ministers of the Gospel hare in the
same ratio decreased,—their  salanies
being usuall  fixed, whilst most of the
nccessaries of life have doubled in value
within the past four years. We sin-
cerely hope the example set at Aurors
will be gencrally followed throughout
the Province. 'The Christian lubourer
iz worthy of his hire. This commenda-
ble determination on the part of the Rev.
genileman’s congregation at Aurora, fur-
nishes striking evidences of the high
esteem in which he is held by those
among whom he labours.—Newmarket
paper.

b ———— - e = rm————

In the Report of the Socicty, as published in
the last number of the Gazette, wo aro sorry to
find the following clerical ervors:— !

The total of income, under hending * Incomo,”
shoutd be £5,3720s. 6d., in licu of £3,375 Os.
6d.

Under the heading * Books Granted,” tho first
item of account should have been £81 1s,, in lidu
of £12 33, the cost of the fullowing grants hay-
ing been erroncousty deducted, wn the supposi-
tian that they bolonged to tho previous yea¥
The total nmount given is correotly stated :=—
Service Bonks, two sots, Brock..cce....£8 18 0
Book and Tracts, BrocK...veeer coee vueens 2 10 0
Rev J [hiton, for Sunday Schools... .. 6 0 O
Rev. 1. Hodge, for distribution.......... 2 10 0

£1818 0

r————

We have been requested to alate that jp the
editiun of the Rev. 1. Holland's Sermon, priuted
for the members of the Synod, the following
errata occur ;—

Page &, lino 14, for have, read hero.

018, w2 e desired, ¢ decreed.
«“ 15, « 13, ¢ aqlternato, ¢ ultimate.
16, ¢ 31, ¢« sccondnry, ¢ secondly.
« 17, ¢« 3, ¢  know, ¢ learn,
« 18, ¢« 8, * marked, ¢ oxerted.
e s 15 ¢ witness, ‘¢ impross.
o920 w6, ¢ gunrded, ¢ guided.
¢ & s 14, after Himeelf, add and.

& 6 ¢

98, for towitness, readlowliness.

COLLECTIONS FROM 6vu JULY TO 121ut OF
AUGUST. !

Collections appuinted to be taken up ia the
several catrches, chapels, and missionury sta-
tions i the lhoces of Toronto, in the month of
July, in helialf of the Mission Fuod of the So-
ciety :— ’
St. Jolm's, Elor1, per Rev J Smith-

hurst ooves cve ceee
St. Paul’s, Nenmnarket...

ceesee s terensere

£210 0

Christ Church, Hollnl Land-

10~ 8D
oo
oo

Per Rev, W, A, Johnson c.evveecnnenaeee
Belleville, per Rev J. Grier. ... ...,
Shannonville.. .. .cccvrernree
Chnist Church, Mohawk.....

Per Rev G A Anderson.....o..veesenee 117 2
Playter's Corners ..o vviveees 1 2 0
St John's, Oakridges. «3 71
King Stationceeecessieennnnes 1 1 38
Por Rev. Dr. Beaven ..occee vecinenevnneans & 11 11
Brampton, per Rev. T. Loochoveessees 0 7 6
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Perrytomn. e e .1 89
Elizabothyillo.coceenreesasenss 011 3

Per Rev, J. HION.. .,eeeennn vieecsesinnen
8t. Johu's, Jordan...
Port Dalliousio....locccesveene,

Per Rev. A. Dixon. .
8 . Paul's, Yorkvlllc, pcr Churclmar-

BON vrinie i risintene sesentens sesanesssene
8t. John's, Fort Briv......... 08 2
81. Paul's, do.  .ceeennne 1 610

Por Churchwarden . oo civiie coesee covane
Williamsburg.......
Matilda....

Per Rov. E. J. Boswell............ revsesee
8t. Mary's, Warwick...... 1
8t, James’, Brooko ........
8¢ Pnul'a, Wisbeach.iciioeees @

PerRev. J. Smythe. e cviiinsenenesecens
8t. Mary Magdalene, Lloyd-

town ..... sesacsnses
Christ Church, Alblo .
8t James' do. do.

8t. Jude's, Qakyille.....oouee
Palermo. .. ccrnestnnnieisacnnn

Per Churchwarden c.occeeeee creessans ssasen
SL \lurk'u, Ningarm, per Churchwar-
et ‘Church, Hamilton, per Church-

wardea ..
Graco (‘burch. Milton..

Lomwville..ceeeaesaensinns senennnns 017 6
PerRov. F. Tremaync. . s coseessnnens
Trinity Church, Thornbill.., 2 10 0
Vanghan. e veess Cersssnennis 100
Per Rev. D. E. Blake...... vevs eeemarenns
8t. Peter's, Credit...... 1
8ydeuham 8tation. ...... ... 4

Per Rev. E. Denroche e evvieees nnanes
8t. Peter’s, Brockvnlle. per Rev. J. T

Lewis .......
Qeorgetosran ..
Nortnl.coveercvnens

Per Rev. J. G. MoKenzic...oooeune ceueee
Orillin . civeeeis cernnnnne sennans 0
8t. Gerge's, Medonte .uoeonen 056 9
8t. Luke's, Coldwater Road 0 5 O
8t. Muark's, do. 014 8
Per Rev. T. B. Read..ceiiiiiennnncnnnnenns
Rockwoud, Jier Rev. E. N, Stewart...
St George's, Kingston, per Ven, G.
SUATE .. ceeerresoeereotaincncserrsaisarore
St Peter's, Barton..seeece. 2
8t. Paul's, Glanford........... 1

Per Rev. G. A, Bulleeoeiniiienniiiinne
Trinity Church, Chippawa, pcr Rev.
W Leeming ..
Christ Cliurch, lluu(mgford 16 10
Lot 29, Con. 11, Bast Zorma 0 18 2
Per Rov. . D. Pauguiere. coos veeseens
8t Jumex', Ingersoll.ceeenrees 3 16 4
Trinity Church, Beachville... 0 9 8

Per Rev. J. W. Marsb ..... [N
8t, Georgo's, St. Catharnine's, per Rev.
A, £, AtKinsoD...eeee-crenenene

\

sessesese

116

210

[

310

8§ 8
20 0

217

119

406
6

(5]
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St. Su‘phcn s, Hornby, pcr Ilcv F.

Tremnyno .. certsrniniaennn 1 27
'l‘rmilyChurch Uurfonl ...... 1 81
Weir's Schoolhouse... . 018 2
Per Rov. J. Padficld... weneses 2 6 3
Christ Church, l’ort Smnlcy. pcr
Churchwarden . .o.c.eeee ceevens cssreeene. 110 0
St. James’, Kemptville....... 1 8 2
Christ Chureh, Marlbro'...... 017 8
Per Churchwarden.. e 2 510
St. George's, Ouulph 2
Pu-linch,. [ 4
Per Churchwnrdcn resessisannes B 1 6
8, James’, Dundas ............ 9
St. Johu'n, Ancaster.. ... 0
Per Rev, F. L. Osler.. 9
Almonte, per Rev R, a. "Cox... 6
Woodstock, per Churcbwurden 612 6
Station No. 1, York, pchhurvhwnrdon 1 6 8
8t. John's, Portamouth, per Church-
warden .. wrsesnnens 2 0 0
Nesvton, pcr Rev ll Brcnt .............. 010 0
Christ Church, Mimico, pcr Church.
warden . ..ot 0 6 2
Trinity Church. Cornwnll e 8 18 10
Clrist Church, Moulinette.. 1 2 0
Per Rev. Henry Patton.............. we o b 010
74 Collections, amounting to.....£172 8 10
MISSION FUND. XV, YEAR.
.1 00
200
Per Rov. H. Jessopp.e..aeeens . ivenen wee 8 0 0

INDIAN MISSIONS.
Two little children, per Rev. J. Hilton£ 1 0 0

—

WIDOWS AND ORPHANS' FUND.

461 210
116 7

Previously announced....ceeeveeees veeees
Charleston, per Rev. F. Tremayne....
206 Collect:ons, amounting to...£462 19 6

GENERAL PURPOSE FUXD.

Previously announced. ....... eseesnsenene £258 6 1
Christ Church, Delaware.... 1 12 6
Caradoc Academy....... «.... 012 6
Per Rev. R Flood... ceeeevivicnnsconans 2560
Charleston, per Rev. F. Tremayne... 010

———————

160 Collections, amouating to...£261 1 1

STUDENTS' PUND.

Previoysly announced.. .ceveeeee canannes £200 11 10
Curist Church, Delaware, per Bev.

RB. Flood.ccoiiens eiiineee vevnnenanee w 110 0
Mono Mission, per Rev.J. Van Linge 0 4 8
Woudstock, per Churchwarden.......... 2 4 4
Caricton Place... . 016 0
Bellumy's \lills . 010 0
Eunisrille.. weee 0 9 6
Per Rev. R. Q@ Cox..ccevevnnenninnnnnnnns 114 6

Woodbridge, per Rev. J. G. Arm-
BUPONE +eervaeersoancess esssussssresnonsss 1 19 7

140 Callections, amouosting to...£208 4 11

PAROCHIAL RRARCUES.
Bartie, ircluding Rev. 8. B Ardngh'

Aangal! Subscription.. ... vesenned 8156 8

ANRUAL S8UBSCRIPTIONS, DONATIONS, &C.

Rev, R, Plood. ... cevsenaniiiseree soseonsnsenn®l 6 0
H.J. Joseph, bsq Lheeee
W. Rowell, Esq. Yurlmllc uonntion G.

I Fund,ceeenionnn o erseseessuses Ceresseane 010 0

QEnglfsh (Etc[cumsutal Eutelhgemc.

JUDICIAL COMMITTEE OF PRIVY COUNCIL
Marcn 21.

(Before Lord WansieypaLgs, Ar. PEMBERTON
Luiou, Sir Jonn Parreson, Sir W. H. Mavee,
the Anrcunisuor of CanternuRY, and the Bi-
suor of LoNbox.)

LILDELL AND HORN ©, WHSTERTON.—LIDDELL v.
BEANL.

Tho committee was constituted as abovo for
the purpose of delivering judgment in the
Kuightsbridge cases.

Mr PexnpxrroN Leton delivered the judgmont,
which was to the following effect :—Theso cases
camy before the Court by appeal from two orders
in distinet suits, directing tho removal of various
urticles of church furniture, in thic one caso from
the district church or chapel of St. Paul, Kuights.
bridge, and iv the other from the chapel of ease
of 8t. Barnabas, Pimlico.  Although thero i3
some distinction between the circumstances of
the two cases, they involvo tho same principles,
they wero included in one arguwment at this bar,
and will be conveniently disposed of in one Judg-
went. It appenrs that tho district church of St.
Laul was ercoted by private subseription ; that
tho income by which it i3 supported is demed
from the rent of pews; that Mr. Liddell is the
incumbent, and Mr. Horne and Mr. Westerton
the two churchwardens. The two churchwardens
diffcred as to the propristy of certain ornnments
of the church, and in Hilary Term, 1865, the
suit out of which tho present appenl ariscs was
instituted in the Consistory Court of London, by
Mr. Westerton, aguiust Mr, Horno and Mr. Lid-
dell, who are now the appellants. The citation
ealled upon the appellunts to show cuuse why o
wculty shiould not be grauted for removing the
nltar. or bigh altar, and the cloths used for cov-

ring the same, together with the wooden cross
devnuul thereon and affixed thereto, as well as
the candlesticks thereon, together with tho cre.
dentia, preparatory altar or credence-table, used
wi the said church or chapel, and for substituting
wm lien and stead thercof a decent and proper
able for the administration of the Lord's Supper
and Holy Communion, aud a decent cluth for the
covering thereof. The answer of the defendants
Mleges thnt the article of church furniture ealled
in the citation an altar, or high nluu-, isin fact,
aud according to the true and legal interpretation
of the 82ud of the constitutivns and canons of
England und lreland as by law established,
mensa._ congrua ¢l decens, or n convenient aad de-
ceut table, such as is required by law for tho
celebration of the Holy Communion, and denies
thiat the wooden cross §s inconsistent with the
laws, canons, customs, and coustitutions of the
said Church. In wubsequent passages of the
wswer this tablo is always spokon of ns the altar
or communion tsble, and tho platform cn which
tho sawme is raixed, the wooden cross attached
thereto, the gxldc\l candlesticks, and the said
side-table or credence-table, were plaged in the
«wino church ns the sume now exise, aud foraed
part of the furnituro thercof at the time of the
consecration of tho said church and of the furi-
tur: thereof by tho Lord Bishop of London, oo

the 80th of May, 1843, [App. 9] Therr lord-
sbips understand that this table, described as un.
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altar, or communion table, is made of wood, and
is not attashed to tho pintfurmn, but merely stands
upon it; that it is plwced at tho east end of tho
churel, or the chaucel, according to the ordinury
usago 83 to communion table; that at the end
noarest tho wall there is a narrow ledgo raised
abovo tho rest of the table; that upon this ledgo,
which is termed tho ¢ super-altare,” stand tho
two gilded candiesticks, which are moveable, and
between them tho wooden cross, which is lot into
and fixed in the super-altare, 80 a3 to form puat
of what is thus described as tho altar or comn-
muuion table.  The judgmont complained of has
not ordored tho romovul of tho table or of the
candlesticks, but only of tho cross, the credence-
table, and the cloths, Thero is nv appeal against
this ordor, a8 far us it permits the table and can-
dlesticks to remain, aud it is thereforo not open
to their lordships to conxider the judgmeut with
reference to the articles uot ovdered to be re-
moved.  The evidenco as to the wish of the par-
ishioners upon this subject appears to their lord-
ships to show what, in sucha case, imght perhaps
bo cxpecied, that with respect to these ornaments
thero are many persous of great respectabality
who from conscientious motives nre strongly
attached to them; many of equal respectabulaty
who, from motives equally conscientious, feel nn
invincible repugnance to thew; and some, itmay
be huped uot a few, who, whatever opinion they
may form of their iutrinsic value, consider them
as of no imporlance whatever in compacison
with Christian charity aud concord, aud who,
whetber they approve or whether they disapprove
of thoin, would infinitely rather sacrifice their indi-
vidual feclings and opinions, than secure thoir
triwmnph at tho cxpense of disturbiug and dis-
tracting the Church of which they are members.
With respect to the case of * Liddell v. Beal,”
St. Baroubas is a chapel of ease within the dis.
trict chapelry of 8t. Paul, of which the curates
aro appointed by Mr. Liddell. In this case both
tho chapelwardens agreo with Me. Liddell as to
the ornaments in question.
uary, 1855, a monition was issued againat them,
at the instanco of Mr. Beal, au inhabitaut of the
district chapelry of St. Baruabas, by which they
wero monished to remove from the said chapel
tho rood-screen and brazen gates, together with
the cross clovated and fixed on the said screen,
and also the stone altur and cloth wow used for
covering tho same, and the cross ornamented
with jewels elevated thercon and fixod thereto,
with the candlestichs aud candles placed thereon,
and also the warble credentin, preparatory altar
or credonco-table, and to substitute in licu aud
stead thereof a decent table for tho administra-
tion of tho Lord's Supper and Holy Communion,
and a decent covering thercto, anid to set up on
the east ead of the chaucel of the said chapel the
Ten Commandments, as by the laws, canons,
jnstitutions, and customs of the United Church of
Eogland and Ireland is prescribed.  {App., case
7.] Tho answer admits that between the cban-
cel and the nave o. the churoh there is a screen
of carved wood, on the summit whervof a wooden
cross is affixed. It admits, in substauce, the
existcaco of the stome table or altar, with the
metal cross sttached theroto, and it insists that
the articlo of turniture so described s a mensa
congrua el decens within the meamns o. the
canons, and such a communion table ag1are
quired by law for the celebration of the floly
Communion. It admits the use of various cloths
differing in colour from cach other as coverings

of the communion table at differcnt scasons, aud ,

that the covertug used on the aid altar or com-
maunion table at the timo of the administration of
the' Holy Communion js of worked and embroid-
cred white lincn, orosmented and curiched
and bordercd at the ends with elaborutely worked
lico; and that the other articles of linen uced in

On tho 17th of Jan- !

tho said office arc also decorated and cnriched
with white lago. It denics that the credences
tablo i nttached to the ohancel, and ulleges that
tho samo is a moveablo table, necossary aud
conveuicnt for the decent celebration of the Holy
Cotamunion sccording to the rubrics of the Book
of Common Prayer, The answer thon alleges
that these oranments existed in the church when
it was consrecrated in 1830, and that the servives
are attended by Inrge nud devout congeegations,
whoso religivus feohings would be violated by
their removal.  The judgment compluined of hay
otdered tho church or chapobivardens of dt. Bar-
nabas to romove the present structure of stony
used ns o communion table in the said church,
snd to provide instead thercof nmoveable table
of wood ; to rcmove tho credence-tablo; to ro-
move the cross on the #cicen, as also the cross
vt or near the prosent structure used as a come
wanion table; to take away all the cloths at pre
sent used in the said church or chapel for cover- ‘
g the structure now wsed a3 4 commnnion lnblu‘
during the tune of Diviue Scrvice, and tu provide
and substitute in place of the smd cloths ouo
ouly covering fur the conunumon tablo of silk or
other decent stufl; and, turther, to remove any
cover used at the time of the munistration of the
sncrament, worked or embroidered with luce or
otherwiso ornamented, and to substitute a twir
white linen clot 1, without lace or ombronlery or
other ornament ; to cover the commuuion tabie
at tho time of the ministration of the sacrament,
and to causo the Ten Commaudments to be set up
on the east end of the church i compliance with
the terms of the canon.  As to the order directs
ing the Ten Commandments to be set up there s
no appeal.  When this case camo by sppeal be-
foro the Desn of the Arches, some additiouat
evidence was given with respect to the nssont of
the Bishop ot London to the usc of these orna.
ments hoforo the chapel wus consecrated. Bat
it does not appear to their lordships to be neces-
sary to go into this part of the case. Their
lordships will denl with cach of the articles winch
are the subject of appeal separately ; and, Ist,
with respect to the crosses, the point to which
by far the greater part of the argumeont at thie
bar was addressed. No distinction was taken by
the Courts below between the different crosses
which are the subject of appeal—between the
croseos on what are termed the altars or commu-
nion tables, both at St Paul's and av St. Barua-
bus, and the cruss on the chancel screen in St.
Baruabas. Thelearned judges have treated them
a3 being all subject to the samo consideratious,
and have ordered them ull to be removed a3 tle.
gal oroaments.  But though both judges arrived
"at the samy couclusion, there is some difference
' between the reasons assigued for their decisious. j
{ Dr. Lushington scems to bave held that the ques-
tion was, what oruaments could be shown to bave
! been in churches in thy'secoud Fear of tho reign
of Bdward VI., by authority of Parlinment, ac-
cording to the rubric of the present Prayer Book,
according to the true construction of these words?

1

question is whethor tho rubric npplies to the lat-
ter class,  Tho rubric 1s in thess words :—

v And horo it is to bo noted that such orna-
ments of tho church and ot the ministers thercof
at afl tunes ot thar winistey shall be retained
and Yo tn use ny were tn thns Church of Buglaud,
by authority of Parlinmoent, in tho secoud year of
King Edward V0L

Dr. Lushwgton was of opinion that by tho
trav cunstruction of theso words refecence must
Ly had to the Act of the 2nd and 3ed of Bdward
VL, and tho Peayer Book which is ostablished,
tor the purpose of detormutung what oranments
wero thuroby sanationed, but ho waa perplexed
by the ditliculty that, although there wero words
w that Prayer Book describing tho ornamnonts of
the numsters, thore were none which applied to
ornnwents of the church in us understanding of
this cxpression. Theie lordships, after much
consideration, aroe gatisficd that the construction
of this rubric which they suggested at the hear-
ing of the case iy its true meanmg, and that tho
word “ornsments ' apphies, and 1w ths rabrio
is coufined, to those articles tho use of which in
the services and ministeations of the church is
prescribed by the Prayer Buok of Edward VI
Lhe term *cornaments ™ o ceclesmstical Inw is
uot confined, as by molern usage, to articles of
decoration or embelhishment, butat i3 used in the
larger senso of the word *formumentum,” which,
acconding o tho iuterprotation of Forcellini's
dictionary, is used ** pro quocumque apparatu

cu anplemento.” Al the suveral articles used
1 the pertormance of the services and ritos of
thie church are ornamonts.  Vestments, bouvks,
cloths, chahices, and patens are among clhurch
oraaments ; a loug hst of them will bo fuund ox-
tracted from Lyudewoode, in Dr. Phillimory’s
editton ot « Burns' Eoclesiastical law.”  Iu no-
dern tmes organs and bells are hold to fall under
this denomination.  When reference is had to
the first Prayer Book of Edward V1., with this
explanation of the termm *¢ornament,” no diffi-
culty will be found in discovering swong the
urticles ol wuwch the uyo is there cenjoined orna-
wments of the church as weli as ornements of tho
mimsters.  Beswdes the vestments differing in
the differont services, the rubric provides for the
use of au Boglish Bible, the new Prayer Book, o
poor maa's box, n chalice, n corporas, u paten, a
vell, aud some other things, That theso articles
were included in the term “oraamonts of the
church™ at tho period in question is cloar from
two documents ncarly contemnpurancous, ono be-
fore and the other aiter tho establishment of the
first Prayer Buoh. In a letter of the Council to
Cranmer. dated the 3)th of April, 1648 [to be
found in Strypuy’s * Meworials of Cranmer,” vol.
it. p. 90], thoy complain of the oonduct of cor-
tuncburchward.ns, who seat away their chalices,
crosses of silver, bLeliy, and other ornmments of
the church; and wu a comuussion in 1652 [Cardw.,
Doc. Aunn., 112]. tho commissioners nre enjoined
to leave in ewery church or chapel of common
resort vue, two, ur more chalices or cups, accord-

Sir J. Dodson, on the other haud, considered tue
question to depond on the effect of certain royal,
injuactions aod an Act of Purliament against the
use of images, among which e cousidered crosses
to be included. 1t will be necessary to examine'
both these grounds of ducisiou with the attention
sud vespect which are due to the cminent per.
sons who have adopted them; sud first, as to!
the effect of tho rubric.  In dealing with this,
question it is uccessary to remember that there
Were many crosses, some with, some without,
the image of the Saviour, winch were in use in
the Roman Catholic nitual; altar crosses, pro-
cessional crusses, funera: crosses, aad nthers, as
well as paiated or carved representations of the
cross not used in the services, but sct up as|

ing to the multitude of people in every such
church or chapel, and also such other ornaments
as by their Jiscretion shall seem requisite for
the Divine Service in every such placo fur the
tume.  If refereuce be now made to the altera-
f1on3 in these matters, introduced by tho second
Prayer Buok of Bdward VL, sud the subsequent
cabric to the Prayer Book of Elzabeth, the
meaning will be sutliciently clear. The second
Peayer Buok torbids tho use of differont vest-
ments by the pricst in the performauco of tho
diffecent services, and eunjoins the uze of a sur-
plice only, nud does not expressly mention the
paten, chalice, and corporas. Aller the over=
throw of Protestantism by Queea Mary, and its
restoration on the accession of Queen Elizabeth,

avchitectural decorutions of churclios, and the o great cuntroversy arose hotween the tmore vio-
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lent and the more moderate Reformers as to the
church servica which stould he re-establishicd.
whether it should be acenrling to the first or
according to the second Prayer Book of Ehwanl
VI. The Quecn was in favour of the first, but
she was obliged to give way, and acompromise
was made, -y which the servives were to be tn
confornity with the secand Prayer Buok, with
certain alterations, but the ornaments of the
cburch, whethier those worn or those otherwise
used by the minlster, were to bo nccorling to the
ficst Prayer Book  in coafarmity with tiis ar-
rangement tho Act 1 Elizabeth, chap, 2, was
ns<ed, by which tho use of the s omd Prayar
%unk was establighod, but it way provided  that
such ornaments of the church and of the mims-
ters thereof shadd Ye retmued rnd be in uve as
was in this Church of England by authority of
Patlinnient in tho 2nd year of the Reign of King
Edwanl VI, antil other order taken therein by
the authority of the Queen's Majesty, with such
advice ns thercin mentionel.®  The rabric to
tho new Prayer Book, framed to express the
meaning of this proviso, is in these worls:—

“ And hero is to bie noted that the mmster,
at tho timo of tho Communion, and at ail other
tines of ministration; shall use such ornaments
in the church as aro in uso by autherity of P’ar-
Jiament in the sccond year of the reign of King
Edward VL., ace rhug to the Act of Parhament
setin the beginni g of th s bok ™ .
Hero the termr * oranments ™ 18 used as covering
both tho vestnents of tho mmsters und the seve-
ral articles used 1n tho services; it is confined to
such things as in the performance of 1he services
tho minister wag to use. It mil bo observed
that this rabric doas not adopt preciscly the lnn-

nge of tho statute, but expresses the same
thing in othor words. The statute says such
ornaments of the church and of the wminister
«shall be retained and bon use;” the rubric,
¢Sthat the minister shall use such or aments m
the church.” The rubrio to the Prayer Book of
January 1, 1604, adopts the languago of the ru.
brio of Elizabeth.  The rubmc to the present
Prayor Book adopts the langungo of the statute
of Blizabethi; but they all obviously mean the
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usc untilafter tha oxpiration of that year, becauso
tine must bo allowed for printing and distribut-
ing the books; but jts use, and tho njuuctions
coutained in it, were establishad by nuathority ot
Parliamert in the second year of Edward VI
and this is the plain meaning of the rubric. It
was contended by Mr. Stephens, in a very ablo
argument, that the canous passed in the reign of
Henry VIEL had oo Parhament.ty authorty in
the reign of Edward VI, for that the true mean-
ng of the statutes velating to that subject passed
w the reign of Heney VUL, is, that thev provide
for the review .f the existing canons by commis-
«tonera appointed by the King, and give autho-
rity to thuse canony only in tho mean time—:. e.,
during the continuance of the cummission, that
the commissioners never made any report; that
the commission determined by the death of
King Henry VIIL ; and that the Parliamentary
sanction given to the cauons ended at the same
ame.  If it were necesary to determine this
point, their lordships think this argumcut might
deserve serious cous deration, nlthough 1t is con
trary to tho general impression which has pre-
viiled upon the subject. Ay, however, their
lordships entertain no doubt whaetver a3 to the
meaning of the wonls ** authority of Parliament™
ased in the rabric, it ir useless to enter further
into the question. Thewr lordships, therefore,
aro of upiiton that, althuugh the rubric excluded
all uso of crosses in the services, the general
question of crogses not used m the sorvices, but
caipluyed only na decorations of churches, is
«nurely unatfected by the rabr e, If crosses of
tuae latter description were in use in the second
year of Edward VI, they derive no protection
trom the rubric; if they were lawfully in use
they are not excluded by th rubric, though they
might not bave the sauction of tho nuthority of
Purhament.  The next question is, arc crosses
forbulden uvuder the term *images” in the in
Junctions and Act of Parliament relied on by Sir
Jolin Dodson? It iy Inid down in the judgment,
and was strongly pressed at the bar, that the term
**imnges ’ may apply to crosses; that the
** imagines cructs’ arc often mentioned, as well
as **iumagines crucifixi, ¢t sauctorum;> that tho

gamo thing,—that the same dresses and the samo
utensils or articles which were unsed under the
fir<t Prayer Book of Edward V1. may stll be
used.  None of them, therefore, can have nny'
reference to articles not used i the services, but |
set up in churches as ornaments in the sense of
decorations. It wnas arged nt the bar that the
present rubric, which refers to the second year
of Edward VI, cannot mean ornnmeunts meu-
tinned in the first Prayor Book, because, asat
ig said, that Act was probaby not passed, and
tho Prayer Buok was certainly not i use, till
after the expiration of the second yearof Edwanl
Vi.. and that therefore the words by authority
'of Parhia nent " imust mean by wirtue of canons or
TRoyal injunctions having the authority of Par-
liament macde at an earhier pertod There scems
00 reasen to doubt that the Act in question ve-
ceived the Royal assent in the sccond year of
Edward VI. It concerned a matter of great
urgency which had boen I ng under cosidera.
tion, and was the first Met of the ression; 1t
passed through one House of Parlinmeut on Jan-
uary® 15, 1549, N. 8., and thy other on the 21st
of tho same 1nenth; and the second year of tho
reign of Edwand VI, did not expire tilt Januumry
28th. A pietive of the Counci) to the Bishops,
dated March 13, 1549, N. S., speaks of 1t as un
Act pussed at the Parliament lately hulden at
Westininste= ; and in the Act of the Hth and Gth
Bdwand VI, chap 1, sec 5, it is expressly re-
Yerred to us the Act ** made in the secund year
‘of tho King's Majesiy's reign.”*  Upon this paint,
therefore, no difficulty can arise. &z is very true
that the new Prayer Book could not come uto

cross, at the accession of Henry VIHI | wasatself
an object of superstitious worship in the Ruman
Cuthiohic Chureh ; that two services iu its honour
are found in the Roman Catholic Chiuech missal ,
that it was abused hke other images, and was
abolished hke other jmages. It is impossivlo to
deny that cresses nre trequently spoken of amuong
images. The Articles coucermng laudable cere-
momes, published by Henry VIIL, 15630, under
the head * OF Iinages,” declare * that the worship
is to bo done only to God, although it be done
before images, wuether it be of Chirist, of the
cross, of our Lady, or any otuer saint beside.”
(1 Cuardw), Formularies, xxviit ) And passages
o the same cffect are to he found in other con-
tewporary docwinents.  But the result ot the best
examnation which their lordsbips have been avle
to muke i3 that the term *unage,” though it may
be extended Ly the contest, is gencrally 1o be
understoed in a more fimited sense.  Although
1t 13 true that crosses bave been abused as wel
us crucfixes and images of sainty, it must
he rewembered that there is a wide difference
betweea tho cross and the nnages of sawts, uud
even, thuu, b an a less degree, between n cross
and & crucifix. A cross was used 43 a =ywbol
o’ Christianity for two or three centuries uelore
cither crucifixes or images wero ntroduc. d; it
wus used fur ages beture the Reformmtoa, aud
has continued ever since fo be used ns un ensign
of honour, ns an oruament both of buildings wud
persoay, ecclesinstical and civil, public and private
without any relation to superstitious or even to
religious useages.  That this way the view taken
by some of the early Reforisers will sulicienty

appear by a letter of Cas ander, to be proscotly
meutioned. The distinction botween tho cross
aud jronges is still moro marked. Though
in process of time. the cross was transferred into
the crucifix, or itself beecamo the object of adora-
tion, it was the memorial of o real event, the
most momentous that ever lappened in the
history of the world, and was worshipped, how-
ever crroncously, only in connexion with that
Being to whow all worship is due. The images
of the saints, on the other hand, were often con-
uccted [to use tho language of some of the
writings to whicih we must refer] with lyings
legends and feigned miracles ; and it might well
be that the worship and invocation of saints
should be abolished, and tho imnges connccted
with that practice bo swept away, while the cross
was retained with tho faith of which it was an
emblem  Theimportant question, however, is, not
whint it was reasonable to do, but what in fact was
done by the regulations for the removal of images.
The first sct of injunctions of Edward VI. were
issued in tho first year of his reign, some timo, as
it was said, between the months of Mnay and
August, 1647.  [Cardw, Doo. Ann., 6.] By
these injunctions the clergy are required to teach
the people that all the usurp°d authority of the
Bishop of RRome has been justly abolished. They
are not to extol any images, relics, or miracles
for any superstition or lucre, nor alluro the people
by any enticemnents to the pilgrimngoe of any saint
or image; they aro to teach thae works devised
by won’s funtasies, besido Scripture, a3 wander-
ing in pilgrimages, offering of mnonoy, candles, or
tapers to relies or images, or kissing or licking
the same, praying upon beads or such like saper-
stition, huve not only no promise of reward in
Scripture for doing of th-m, but, contrawise,
just threats and maledicitions of God, for tlhiat
they are things tending to idolatry and supersti-
tion. The third item isin theso word

« 8. Item, That such lmages ag they know in
any of their cures to bo or have been so abused
with pilgrimnge or offerings of any thing made
thereunto, or shall be hereafter censed uato, they
[nnd_none other private pursons] shull, for the
avoiding of that most detestable offence of idola-
try, forthwith take down, or causo to bo taken
down, and dextroy the sume; and shall suffer
from henceforth no torches nor candles, tapers,
or images of wax, to be set before any image or
pioture, but only two Jights upon tho high altar,
before the sacrament, which, for the signification
that Christ is the very truc light of the world,
they shall suffer to remain still; admonishing
their parishioners that images serve fur no other
purpose but to be a remembrance, whereby men
may be admonished of the holy lives aad conver-
sation of them that the said images du reprisent
which imnges if they do abuse fur any othier in-
tent, the commit iduvlatry in thé sawe, to they
great danger of their souls.”

f¢t13 clear that in this passago images aro gpo-
ken of as imnges of persons, and that only such
un ges of any kinid as had been or should be the
subject of superstitious worship were to be re-
moved; and it shows that the high nltar was to
remaio as it hud been before, with lights cpon it,
befure the sacrn went. The 10th section provides
that no person shall change the order or manner
of commun prayer, or Divino Service, otherwiso
than is speaificd in these injunctions, unti} such
tiine as the samo shall be otherwise ovdered ny
the Kwg's authority.  ‘The 213t seotion* provides
for reading certnin portions of Scripture in Bug-
tish in the tiwe of High Mass. Tho 28th injune-
tivn is in those terms :—

++28. Also, that they shall take away, utterly
extinet, nnd destroy all shrines, covering of
shrines, ull tables, canllesticks, trindles’or’rolls
of wax, pictures, paiutings, and all other menu-
ments of feigned miracles, pilgrimages, idolatry,
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and superstition, so that there remain no memory
of the same in walls, glies windows, or clsewhere
within their churches or bouses, And they shall
exhort »ll their parishioners to do the like within
their several houses.  And that the churchwird
eng, at the commnn charge of the parishioners in
overy church, shall provide a comely and lonest
pulpit, to be set in a convenient dlnce within the
same for the preaching of God’s Word."

1f this scction be read in connexion with those
which precedet, itis obvious that 1t applies ouly

to articles which had been the object of fuigned
miractes, pilgrmages, idoatry, aud superstition,
and at ull ovents could not include eithicr crossvg
or images which nad not Leen so abused, and
which by the previous injunctions wero to Le
retained; and, as regards the cross itself, its use
was not only permmtted, but enjeined, a3 the old
services which required it were retained. The
acotion could not mean that all eandlesticks should
be removed from churcher, for two were to be
retained on the lagh altar. Still less could it
menan that all tables, candlesticks, and pictures
should be removed from private houses. That
this is the truo meaping of the injunctions is fur-
ther shown by the Arucles of Visitation, iu which
inquiry was to bo maude whether they had been
oboyed. The articlo applicablo to this subject is
as foll: wgs—

¢ Whethor there do remain not taken down in
your ohurches, chapels, or elsewhere, any mis-
used imnges, with pilgrimages, clothes, stoues,
shoes, offerings, kissings, candlesticks, trindles of
wax, and such other like; and whether there do |
remain not delated and destroyed any shrines, -
covering of shrines, or any other monument of |
idolatry, superstition and hypocrisy.”"—Cardw.,
Doc. Auu., p. 26.

Another inquiry is:—

¢ Whether they which bave spoken and de-
clared any thing for the setting forth of pilgrim.
ages, fagoed relics, images, or any such super-
stition, have not openly recanted the same.”’—
Cardw., Doc. Ann., p. 27.

Tho object of these injunctions appears to
have been to abolish the worship or superstitious
veneration of images and relics; but they left
entirely untouched the servico of High Mass,:
sod made no declaration as to tho nature of the !
sacrament then administered.  Indeed, a subse-
quent proclamation of the King, dated tho 27th
of December, 15647, forbids any discussion of the
doctriue of the real presence until the King
should define the doctrine, On tho 6th of Feb-
reary, 1548, N. S, tbe King issued a proclama-
tion by which puni-hment wus denounced agninst
persone as should of their private mind omit,
leave done, chunge, siter, or innovate auy order,
rite, or ceremony commonly used and frequented
in the Church ot Englnnd, und not commauded to
be left done in the reign of the late King, other
than such as Ldward VL., in manucr thercin
mentioned, had ordered or should order to be
sltered; provided always that no man shoull bo
punished for omitting certain particular observ.
ances therein mentioned, and among otbers for
not creeping to the cross. The ceremony of
creeping to the cross scems to be explained by a
constitution of Giles de Bridport, Bishop of Sn-l
Tui, A.D. 1246, [Wilkin’s « Concilia,” vol. i., p.
713] which provides that on the day of our Sn-
viour's Passion all tho parish ¢ sbull come to
warship the cros, and offer according to their
inclinations.” Iu Strype’s ** Memorials of Cran-
mer,” the practice 8 alluded to i these terms ¢
¢ And because crecping to the cross was a greater
abuse than any of the others [for there the peo-
ple s id, *Crucem tuam udoramus, Domine,’”
aud the Ordionl suid, ** Precedant clerici ad cru-
cem adornndum uudis pedibus,” aud it followeth
in the said Ordinal, *TPonatur crux ante aliquod .

altare ubi n populo adoretur,” which by tho bi-
shop’s book, entitled, +¢ A Necessary lustruction.”
is agminst the Second Commandment, therefure
ke, the archbishop, desired of the King that crecp-
ing to the cross mght also ceuse hereatter.”
Strype’s Mem, vol. 1, p 200.]  Itas plam,
theretore, that up to this time the use ot the
cross was pernntied, though misused unages
were, in tho strongest and most general ters,
torbidden,  OUn tho 218t ot Febiumy, 1648, N.§,
liowever, atother proclawmation way issued, upon
the authority of which 1t ss couteuded that all
images, including crosses, were to be taken down.
1t is in sheso terins —

* After our right hartye recommendations to
your good Lordsinp: where nuw ol Iato m the
Riug's Majesties visitation, nmouge other goodlye
injunctions commnuuded to be generally observed
throughe all partes of thiy by Highuess' realme,
une was set forthe for the taking dawne of all
suche images us had at any tyme ben abused
with pilgrumages, ofleringes, or cetsiiges 3 nlbest
that this said junction bathe w muny partes of
tho realme been wel and quyetlye obeyed and
executed, yetio many other places muche stryfe
and coutentyon hathie rison nud duity riseth, und
more and more cucreaseth about the execntivn vl
tho same, some tuen beyng so superstytyous or
rather wyltull, as they wold by theyr goud wylles
retuyno o 1 such imuges styll, although they have
been muoste mavyfestlyo abused, aud wn some
pluces also the imuges wliche by the sade -
junctions were tuken dows ¢ bo now restuied and
set up agnine, and almoste in every pluce ys con-
tentyon for imuges, whether thiey have been
abused or not; and whiles these men go about
on both sides contentyouslye to obtaie theyr
windes, coutending whether this or thut mage
batlo been offered unto, kyssed, ceneed, or other-
wyse abused, partyes buve in somo pluces been
tuken in suche sorte, as further .nconvenyence 18
very like to ensue yf vemedio be not provided in
tyme; considering therefure thnt alnoste 1o no
places of this reatme ys any sure quyctness but
where all images be hoolly tuken awayo and pull~
ed duwnoe already, to the intent that all couten-
tyoniu everye purte of this reatiue tor thas matter
muy be clerely taken away, aund tbat the lyvely
inges of Chryste shulde not contends lor the
deade images, whiche be things not necessary, and
withuut whiche the churches of Chiryste contynued
moust godiye muny yeres:  We have thought good
to signity unio you, that bis Highness’ jleasure
with tbe advyse sud couseunt of w3 the lord pro.
tectour and the reste of the counsellys, that im-
mudiately upon the sight berot, with as conuveynent
daligence us you maye, you shull not onely gyve
ordre, thue all the imsges remuynuge o avy
churche or chapell within your diveese be removed
aud wken away, but alse by your letters miguitye
unto the reste of the busshopes witlan your pro-
vyuce his bighnesse pleasure for the tyke orde
to be gyven by them, withua the several dioceses;
and in th' execunion thereot we reqyre buthe you
upd the rest of the busshopes toresayd, to use
suche forusight as the sawe way be quyetlye
donue with us good satisfuction o the prople as
may be.”

1t sppearg to their lordships that this pro-
clamuation, spplies only to such 1nges as are the
subject of the furmer proclamation, aud that the -
tentivh was dot to tutruduce withiu the prohibitivn
articles of a duscription not betore torbidden, but
tu do awany with the distinction between nnuges
which had been, aud images «bigh Lad not been
abused. This procluwation, auy more thun the
foimer, could ot spply to crusses, for the olu
gervicey were still in use.  Tho Act estabhsbing
the new Bouvk of Commun Prayer did vot pusstun
o twelvenouth stterwurds, and thut Act asen
provides that for o certain terw utter its date the
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old ceremonices should continue. This iaconfirmed

by tho proclamation issued on tho 13th of Any,

1648, by whicn clergymen were enjuined to teach

the people on the ouc hand ** to fles all erroncous

supersiitions, ns tho confidence in pardons, pil-

grinnges, beads, rehigious images, and other such

of the Bixhop of Rome's traditions and supersti-

tione, with his usurped power, which things be

hero in this realm most justly abolished ;* and
then, on tho other hamd, * straitly to rebuke those
who will take upon them to run before they be

sent, to go before the milers, and to alter and

chungo things in religion without authority.”

1t 18 declared that itis not o private man's duty
10 niter coremonies, (0 innovate orders in the
ohurch, nor yet1s it a preacher’s part to bring that
into contempt and batred which the Prince doth
either ullow, or is content to suffer.”’— (Cavdwoll,
Doc. Aun., i p. 66 ] The noxt nuthority relied
on 13 the 3rd and Jth Edward VL, chap, 10,
entatled, ** An Act for the Abuhishing and Putting
awny divers Books and lmages.”  The object of
this Act was to enforce the observance of tho new
Prayer Book, and of former orders with vespect
to images.  Aftur enacting that sl Antiphonals
und other bouks of the services of the church other
than the authorized Prayer Book shall bo utterly
ubulistied, it proceeds to enuct thnt if any person
shail have such books wm his possession, or any
imnges of stone, timber, alabuster, or earth, graven
cnived, or punited, which hevets fore have been
taken out of any church or chapel, or shall stand
i any chapel, and do not before the last day of
June 1 extensiuing detace and destroy the imnges,
and deliver up the books fur the purpese of being
destroyed, such persous fwling to deliver up the
bovks shinll be suhjeot to certain penalties; but
1t flicts no penalty on persous failing to deface
or destroy the images, nor does it in terins order
their destruction or defucement.  No doubt, how-
erer, 1t imphes that to retain them is illegal, but
it relates o thar lovdships' opinion to the
destruction of images already ordered to be re-
woved, but which eithier bad not been removed, or
having been 8o, were still remined for private
veneration and worslnp ; and the iinages so deseri-
bud, for the reasous already assigned, cannot ln-
cludo croszes.  The lotter of King Edward VI

to Cranmer, dirccuing him to give effect to this
Act, reters onfy to bouoks, enying nothing as to
nuages.  Tuus walters remnined as regarded
thy Juw upon the subject now in question until the
end of the reign ot Bdward V1., for, although
wost unpurtant alterations were made in the order
vt [hvine Service by the 5th nnd Uth of Edward
VL, ch. 1, nudthie now prayer Book thereby iutro-
dueed, they apply ouly, like the former Prayer
Buok, to that which was to be used in the services
and ntes ot the charch. But although their
lordships arc of opwmon that the Jaw did not
require the removal from churches of crosses
merely s such, both Books ot Common Prayer
nad excluded them from use in the services.
Fley were no longer to be ewployed; and natbing
13 more probmble, therefore, than that if they
could be turned to any profit they would be mado
the subjuect, erthier ot sale or robbery, and that in
the populur disturbances which accompnniod the
great change i the religion of the nativn, and in
mapny Cuses anticspated and ootran the aots of
the Government, crosses would share the fate of
sndges; 80 that between the favaticism .of the
poputace und tho cupdity of the.courticrs tho
mnautents of the churchies, 1 every serise of that
term, would be aubject to apohution and destruc-
uun. We tind, indeed, by the injunction ot the
Councl of the 8Uth of Apuil, 148, already refer-
ved to, that eveu at ths vurly peviod such, pro-
ceedings were guing on, for thut letter expressly
surbids tho sulv or sfienative of e coulices, silver
crosses, belly, or other orsuments, which it
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doclares wero nct given for that purposo to bo
alienaled by parishes ot their pleasure, but rather
to bo used to tho intent they wero nt first given,
or to somo othor necessiry and convenient servico
of the church  Under these circumstances it
cannot bo matter of surpriec if comparntively few
orosses remained cither standing 1n the cburches
o r preserved in tho ropomtories of ita vrnatnents
On tho ncocasion of Queen Mary alf the old super.
stitions were reatored, and the Acts of Farhament
to which we have referred were repealed  The
imnges which had not been taken down remained,
and mouy which bnd been taken down were
rostored  On the accession of Elizabeth, i the
year 1668, the statuter of Queen Mary on these
matters were repealed, the supremacy ot the Crown
ways ostablished by tho Act of tho Jet Blizabeth,
chap. 1, and ull such jurisdiction 1n spirtual
matters as hitherto had been or law fully might
bo c-ercised Ly auny spimtual or ecclesinstical
authoisty was annexed to the Crown of England.
and power was given to tho Quecn and her sue-
ceasors to appoint commissioners for tho purpose
of exercising ccelexmastical yursdicuon. By the
Ist of Elizabeth, chap. 2, the second 'rayer Book
of Edwarnd VI, with certnin alterations, was ro-
ostablished, injunctions were 1arued, and articles
of wvisitation framed, much to the samo effect
with thoso already promutgated o the reign of
Bdward VL., but which do not appear to thew
lordships te cxtend the prohntution with respeet
to images. It iy hnown, wdeed, that at this
timo great ditlferences of opunon previnicd among
tho early Reformers with reapect to tho use of
crosses and cruciixes, and that the Queen was
favourable to tho use of both: that she retuined
them in hier owts chinpel, and although they were
rewme~ed for n tune in conscquenco of tho remon-
strances wmade to her, they were afterwards
restored [Cardw., Doc. Ann, '.!(ir(] But a
great distiction was made between tho cross and
the crucifix, and the use of tho former might well
bo permitted, while theother was formmdden. This
is vory manifest from the letter of George Cas-
sasuder to Ihshop Cox, dated at Worms, 1540,
printed in tho sccond series of the **Zunch
Lottors,' p. 43. Ilo here oxpresses himself
theso terms:—

“1 understand that you aro not usltogether
agreed among yourselvos with respect to the set-
ting up the imngo of tho cross or the cructix i the
churoh; but I do not sufficiently uunderstaud
whether this question refers to tho mero figure
of n oross, or also to the iminge of Christ hangng
upon it. I have scen hero o cortain prnt which
oontained a croas, only 1 the middte, with some
text of Holy Scripture written on onch wmde;
whence 1 suxpeot that your question only refers
to tho figuro of the cross. . . . ... Your
exccllonco is aware in what frequent uso and in
what great osteens the figure of tho cross was
held amoung tho early Chriatians, innsmuch that
i wa 8 overy whoro placed an ) represented in thewr
buildings, sscred aud profane, public aud private,
and this, too, before the practice of sctting up
other imagos in the churches, whethor of Christ
H msolf or of the zaints, had come into use ; that
onibo destruotion of all monumeuts of idolatry.
by vhioh every thing was defiled, tho figure of
tho cross, which was as it wero a sacred symbol
of Christianity, succoedod under botter auspices
into their placea. Ar . hke as the word *cross’
in tho wri tings of the Evangelists and Aposties
mystically signifios tho passion, death, and tn-
umph of Christ, and tho ufilictions of the smints,
80 also by tho figuro of the cruss overy whero set
up and mectio g tho cyo thoy intended alt these
things to be sot fortl ns it were, by a mystic
:gmbol. and infizxed <4 men s minds; wherefore
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or representation of the cross, and all other

images.”

i Of tho eross thus used Cassander signifies his
approvat  That many of the Engheh bishops
objected buth to crosses and crucifixes, and cither
ordercd or sanctioned their remoy 1 fram churches
witlin thair dioceses, nnd that in wany athers
they were defaced or destroyed by the stwlence ot
the people, can ndmt¢ « f ne doubt; and that this
winlence extended also o monuments in churches
nppears by a proclamasion issued Ly Queen
Lnzabeth aganet deface s of monuments in the
year 1560 for it speaks o these procecdings a-
* 1n slander of such a3 wn timez2 past had v charge
only to detace menument« of idolatry and fulae
feigned images i chiurches and abbeys ;" express-
1ons which tend strongly to confirm the meamung
their lordshsps have aiready attnibuted to the
injunctions nnd Act of Parliament of Edward VI
Upon the whole, their lordships, after the most

‘mmmn cunsuleration, have come to the conclu-

| stan that crow s a3 disnngwished trom crucifises,

, have been i use ay ornaments v chiffebes from

the carliest periods of Chrsuanity ; that when

uscid a8 mere emblems of the Chnstian fuith, and
| uot ns objects of superstitious reverence, they
jmay st lawtully bLe erected as arclutectural

) dezorations of churches : that the wooden cross

setected on the chancel screen of St Baruabas s

| ta bo considered ax a mere architectural ornnment ;

’:md that ns to this article they must advise Her
Majesty to veverse the judgment complained ot.
The laws i force respecting the consecratin of
auy baddimg for u church, and which forbid any
subsequent aiteration without a faculty from the
ordwary, will be suflicient to prevent any abuse
m this 1espeet Tns decision, howeser, by no
means disposes of the question ns to crosses at-
tached to commumon tables, which it will be con-
venient to deal with in cornexion with the aitar
at St. Barnabay, which is ordered to be removed.
This article of church furniture counsists of u
thick marble slab, with o super-nitaze on the »ide
nearest to tho wall of the chapel. It stands

apart from the wall, supported upon stono carved

arches, the arches resting upon ~ atone plinth,
on which it stands. The cross is attached to the
which is let into and embedded in the pavement
super-altare, and stands botween two large
candlesticks, which are moseable.  The question

13 whether this structurc is a communion table
within the meaning of the law.,  The appellants,
w their plendiugs, term theso tables altars or
communton tables; and in the argument they
tiavo referred to two recent statutes in which th
word **altar " is used to sigmfy the communion
table. When the same thing is sigmfied it may
not be of inuch importance by what name it is
called; but the disttuction between an altar and
a comwunion table 1s in itself essential, and deeply
founded 1 the most important differences in
matters of fuith between Protestants and Ro-
mamsts—viz. in tho ditferent notions of the

'nature of the Lond s Supper which prevailed in
tho Roman Catholic Church at the tine of the
Reformation, and those whick were intruduced
by the Refurmers. By the forwer 1t was con-

i sidered as a sacrifice of the body and bleod of

“the Saviour. Tuo altar was the place on winch
the sacrifice was to be wade . the elements were
to be conscerated, and, being so consecrated,

i were treated as the actual body and blood of the

rwicum.  Tho Reformess, on the other hand, con-

) sidered the Holy Communien, not a sacrifice, but
a8 a feast, to be celebrated at tho Lord's table:
though az to the consecration of the elements,

jand tho cffect of this cunsecrution, and several

i other pouts, they diffiered greaily anong them-

selves.

- remae e

Nature of the Lord's Supper,” ¢. b, p 27 :—

¢ Wo aco now the theotugienl controversy whioh
hiath cost 8o many disputes, whether the Lord's
Supper be n sueritice, 13 alveady decided ; for it
13 not ¢ sacrihgium,’ but * epulum de sucrificio 3
uot u sacrifice, but o feast upon saenifico § or olse
i other words, not *oblativ sacnfien’ but as
Fertullian excellvntly epeaks, * pmticiyatio sneri-
ticn,” not the offering of sometiing up to God
upon an nltar, but the cutiug of sumetling wiich
couns tromw Qud’s altar, anud is sct upen our
tables.  Neitbier was 1t ever known among the
Jews or heathens that those tables upon which
they did eat their sacrifices shonld by callud by
the name of altars: therefure be [St. Paul] must
seeds call the commurion table by the time of
the Lond's table—1 e, the table upun which God’s
meat 18 eaten, not his altar upun winch it is
utfered.”

Tunt the Roman Catholic altarsare constructed
with a view to this docttine of sncrifice ndmits of
nodoubt,  Curdinal Bona speahsot them m these
terms : —De Altaribus Novs Testament: agerdum
est 1 quiIbus curpuny et sanguims Christt sacri-
ticrum wcruentum mmolntur. "—Lab. 1, chup, 20.
P 20l With respeet to tho question, wuat is
required to constitute u Roman Catholic altur, wo
nave veeh turmstied with valuable intorwation by
A trentise, cutitled, * Institutiones laturgtow ad
uswn Seminnii Romand,” by Forniei, the present
text book of the Vope's Semiunry. In tue first
part, ** Do Sacnificio Misswe,” chap. 8, p. 18, « De
Altari ejusque oruatu,” it is lud down, in the
lirst place, * Nunquum extra alture hostiam im-
molart.” It is then stated that altars origiually
were mado inditterently of wood Yor stoue, but
that many ceuturiss ngo the church ordered that
they sbould only be of stone.  The term ** altar”
13 thus explamed : —+* Nomioe autem altaris in-
ielligitur superficies plana ad sscrificium Missxe
nnmedinte depututa.”  Tho altar is to be in the
church; it is to be fixed and 1mmoveubte, ¢ Im-
uiobile seu firxuin defimtum super suis pedibus
sue base quud hudet totam integrum superficiem
scu mensam superiorem ;” aud it is requited to
be *-lapideum et b episcopo consecrutum.” The
treatiso then preeeds to stute that by most ancient
usage, a8 enrly as the Council of Tours, in the
year 667, tho standard of the cross, ¢ vexil.um
crucis,” was to be placed in the middle of the
altur; it states thut by the term ** cross” is meant
the crucifix ; and it refers to two cumparatively
modern declarations on the sbject by the Holy
Sce, ouc in 1746, and another in 1822, by which
orders arc given with respect to the size and
position of the crucifix on altars. It then roters
to tne lights upon the sltar:—¢* Ad utrumque
crucis latus coreum in Missw sacrificio acceudi
Jjubet ecclesia,” p. 22; and it refers to the rubric
by which it is ondered :—*¢ Collocetur crux et
cundelubra saltemduo.” Such, then, as regurds
us form, i3 the Roman Catuolic altar. A stone
structure fixed in the church, and immoveable,
with a plave surfuce or mensa, on which the un-
blovdy sucrifice [ ** sacrificium inerueutem™] may
bo offereu; an which the host and the cup
[+t hostia et calix] may bo placed with a cruoi-
ux and two candlesticks, ns essential adjuncts to
i Atthedateof the first Prayer Book ot Edward
V1., the ductrine of the English Church as to the
real presence and the natuce of the Holy Com-
wunton was undecided; the book, therefore,
enjorned 1o change in the form of he alar, but
spuke of the mte itelf as the Lord’'s Supper,
commonly culled the high mass, and of the struc-
ture wditferen.ly by the names of the altar and

This disunction 1s well pointed out in | s1gn of the cross is to be used.

the Lond’s table. It coutaius o prayer for the
consecrntion of the sucred elements, w which the
'Thie bread 15 to

ey mado a just distinction between the figure { Cudworth's ** Dsscourse Concerning the True ' be unleavened, and round a3 it was nforetime.
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The corporas, th.e paten, the chalice, the vest-
ments are all arlicles directed to bo used in
the Roman Catholic ritunl, and spoken of by those
pames in the missal.  But by the time when the
sccond Prayer Book was introduced a grent'
change had” taken placo in the opinion of the!
English Church, and the consequence was, thatl
on the revision of the servico these several mat-)
tery were completely altered ; tha use of a surplice |
was substituted for the several vestments pre-

viously enjoined ; the prayer for conscerntion of
tho clements was omitted, though in the present
Prayer Book it is restored; the bread and wine
delivered to the communicants were no longer
desoribed as tho body and blood of Christ, ns wns
the case in the first Prayer Book: the table was

no Jonger spoken of as the altar, butas the Lord's

table, or ns God's board; and the table is to have,

at the time of the communien, a fuir white linen

cloth upon it, and is to stand in the body of the

church, or in the chancel, where morniog prayer

and cvening prager are appointed to bo said.

And it is declared by the rubric that—

s To take away the superstition which any per-
son hath, or might have, in the bread and wine,
it shal) suffice that the bread be such as s usunl
to he caten at the tablo with other meals, but the!
best and purest wheaten bread that conveniently |
may be gotten. And if any of the bread and
wine remnain, the curate shall have it to his own
ase,”

The distinction betwcen the Supper of the
Lord and the eacrifice of the mass is set forth
with great precision in the articles agreed upon m !
Convocation in the year 1662, soon nfter the
accession of Queen Eliznbeth, and which still
form the Articles of the Church of England.  The
28th Article, ** OC the Lord’s Supper,” contains
this clause :—

+¢ Tho Supper of the Lord is not only » sign of
the love that Christians ought to have among
thomselves one to another, but rather is a sacru-
ment of our redemption by Christ's death; inso-|
much that to such as rightly, worthily, and with
faith receivo the sume, the bread which we break
is o partaking of the body of Christ, and likewise
the cup of blessing is a partaking of the blood of
Christ.”

The article then contains a declaration against
transubstantiation; and Article 81, entitled, *Of
the one obliation of Christ finished upon the
croes,” declares that *‘the sacritices of mnasses,
in the which it was commonly said that the priest
did offer Christ for the quick and the dead to
have remission of pain or guilt, were blasphe-
mous fablesand dangerous deceits.” Thischange
in the view taken of the nature of the sucrament
natarally called for a corresponding changein
the ancient altar. It was no longer to be an altar
of sacrifice, but mercly s table, at which the
communicants were to partnke of the Lord’s Sup-
per  Accordingly, it appears that, with or with.
out sufficient authority, such change had been
carricd into effect in the mujority of churches
beforo the Act of 6 and 6 of Edward VI, was

assed. At his visitation in 1650 Bishop Ridiey
1ssucd injunctions, in which, after forbidding the
use of superaltaries, he introduces, among other
directiony, the following item:—

** Whereas in divers places some use the Lord's
board after the form of a table, aud some as an
altar, whereby disscnsion is perceived to arise
among the unlearned ; thercfore, xishing a godly
unity to be observed in all our diocese, nnd for
that the form of a table may more move and turn
tho simple from the vld surzrstitious opinions of
the Popish masw, and to the right use of the Lord's
Supper, we exhort the curates, churchwardens,
and questmen here present to erect and set up
the Lord’s board after the form of an honest table
decently covered in auch place of the quire of
chascel as sball be thought most meet by their
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discretion and agreenient, 8o thnt tho ministers
with the communicants, may have their place
reparated from the rest of the people, and to take
down and abolish a)l other bLy-niters or tables.”
[Carlw., Doc. Aun, 95.

This injuntion extended only to Ridley'r own
diocese, and probably had no binding force even
there: but injunctions were afterwards, in the
month of November in the samo year, issued by
the King to Ridley and tho cthier bishops, recit-
ing that in most of the churches the altars were
already taken down, and ordering that those
which still remnined should be taken down and
tnbles substituted.  [Cnrdw.,, Doc, Ann., 98]
Bishop Burnet remarks upon those changes, that
tho reasons for them were to remove the people
from the superstitious opinions of tho Popish
mass, and that a tible was o more proper nmune
than an altar for that on which the sacrament
was Inid. o says:—

* It wns observed that altars wero crected for
the sacrifices under the law, which censing they
also were 1o cease, and that Christ had instituted
the sacrament, not at an altar, but o table, and it
lind been ordered by tho prefuco to the Book of
Common Prayer that if any doubt arose about
any part of it the determining of it should be
veferred tothe bishop of thediocese.  Upon these
renvons, therefore. was the chinnge ordered to Le
made in all England, which was universally
exccuted this year.” (Burnct, Hist. of Rer,
vol. ii,, page 96: **Faulkner v. Litchficll,” 8
Notes of Caxcs, 665.]

By the fujunctions of Queen Elizabeth, issued
in the first year of her reigu [Cardw., Doc. Ann.,
2241, it is ordered,—

*That the holy table in every church be
decently made, and sct in tho place where the
altar atood, and therocommonly covered, as there-
to belongeth, and as shall be appointed by the
visitors, nnd 8o to stand, saving when the com-
munion of the sacrament iz to bo distributed, at
which time the same shall be so placed in good
sort within the chancel, as whereby the winister
may be more conveniently heard of the communi-
cants in his prayer and ministration, and the
communicants also more convenie~ily and in more
number communicate with the 7. minister; and
after the communion done fror ne to time the
same holy table to be placed where it stood
before.”

Tuese injunctions plainly shew that the com-
munion of the Lord’a Supper was to be held at a
table as distinguished from an altar—a table in
the ordinary menning of the term that as by the
rubric, the bread used was to he ** the ordinary
bread caten at table with other meats,” so the
tablo was to bo the character of thuse employed
on such occasions; that it was not only to be
moveable, but was from time to time to be moved.
‘The 82ud canon of 18 M, that which is now in
firce. introduces no matorial alterations. Tt ns.
sumes the existence in all churches of convenient
and decent tables for the celebration of the Holy
Communion, and provides that they shall be kept
in repair. It orders that the table be covered in
time of Divine Service with a carpet of silk or
other decent stuff thought meet by the ordinary,
and at the time of the ministration with a fair
linen cloth, a8 becometh that table. Since thi-
period no alteration hns been made by the law
with respect to the naturoe of the table to be used.
The rubric of the present Prayer Book provides
only that at tho communion time, the table, having
a fuir white lluen cloth upon it, shall staud in the
body of the church, or chancel, where noraing
and evening prayer is appuinted to be said; and
the prie-t s to commencs the service standing at
the north side of tho table. The term ¢ altar™
is nover used to describeir, and there is nn express
declaration ot the cluse of the service agaiust the
doctrine of trausubstantiation, with waica tao

‘nlons of an altar and sacrifico are closely con-
Inected.  Under theso circumstances the first
question is, whether the stone strugture at 8t
Barnubas {s n communion table within tho mean-
ing of the canons aud the rubric; and their
lurdehipsare clearly of opinion thntitis not.  The
enge i9 within the principle of Sir 1. Jenner Fuat’s
decisjon, in *-Faulkner v. Litchfield” {3 Notes of
Cases, 666]; from which, indeed, tho present
proceedingisin effect anappeal. 1n the eluborate
judgment in that coso tho whole subjeot fa dis-
eussed with a learning and ability which make
1t useless on the prosent occasion to go further
than their lordships have already done, into the
authoritics. Tho decrce compluined of in the
appeal of ¢ Liddell v. Benl™ has ordered the
chureh or chapelwardens of St. Laruubas to
remove tho present structure of stono used nss
communion table, and to provide iustead thereof
a moveable table of wood. Their jordships had
at first some doubt whether tho tuw bad pro-
scribed of what material tho tublo should be
made; but on further cousideration they are
satisfied that tho opinon expressed by Sir H.
Jeuner Fust and ndopted in the decreo in this case
in well fonnded.  The term ** tuble” and the cor-
reaponding Latin word *meansa,” especially when
it i3 considered for what purposoe it was to be
used, naturully import a table of the muterial of
which tableaareordinanly mado. The communion
table was to be provided by the parish, was to bs
moveable, not by machinory. but by haud, snd
was actuatly to be trequently moved. Woodiss
highter and cheaper materinl than stone, and the
crreunstance that the old altar was ucceassarily
ot stone would be an additional reason with the
Reformers for requiring tlint the table should be
of wood. The canuns ot 1671 expressly provide
that it shall bo of thut muaterinl—**menss ox
asscribus composité juncta;” and aithough those
canons, not bhaving reccived the Noysal nssent,
wore not of themselves of binding force, it is pro.
bable that they were generally acted upon, and
they sufficiently show what was at that time
understood to be the proper material of the table,
which, under the Act of Elizabeth and the regu-
lations ot Edward VI, was to be substituted for
tho altar.  The conons of 164, which ure now
in force, do not countain any prevision upon this
point, They speak of the cummunion tubles as
things which alrcady exist in parish chuicles,
and provide for thewr repair, and give minute di-
rections as to the covering to be used, 1if auy
doubt bad existed at that tiwo as to the 1naterial
of the table itself, it is not probable that the
canons would have omntted all notice of this
question. Their lordships, therefore, ur - satis-
fied that the decision upou this pontin *+ Faukner
v. Litchfied” it well tounded, and they wmust
advise Her Majesty that the decree as to the
removal ot the stone structure at St. Buruabas,
and the cross upon it, arul tho substitution of a
cotnmunion table of weod, ought to be attirmed,
Next, with respect to the wouden cruss attuched
to the communion table at St Paul’s. Their
lordships have nlready declured their opinion that
the comipunion table intended by the cavon was
a tablein the orlinary seuce of the word, flat and
moveable, capable of being cuvered with a cloth,
at which or arouud which the cominuuicauts
wmight be placed in order to partako of the Lord's
Supper, and the question is whether the existence
of 1 ¢ross a tacued to the table is cousistent
either with the spirit or with the letter of theco
regalntions.  Their lordships ave cleatly of
apuiton that it is not, and they must recommend
thnt upon this point also the decres complained of
should be affirmed. It mny be urged, and indeed
wus urged with great force by counset at the bar,
thut inwodern usuuge the commumon tabie never,
in fuct, is moved; that the general adoptivn of
rails to fence off the table from the restwi tho
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church shows that its romaval is aover contein-
platod; and that if it is not to bo moved 1t is
usoleas to roquire it to bo moveablo ; that af 1t be
in auch n form that a eaflicient portion of 1t may
bo covored with n fair linen cloth to receive the
sacrod cloments, it s idle to iusist on the wholo
belng oapablo of boing covered. To these obsers
vations the answer is, that the distinction
botweon nn altar and a tablo 1sin itsclf ossentinl ;
that thecircumatancos, therefore, which conshitute
the distinction, Lowevor tnthng in thomsclves,
aro for that reason important; and that when

ositive rulcs arc ostablished by law, courts ol
Justico, when calicd into action by partics catitled
to mnintain the suit, are bound to enforcoe the law
as they flad it, leaving 1t to tho Legitature, 1t 1t
soos fit, in any manucr to alter it. Tho noxt
qucstion is a2 o the credonce tables. fero thoe
rubrics of tac P'rayer Book becomo important.
Thoir lordships entirely agreo with the opinions
oxproasod by thoe learned judges i theso cascs,
aod in “*Faulknor o, Latchfield,” that in the
performanca of the services, rites, and ceromontes
ordered by tho Urayer Book the dircctivns son-
tajned 10 1t past bo steiotiy obseryed, that ne
omission and uo addition can bv permitted ; but
thoy aro not prepared to hotd that tho use of ali
articles not expressly mentioned {n the rubric,
although quito conmistont with and oven subsidiagy
to-tho sorvive, Is forbidden.  Urgans are ot men-
tioned, yet, because thoy are auxilinty to the
singing, thoy aro niowed. Pows, cushivns to
koea! upsn, pulpit clutlis, hossocks, seats by the
communion table, are ingcoustunt use, yet thoy
ate uot meatioucit 1 tho rubric. Now, whatis a

m———— — -
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respect to St. Paul's and to 8t. Barnabas, The
Inst quesiion is with respcet to tho embroidered
linen and laco used on tho communiou table at
the timo of the mimstration of tho lely Com-
mution.  The rubrie and tho cannon prescribe
the w2 of a fair white inen clotl, and both the
learacd judges in the Court below Liave been of
opinion thatembrodery aud lace are not consistent
with tho meaning of that expression, having
regnrd to tho nature of tho table upon which the
cloth 1s to bo used.  Although their lordships are
uot disposcd in noy case to restrict within nar-
rower hinnts than tho law has imposcd thoe dis-
crotuon which, within tbosc limits, is justly
allowed to congrogations by tho rules both of tho
ceclesiasticnl and tho common law courts, tho
directichy of the rubric must bo complied with ;
and, upon the wile, tacir Jordships do not dissent
trum the oonstruction vf the rubrio adopted by tho
present decrco upor this point, and they must
therefore udvise !" r Majosty in this respect to
affivm . As tho judgments in theso cases bave
been materially sltered, and such alterations
ought to have boen made at tho hearving in tho
Archies Court, sv much of tho senteuce of that
Court on cach cnge ns awards costs sgaiust tho
appellants must of cuurse be roversed; ond in
those procoedings, as well as in tho present
appuals, cach patty must Loar Liis own costs,  In
tho case of ** Gurhinw v. Bistiop of Bxeter"” it was
stated at the oml of the judgment that the right
rov. prolates present did not all coincide in it
but thoe lordslips are happy to say that the
Archbishup of Canterbury an£ the Bishop of Lor-
don fully concur in the present judgment. The

credonco tablo? It is simply a small side table
on which tho bread and wino sre placed betnre
tho oonsceration, huving no connexion with auy

suporstitions usungo of tho Church of Rowme.

Thoeir rewovil has been ondered on the ground
thnt thoy nro adjuncts to an altar; their lordships
cannot but think that they aro more properly to
bs regarded as adjuncts to a communivn tablo.

The rubric dircots that, at & certain point in thoe
course of the communion sorvice [for this is, no
doubt, tho truo mcaning of the rubrio], the
minister glall placo tho brend aud wine on the
communion table, but where they are to be placed
proviously is uo whore stated. In practice they
aro usually placcd oo the communion tabje bofore
the commoncement of tho service, but this
cortanly 14 not according to the onder preseribed

Nothing sooms to be lass olyectivnable than a
smull mdo table, from which they may Lo con-
veniently reaclied by tho ofliciatiug minister, and
at tho proper time transferred to the coinmunion
tablo. As to tho credence tables their lordships,
therefore, must udvise a reversal of the sentence
gomplained of. Next, as to tho cmbroidercd
olotha, itis aaid thatthe canon orders acovering ot
silk, or of somo other proper material, but thatit
docs mot mentien, and therofore by implication
excludea more than one covering.  An order that
a table shall slways bo covered with a cloth surely
daes not imply that it shall always bo covered
witt tho same oloth or with a cloth of tho same
colour or texturc. Tho ohject of this cauon
sooms to bo to gecuro a cloth of a sufficiently
bandsomo description, not to guard against too
much spleadour, In practice, as was justly ob-
sorvedattho bar, black cloths srein many cburches
used during Leat, on tho death of the Sovercige,
and on somo othar occasions, and there seoms
nothing objectionsble in tho practico. Whotlier
tho cloths &0 used are suitable or not is o matter
to bo loft to tho discret.n of,the ordinary., In
this cago their lordships do not soe any sufficient
reason for iutorfercnge, and thoy must there-
fore adyiso.tho veversal of the scotoaco as to the
clotbs used for the covering of the Lord's table

{.ord Chuncellor woulid have been preseat, but has
been preveuted by public duties,

The delisery of tho judgwent occupied about
ono hour and a half,

THE ¢ PRINCE CONSORT.”—ALTERATION
IN THE LITURGY.

[From the Toondon Gazette of Friday, June 26tA.)

At the Court at Buckingbam Prlace, Junc 20,
Present—The Queen's Most Exceltent Mujesty in
Council.

Whereus there was this day read at the Doard
tho draft of Letters Patent, conferring upon ilis
Royal Highness Prince Albert the title and dig-
usty of Paance Consort, Her Majesty baving taken
tho samo into considerution, wus pleased, by and
with the advice of ber Privy Council, to approve
thercof, and to order, us it is hereby ordered, that
the Right lon Sir George Groy, Bart, one of
tor Majesty's Principal Sceretaries of State, do
onuse n warrant to be prepared for Her Majesty's
sigoature, for passing Letters Patent conforma-
ble to the sris draft under tho Great Seal of
Great Britain.

Whereas by the Act of Uniformity, which es-
tablisheth the Liturgy, and enacts that no form
or order of Commun Prayer be opeuly used other
than what 18 prescribed or appointed to bo used
w aod by the said book, it is notwithstanding
provided that in all those prayers, litanies, and
collects, whichudo any wiso relste to the King,
Queep, or Ruyal progeny, the nawes be sitered
and changed from time to time, and fitted to the
present ovcasion, according to direction of Royal
authority . Her Majasty was ploased this day in
Council to declaro her Royual will and pleasure
that in all the prayers, litanics, and collects for
tho Royal Family, the words the ¢ Prince Copsort”
be inserted, instead of tho words the ¢ Princo Al-
bert”  And Her Majesty doth satrictly charge
and command that uo cdition of the Common
Prayer be from henceforth printed but with this
awmendmnent; and that in the mepa tume, till co-

during the time of Duvino Sorvice, buth with

pies of such cditiop may be had, all parsons,

viears, and curates withia this realm do (for thae
preventing of mistakes), with the pen, correed
and amend all such prayers in their church-
books, according to the forcgoing directions;
And, fo1 tho botter notice hereof that this Order
bo forthwith printed and published, and seat to
the sevoral parishes: and that tho Right Rever-
end tho DBishops do tnke care that obedicnco be
paid to the same accandingly.

In pursunnce of an Act, passed in the teath
yenrof her Majesty Quecn Anne. and of another
Act, passed in the thirty-yecoud year of his Mg~
jesty King George the Third, wherein provision
is mado for praying for the Royal Family iu that
part of Great Britnin called Scotland : it {s or-
dered by ller Majoaty in Council, that hengefarth
overy ministes and preachier in Scotland shall, in
his respective church, congregation, or nssembly,
pray in express words for ** the Princo Consort,”
instead of for *¢the Prince Albert ;" of which sll
persons concerned are to take notice, ond govern
themselves accordingly.

Wat. L. BaTuvnsr.
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SUBSCRIITIONS RECEIVED TO AUG. 16.

Dr. G., Tarouto, vol. 4; Rev.J. Von L., Mono
AMills, vols. 4 & b.
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PROVIDENT

LIE ASSURANGE COMPANY,
TORONTO, C. W.

——

LIFE ASSURANCE & ANNUIT1ES.

ERDOWMENTS FOR CHILDREN.

PROVISION FOR OLD AQE.

Capital
Paidup --=--

£100,000.
11,500.

——eran

HE PROVIDENT LIFE ASSURANCE AND
Investment Company is now ready to reecive
apptications for Lifo Assurance in all its branches,
aud fur granting Anouities.
The Directorsof the * Provident ™ arcdetermined
to conduct the business of the Company on
equitable principles: and whilo using every neces-

) sary caution in tho regulation of their premiums

willgive particsassuring every legitimate sdvantage
to be attained by o local company. Haviog every
facility for iavesting the funds of the Compauy at
the best possible rates of interest, the Divectors
huve full confideace that, should the duration of
Lifo in the British North American Provinces be
ascertained to be equal %o that of tho Britiah Isles,
they will be ablo at no distant day, to mako an
importaut reduction in the Rates for Assurance,
Till that fact is ascertayned they considor it best
to nct with caution.

The attention of Clergyuen is particularly call.d
to the tables of Rates for Epdowment Assuranco,
and for Deferred Annuitics, by adopling cither of
which, parties may for ¢ small annual outlpy
sccuro a comforgble provision for old age. '

Tables of Rates and forms for appliation may
be obtained at the Ofice of the Company,

54 KING STREET EAST, TORONTP,
or at any of the Agehcies.

T T T
Rowssy & Erugs, Prixess, Togokzo



