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MEMORANDUM.—The following pages are
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SYNOPSIS OF ARGUMENT.

TAGE
TrE Boox oF Cowmon Praver, & complete Cruide in Ritnal

Tae Cuanacrze or vae Praven Boox or 1548 ...
It prescribed eight ornaments of the hﬁn.‘l.nt—ar two c—f wh{ch.
are not in question e
The Ornaments Sacrificlal and non-Sacrificlal ... P =i
Chaauble, Alb, and Tumicle, Sacrficial ...
Surplics, Cﬂp& end Hood, nom-Sacrificial ... ...
ﬂaaﬁﬁcihal and non-Secrificial Vestments cannot be worn
er ..,
8 e and Cope worn at th{i Aliar by muthority of Parliament
R:E;ml for the permissive use in 1640 ufY the Sacrificial Vestments
The Prayer Book of 1542 an unsatisfactory Compromise
Sacrificin]l Vestments dostroyed under Elizabeth .
Non-Saerificiel Vestments introduced by aut.hm:ity of Parlia-

WSS b M e

ment, retained ... b e e w“ e 1D

Enizanera's Aot or UsiroRMiry made gpecial provigon {or Orna-
ments of the Minister 11

i rotained the non-Sacrificial ‘F'eﬁtmenf.u 1ntrﬂdu¢¢|'1 h]f
suthority of Parlisment... © .. 11
Walgraved Cade ... o e ar we w18
Tae Tnsuncrions oF 1559 enjoined the use of thé Prayer Book ... 13
They constituted " the other order " referred to in the Stutuf.e 14
They were elways recelved as law i s i 15
Faullner and Fitohfisld ns to the Injunctions .. e 15

Pursuant to the Injumctions, the Royal Commizsioners
abolished Chasubles and Albs ... s 18
Pencock's retnrns show that Chasables and Al were daat.rnygd 17
The Roval Commission, and ite sonstitutiom ... as e AT

Bir J. Btephen never attemnpled o prove, that either the
Chamhﬁpqr Alb was legally used in any Parish since 1650 19

Copes, muperatitions and plain, the former wars l:laatr:}}ad. not

the latier .. e am 19
The Candlesticks, and other ornaments which were rlnstrn;.red

were adjuncts of the Altar u
Laud and other Prelates anquil'&d for conoealed Chasublas a.l:ui

Alba " ™ 21

Two classes of Copes, Buperartlhauua ami p]ai.n Biahup Park.
hurst's articlea o{P niry, Dalhj' 3 Chareh Furniture, Rush-
worth's Collectiona, uam 5 Worls, the 24th Canon, Smart's
Treatise on Altars, Collectanea Curiosa, Ilr Rook's Chareh
of our Fathers ... 24

The 30th Injunction BnJmna the use of such rments a5 were
worn, in the latter ‘ymr of Edward "i.?"[ ut ite langmage
is indefinite - .t . e e 2T



viu

FAGE

Tue InTERPRETATIONS OF THE Inrracrions wera deawn np in 1650
by Parker and athers, for the better direetion of the Clergy

Internal evidence ed that the date 1501, sasigned by Sic J.
Atephen to the Interpretations, is incorreat .

Thé urﬁrasta.l;!nns pumribe the non-Sacrificial Vastmenw.

ope an

Cops n.nd Burplics wera 'uileﬂ at Parker's Consecration an

The word ¥ Vestment'' is ambigeous, and was nat used in tﬂu
technical ssnse in the Synod of 1502 .

The Injunctions of 156, explained - the Inten tions, re
guired the oes of the Surplice, whereas the olt of 1510
raguired the Alb .. Wi

ficial Returna in 1564 refer (o great varieties in public
worship, but make no mention of the use of Chaanble or Alb

Thess ngal Returns resnled from an order from the Queen

1o Archhishop Farker, to make enquiries as to Uniformity...

Tax ApvERTieRMENTE Wete {amed in mnuqum of the mg}:ig‘enae
of the Clergy
They diﬂ’arﬂ&am the Iq}umlmm h;' cnnﬁni.ug the use of the
to Cath
On the 21at of Ma Buh Grindal wrnf.a an officlal lebber o
the Desn and C t?ﬂt Paul's, who had a spm&l;una
diction ovar certain Pnrighes, re s:driu them to emjoin tha
usa of puch habit, 8 ia appeintad, o (ueen's jeatys
suthority in the Advertisements
If tha .Aél]ﬂrtmsmant]: had nutsrﬁgvad thsrd Raoyal sa.ﬁchoy,
who wote g or, according to the A
vﬂam%tm af the Alb, was hahlamtu fing and

imprisonment ...
The presumption of omnia rits asta illastrated from Siskel and
Lambert oo ae

An irmportant State ?ﬂ.per :eferﬂ tu the Advertmementa, ag uet
out by Hear B -alst:;r 8 wathorl o

Sir James 3 B argument from  the Chnons of 1576
angwered ..

Amchbishop Pﬁ.rker lmd. uthar Prelate:n uﬂun’heﬂ thfl Al'l‘oerhsu~
ments t blic authority, that ia an aothority to wl-uch all
muat Field chedience ... ass

The Canons of 1608 rofer to the Adverﬂmmta i

TEE AUTHORITY OF THE AUTHORIZRD VERSION OF THE Bmu
ia analagous to that of the Advertisements

Tue Cavons of 1803 restrict the nae of the (‘-apa further than the

Mm?ﬁh lica th nly f which
The use of the wu i n gna“nﬂa Q I th.u
Puritans uumplllﬁwd
The Prelates, inclnding Ls.ud. da&.lt with Chasubles a.nd Albs
s8 Ornements of &upemtitim
Tur Tarony of Maxmcy avp Movorox is irreconcilenbls with
the principle of Uniformity .. o asin
Cosir’a NoTEs ARE Mot 4 Sare Gunk.., . s
Comin hed made Innovations i
But Coain, who at ons time lmmd tu thu:l.'k 'Lha "Iautmanta
legal, changed bis opinion

* BHALL BE RETATNED AND BE ¥ USE,” * a1 the mpet impm'tam. words
in this controversy s
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PAGE

Tae wonp ' Retarikn,” js nged in the senss of keeping or con-
tinuing, and can only refer to Vestments then in use

THie sErse or ' BETatwen,” is illueteated by § & 4 Edward VI,
. 14, by the Preface to the Prayer Book, and by the use of

uml;rau;ﬂ in the Pu.gar Buu’& mmad by Hoyaa Uumm.imu
i Wi A

Oxey Onsaderts that are legel, are those which are comsistent with
the Berviea, and thus the Chrisom, and the Chrismatory, are
now illegal, h nged under the Book of 1549 ... irs

The Pix was lawful in 1848, but is not lawful now ...

Laud's Prayer Book of 1036 was paaged over by the Commons,
who, being jealona of Land, selected the Book of 1804 .

Is it poasible, that the Commons conld have intended to bring
back Chasuble and Alb?

The Act of Uniformity of Elizabeth had never been repan.lad
during the Commonwealth

The words ' Shall be retained and be in usa, can only have
refarence to what was in nse in 1662, but Uhesable and Alb
wors nob o use in 1663 -

8ir Jamez Btephen has refrained from nttemptmg to show any
usar of Cheaoble or Alb from 1568 to the { eantury ...

Contemporaneous usage is of the greatest e t0 determine
the meaning of obscure doouments ...

The Chasuble and Alh were not in usa when t.ha rubric was
enacted in 10862, and thevefors do not fulfil the legal
sondition of heiug “inuse " ...

TrEg Eastwanp Posirion, this question inmlvau the anqoiry, What
in the legal position of the Table? ..,

It ia neo , therefors, hn sonsider both the plme und the
direction of the Table .. .. ..

The place of the Table at Communion time, in gmmﬂd h}'
two rubrica e

The Table muat stand in the lmdy of the Ghumh or, if in the
Chancel, in that [part of it, Wh&;na Mnrmng and Evening

nre appointed to be aai

The Table muat be moveabls, a.! set forth in Westerton and
Liddall ... ani

One of tha essential primplaa “of the Ruﬁormntmn, was to
destroy all resemblance to the Homish Altar... e

Therefore the Communion Table, was not to stand ae the
Altar did ..

Until the lagn.l Inog smd direotion of the Tabls be datm:nmeﬁ
it is impoasibls to determine, which is the North side

The Injunctions of 1658 ruquirad the Tsbla to be moved in
Communion time e

The Bmitation by the Iu.jnmthm of the Table to the Glmncal
wad modified by the interpretations which required the Tabls,
at Communion time, to be moved inte the of the Chuorah
hefors the Chancel door.

This is illustrated by the case of the Churchwardens of E-aﬂgt
field .

The 82nd Canon of 1808, is in sccordanoa with the m::chuns
and Interpretations, viewed ta ether, aa to the placing of
the Table, but does not refar to tha Fast and
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