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1 Qur Conptributors,

The Service of Public Prayer

A movement to improve Divine Worship
in cur congregation is a subject which comes

withi the aims and works of
t! Iy the constitution,
ol an intelligent interest
I rything w riains to the church's
wefare and 1o § definite and organ
2.l Chr fiurts for the general benefit,

wve Commuttee
1 gh tmportan «s been brought
to the atteution of the Association, in the
following letter addressed to the Piceident,

Halifax, Au

. 27, 1904

Dear Sir—Early last 1 sent w
each member of the Association a brochure
on Diwiae Worship, My purpose was to
bring to the individual attention of each

maimber a subject dealt with by some w
known wri ers, —a subjeet of great importe
\

ance to our church, which T regard as
worth consider by the Association,

In arccent 1s-ue of the Halifax Presby-
terian Witness (Aug. zoth), I find anarticle
expressing the opimions of Rev, Dr. John
W . (lan McLiaren), Ienclose it here
with and sk y bring it to the notice of
the Association, .

L wouid tuither request you to explain to
the A-ocuation the fact that there is a
movement in the P t 1 church in the
U 1 Saates, head Dr. Henry
\ Dykey ot b ubject of which
1 » make w P churches more
worshiptu!, This movement is referred to in
“The 1 H aga,” July 7, 1904, 1
regret 1 v unable to encluse a copy.

Yours Sincerely,

SANDFORD FLEMING,

views of Rey. Dr,
in worship in the

open their
al-0 bave a
ths prayer. At
ainister to pray for
) leases, and to leave out
h he pleases, His prayers
[ petitions, or it may be an ex
position of doctrine, or an explanation of his
condition, or it may be a re-
state of health, e may
: without offering supplica

{ing, for our country, for the
sick, for the bereaved, tor those in danger
for those whom we love.  Ought not the
people o know, at least in arge part, what
15 going to be asked, as  they know what is
guing to be sung?  Ought they not to have
some seeurity that thoir common  wants,
confessions, and thanksgivings shall be pre-
s d to God? And foliowing out the prin
ciple which we all feel should be applied to
praise, ought they not to have some oppor-
tunity of joming in the prayer of the con.
gregation by repetition or response?  Why
shou!d the Church exercise supervision over
praise and none over prayer? 1 am not
arguing for the prolubition of free prayers,
which ought to he included in every service,
and without which the service would not be
complete, but Tam suggesting that the time
has fully come when our Church should pro
vide certain forms of common prayer for her
peop'e.  Certain winisters may take great
trouble about the service of prayer, but
others may taks i trouble at all, so that it

~

may be difficult to know whether they are
preaching or praying, and whether they are
addressing man or God.  Certair ministers,
again, may be greatly gified with the grace
of prayer, and their supplications may be so
satisfying that the people will not miss a
form of common prayer, but others may be
so barren and arid, or so eloquent and non.
religious, that thewr prayers become rather a
hindracce and an offence than a help and
comfort to the people.  And if anyone
should say that such men are not fit to be
ministers, and that the real relief lies in hav-
ing a more spiritual ministry, I remember
that some of the finest and most devout
scholars the Church has had were almost in-
capable of public prayer, and also, curious
to say, that some of the most earnest and
evangelical mimsters I have known used to
offer prayers which had every disadvantage
of a liturgy in being a repetition of the same
words each Lord’s Day, without the advant-
age of a liturgy, inasmuch as their prayers
were neither beautiful in language nor com-
prehensive in supplication,  1f one were to
iry the depth of a man’s piety, or his accur-
ate knowledge of Holy Scripture, or his
sympathy with his people, or his understand-
ing of the wants of humanity, or his rever-
ence towards God, by his prayers, many a
good minster would be  seriously misjudg-
ed. A book of common prayer would serve
to bind the Church together, to invest
our worship with beauty and dignity it would
give the worshippers  hving and tender in-
terest in the service, protect them from what
is sometmes wearisome  and  sometimes
offensive, and lift a heavy burden trom the
minds and eonsciences of our more spiritual
and earnest clergy.”

At the general mecting of the Association
held in the chureh lecture room on October
17th last, the matter was brought up, when
it was resolved that it be referred to a meet-
ing of the Executive Ccmmmittee the follow-
ing week.

The Eexcutive met on October 24thwhen
Sir Sandford Fleming, being present by in-
vitation, entered into the following explanat-
won @

I am asked to introduce the subject. I
thivk my best way is to read a few extracts
from my letters addressed to the convener
of the Committee on Public Worship of the
General Assembly some eight or nine years
ago

(1) A distinctive feature of public wor-
ship in our Church is the absence of par-
ticipation by the congregation in the service.
Exclusive of the musical portion, the whole
service devolves upon the munister alone.
There are many persons, both laymen and
ministers, who entertain the opinion that
what ever may have been the causes which
determined the present usages, the time has
arrived when, in the interests of the Church
in Canada, it is desirable to consider the ex-
tent to which the usuages may be modified,
s0 that a larger participation may be accord-
ed to the congregation in the serviee of
divine worship,

Asworship is now ordered, the people
enter their pews, and, throughout the whole
service, until the benediction is pronounced,
no opportunity is  vouchsafed to them, ex-
cept to a very limited extent, to take part
in the service.  All present are at liberty to
join in the psalms and hymns when they
are sung, but if the music selected be un-

familiar, or if any pr feel their own in-
capacity, or for any reason soever take no
part in this portion of the service, such per-
sons, from the moment they enter the build-
ing to the time they leave it, continue to be
listeners to whatever may be said or sung,
Ixcept by their presence they take no ac-
tive part in the service other than by as
suming an erect or sitling posture as cus-
tom prescribes.

‘The minister offers the prayers and de-
livers the diseourse. The thoughts to which
he gives expression, both in the prayers and
in the sermon, are his own. They are for
mulated tn his own words and until o ex-
pressed are unknown 1o any individual,
Members of the congregation, oulwardly at
least, take no part in the fulfilment of
the purpose for which they have come
together.  Itis difficult to recognize this
service, parntaking of the eharacter of a
monologue, as the highest development of
united congregational worship under Presby-
terian polity

(2) The principles of Presbyterianism are
unalterable, but the history of the Church
establishes that the system admits of changes
in practice when such are required. The
imwroduction of instrumental music may be
eited as an illustration.  Forty years ago
the proposal to place an organ In a Presby-
terian church created alarm.  Thirty years
ago the actual introduetion of instrumental
music in Old Greyfriass, Edipburg, startled
and shoeked many of our people. Such a
thing had been unknown in the Scottish
Presbyterian Church.  Today the organ is
generally welcomed in all our places of pub-
lic worship on both sides of the Atlantic,

There are fewer objections to forms of
prayer than were entertained o the introduc-
tion of musical instrumenis. ‘The latter
were not recognized by the fathers and
founders of the Chureb, while the former
wese sanctioned by them, and prayers were
regularlv read in public worship for generat-
1ons after the Reformation, The introduct-
ion of organs was an innovation not warrant=
ed by any traditional standard, while the
introduction of written prayers is perfectly
justifiable on historical grounds,

(3) 1 do not advocate the re-introduction
of a Liturgy. If our wosship is to be reform.
ed in my judgment the best reform
will partake of the character of a develop-
ment springing from the usuage we now fol-
low. Toattempt the restoration of a Liturgy
would in my view be unwise and ill-advised.
The effect would be to pospone ind_finitely
the adoption of improvements in our services
greatly more important than the re-imtroduct-
ion of any formal Liturgy. We have out-
grown the eonditions of the 16th century
when Calvin and Knox and those assoeiated
with them found Liwrgies expedient. It
seems to me that the new conditions demand
something better than a Liturgy, that they
certainly point to a ehange of some kind
perhaps a remodelling of the pi observ-
ed form of worship,

These sentenees will suffice to indicate to
you the views I have long held and still hold,
Many persons on both sides of the Atlantic
hold similar views.  You have heard what
the Rev. Dr. Watson has to say and he may
be taken to represent thoughtful Presbyter-
ians in the United Kingdom. In the col-
lection of writings which I have placed in
your hands, you will find at some length the
opinions of the Rev. T. F. Fotheringham of
St. John, N. B. the Rev. Dr. Pollok, lately
Principal of the Presbyterian College, Hali-
fax, and Moderator of the General Assemb-
ly, the Rev. Dr. Hastings, President of
Union Theologieal Seminary, New York




