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truth in coursa of illustration ; for we find
that the use of a liturgy, read prayers, with
genufiexions, and standing during praise, are
eitber in actual practice or in active agitation
emong several of those congregations that
are in favour of the Organ.

We are told that the use of the Organ in
singing has a solemnizing a~d elevating effest
upon the worshippers, and that there is
nothing in God’s Word forbidding it. I en-
tertain no such opinion 3 for if we admit the
first part of the proposition, we must, &8 a
natural consequence, admit its corollary—
that musicians are the holiest of mundane
creatures, and that there must be a larger
amount of spiritual-mindedness, of earnest
piety, in the Roman Catholic and Episcopal
Churches, than in any other, 1 am not pre-
pared to admit this, for I believe that in no
portion of the Christian Church has there, at
any time, been a larger measure of faith, of
real practical holiness of heart and life, than
was among the Puritan Fathers of England
and the followers of John Knox in Scotland,
among whem instrumental music, as a part
of public worship, was unknown,

What reason have we to be dissatisfied
with the pure and simple form of our present
mode of public worship ? Weknow of none
which combines so fully the spiritual and
intellectual. It excludes, and I trust wili
continue to exclude, the merely sensuour,
which, in other Churches, overlays more or
less, and. in some, all but chokes every ves.
aige of spiritual life,

Jewish ritvalism has heen quoted as an
authority in favour of Organs. It is true,
music was much cultivated ameng the Jews,
and both David and Solomon had their sing-
ing »nd dancing men and women in great
numbers ; they had also the blare of the
trumpet, the beating of timbrels, hesides the
playing of stringed instruments in ‘Temple
worship, Now if one part of this form of
“worship is right at the present day, another
cannot be wrong. But, in trath, the whole
machinery of this merely ceremonial worship

erished with the Old Dispensation, and there
’;’. not a shred of authority in the New Testa-
ment, or in the history of the primitive
Church, in support of either its principles or
practice in our Churches,

It may be said that this is one of the non-
essentiala—it is not necessarily an arricle of
aith, aud may be safely left to the taste and
wishes of our people. I reply, that it is cal-
culated to Gestroy uniformity of worship, to
fntroduce confusion, to weaken discipline,
and undermine the very spirit of Presbyteri.
anism. It is the beginning of further dan-
gerous innovations, which may end no one
knows where, but which have led the Church
of England as far as Puseyism, and have left
Chriatianity little more than an imposing
auremonial in the Church of Romnie,

. Ttrust and believe that the great body of
Presbyierians, both in Scotland and the Co.
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lonies, are altogether adverse to this Orgait
movement, and are couvinced that its general
auccess would be one of the greatest culami-

ties that ever happened to our Church, inas--

much as it would alienate from it forever the
great heart of our people. For my own part;
1 should prefer, a thousand times, to join 8
Church in which instrumental music has at
least the authority of some ceuturies in its
favour, rather than accept a hybrid worship
whicn, while it would not be Preshyterian-
ism, neither would it be anything else. And
above all, I do not think that the House o
God is the place to which people should de-
sire to flock merely because they hope to
enjoy there the gratification of hearing finé
music. Iknow that in some Churches this
is largely the case, and the fruit is not all
that might be de<ired.
I am, dear sir,
Yecurs, respectfully,
Joun CosrLEY.
Pictou, Feb. 14, 1865.

THE ORGAN IN PARISH CHURCHES.

To the Editor of the Glasgow llerald :

Sin,—A circular was sent to me last week re
specting the erection of an organ at the Ne¥
Church of Ayr. T do notknow whoare members
of the commuttee from which the citcular cames
but I take leave to state that, in my opinions
they, and others in ditferent parts of the countrys
who are pursning a courae similar to theirs, ars
acting at variance with the fundamental prineis
ples of our Preshyterian Church. In an Inde
pendent or Congregatjonalist Church. a ministe
and his congregation may make what arrange:
ments they think vight or expedient for the man=
agement of their affuirs, or the conducting of
public warship. But it is not so with us. gV/"
are a collective body, with a system or order of
worship preseribed to us. "Bach particulst
Cliurch, with its minister and session, is undef
the superintendence and control of the Presby’
tery of the bounds, and each Presbytery, i®
like manner, is under the control of the supe”
rior Church Courts. It does not belong, there”
fore, to a particular minister, even with hif
kirk-session and his people, to make alteration?
on the established worship of Ged, hower®
suitable or desirable he and they may consid®f
these alterations to be. Changes can be mad®
only by competent authotity. Mibisters, at thelf
ordination, come under solemn obligation **t9
assert, maintain, and defend . . the purity 9,
warship, as presently practised in the Natiou"
Church, and asserted in Act 15, Assembly 1707t
entitled * Act against Innovations in the Worshif
of God:' and further, to submit thémselves wil®
lingly and humbly in the spirit of meekness *
the admonitions of the brethren, . . and
follow no devisive courses from the present o
tablished doctrine, worship, discipline and g9
ernment int this Church.”

Iam aware that the terms iri which the 188
General Assembly expressed its deliverance %
the report, anent Innovations, have been ur("
as authorising the attempt which is how bf”‘
made for having an organ employed in the "°,’i
ship of God ; that deliverance seeming to imP g
that such innovations as donot futerrupt the h#
mony of particular congregations, will not
objected to. But this appears to me to be

»
”
entire misapprehension of the General A‘"’L



