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prove that instruimental praise belonged to special occasions only and to cast a.
doubt upoi the statement of II. Chron. xxix. 2>, by quotinîg Aios vi. 5, charging
David with the sin of praising God by sui ncans. As we have already said the
argunents on that ground are not ingenuous or worthy of the author. Let the
use of the instrumenîts have a typical signification by all neans but do iot destroy
that very signilieation by niaking the ise of thea a humian ordinanîce, a sinful
ad umv trraiited a et, a sacrificial cereimony and a muere secular forni of rejoicing
all in the saime breath. If the writer says, as he seemis soietimîes to say, that
D.tvid in singing of harp, psaltry, cynbals, h., he ivant nothing of the kiid but
was gnilty of these symbolisns, we imust throw upon hin the onus of proof, whici
iill be founid no higlit weight even for one of Mr. Johison's learning and ability.
'T'he last liead, which is "an atteipt to refute plausibilities urged for the use of
instruments ' is very well reasonîed. Mr. Johnson rises here to the real liciglit of
his argument and rightly coidemnis those who ask for an organ 'to imake au.
attractive service and keep up witht the inprovements of the day " while le
argues in the true Presbyterian spirit purity and simplicity of Gospel Worship.
le will lind mnany good men an.d sincere earnest Presbyterians to dtilfer with hii,

anid the iînmber of thein we iiaginle will lot be l-ssenevd by the attenpt to prove
tiat instrumental music w.-i no! et part of the reguflar teiple service of praise
authorized by God. HIad suich proof been possible Mr. Johnsonu's zeal and in-
dastry would surely have accomplished it. That it is nîot possible is no proof
that instrumental muusic in the service of the sanîctuuary is either lawful or
expedient Wlatever nay be the side takei by the readri of this interesting
and comprehensive pamîphlet, lie cannot rise frot the peirusal of it withiout be'nefit.
In the preface Mr. Joinson acknowiledges obligations tu the " Hone and Foreigni
Record of the Canada Presbyteianîî Chîurch'."
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The first article in the present number of the Presbyterian Quarterly is by

Dr. Taylor Lewis, of Union College, and deals with the Priniitive Greek leligion.
Dr. Lewis finds the primitive Seat of tae Greek religion in Dodona, and makes the
worship renîdered there Monotheistic, Zeus being regatrded as the supreine god,
alnoe worthy of the divine nane. Ie accordingly supposes that the oracle of
Dodor.a must have been founded by sone descendant or desceidants of Noali, not
far renoved in tine from the period of the patriarch. H-erodotus states most
plainly the Egyptian origin of the oracle, but this statenient Dr. Lewis sets aside.
Ritter and other Sanscrit scholars have fouînd resenblnces between the worship
at Dodona and that of the Indian Buddhists ; but Dr. Lewis rejects the theory
of a Buddhist colony fron India settling in Greece, as lie avers that no traces of
sucl a migration can be fotund in the interveninz countries. Dr. Lewis is doubt-
less acquainted with nany nigrations to regions far away front any original seat,
that have left no trace in lands internediate. He is, however, riglut i denying
that trou India beyond the Indus any progress of religion or civilization has set
in westward. Both Indians and Greeks migrated origirnlly in different directions
from the same central region including Palestine, Arabia, atnd Egypt ; and Hero-
datus is doubtless righut when lie gives Dodona an Egyptiai original. The wor-
ship of Dodona was carried on in oakgruves and slows nany points of conneetion
with Druidisi ; hence Dr. Lewis supposes that Javanie pioneers settled in
Gaul and Britain before the Celts, whom he miakes, witiout any shvadow of proof,
descendants o! Gainer, became the doninant peoples of these lands, and there set
up the Druidical worship. But Druidisn lias been, time and again, referred to the
Eat, and notably to India as its birthplace. Dr. Lewis, in a few words, discards
ail such theories, and the statements on which they are founded as "sheer gossip."
The learned professor is a perfect Uhlan in the recklessness with which he urges
his hobby horse over the grave objections of still more learned neu. His remarks
upon the statement of Plutarch that in periods of great danger men call upon
God in the singular, and the many evidences he aIduces of a true rmonotheisn,
underlying the ordinary polytheisn of the Greek, are well wYorthy of attention.


