. o second edition appeared with a similar

" 4 Some of the prasers in it,” says Dr. Cun-
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Dedication, and as 1.te as 1648, it continued
to be the common ritual of the church,

n’ngham in bis Church History ‘of Scotland
“ for transparency of diction and benuty of
picty may well compare with the much laud-
el compositions of the Anglican Prayer
Book"—adding, “the whole compilation
is eharacterized by good sense and sobriety
of religious feeling.”

‘The Church of Scotland, which for a hun-
dred years had thus preserved these written |
forms, at length laid ¢hem aside, not that it
had any disposition to do so, for as we have
scen various editions of the book were pub-
lished, and this in accordance doubtless with
t"ie denands of the ehurch down to the very
year of the meeting at Westminster, but in
concession to a plan of uniformity with other
chuaches in the use of a common Directory
for worship. The fact is a remarkable one
that the Church of Scotland laid aside her
Bonk of Prayer to please others rather than

TRE MONTHLY REZCORD UF THE CHURCH OF SCOTLAND

in the words of yr. Shields ¢ a revolutionary
protest against civil and * ecclesinstical
tyranny” while the adoption of it by the
Churth of ‘Scofland is to be accounted for on
the same principle, ¢ a consequence,” as saya
Principal Tullach, “of the insane Prelatical
despotism of Laud and his associates.” .\
proposal to change or modify in any way the
system thus aet up by the Westminster Ass
sembly and adopted by the Church of Scot-
land, soihe, strange to say, would be dispos-
ed to regard as little else than an act of im-
piety, though such & proposal nced not be
regarded as at dll reflecting on ‘the wisdom
of the greatand good wen of that Assembly,
who could scarcely have been so sanguine as
to expect that it would be followed for two
hundred years, much less for a longer perind,
especially by the Church of Scotland, which
had so small a Representation in it—for of
the 120 Divines who sat in that assembly
onls 5 were commissioners from the Church
of Scotland ; of the Westminster assembly,
we are ready to say what the members of it

herself, and adopted 2 system propounded , said of those who went before them in the
by strangers, in the hope of the benefit of an : work of Reformation, “we acknowlelge
extensive agreement and uniformity to be | them as excellent instrumen:s raised by God.
released upon an entirelv New DPlatform, | and desire that they be had by us and pos-
which hope, it need scarcely be added, was , terity in everlasting remembrance—and are
doomed to signal disappointment. wersuaded, were they now alive, they would

Whether the church acted wisely in thus | join in this work” of reforming the service
griving up the use of her venerable Formula, | of the Chureh with the view of adopting it.
has heen disputed. Her children, it is true, | profiting by the experience of the past, to
have loved her in spite of her having depriv-' the felt requirements of the age and the
ed them of everythinglike a form of worship, ' changed circumstances of these our times,
save her old version of metrical psalms, | for whatever that system may have been or
round which memory and association can; their own age and tifnes, it is uot, in the
entwine; but had she retained her Oid Lit- ' opinion of many of our most distinguished
nrgy, she might have bound them closer in | clergymen and enlightened laymen, the best
her embrace and prevented many from scray- | possible that could be devised for us, living
ing frem her fold. ‘The experiment of leav- more than two centuries after them and in
ing the niavers of the Sanctuary to the un.  times so very different. And to the smoul-
aided inuividuality of the Minister has now, dering convictions and wishes of not a few
been fully tried. Fer two centuries and | such, expression has in recent years been
more has the church in the facc 5fall historic , given. Tae enlightened are perhaps the
nrecedent, and in conflict with her own ear- ' least satisfiad with the present meagre devo-
lier principles and practice adhered to the ' tional equipment of the Church. The belief
method agreed to by the Westminster As- of many i3 that that system is not the best
sembly, and unknown in ecclesiastical ex- | which places the whole of the devotional ser-
perience before the sittings of that body. vices in the hands of the officiating Minister,
This method many have come to regard as  be his state of bodg'l or spivit what it may at

quite defective and, if judged by its working assumcs that he can at
can scarcely be pronounced, even by its
greatest admirers a success, a thing at which .
no one need greatly wonder. The Westmin-
ster Assembly met in troublous times, times
but ill fitted for calm and unprejudiced leg- .
islation, even for the age that then was,
snuch less for the far distant future. Besides,
its recommendation of or agreement upon a
Directory for Public 'Worship was an issue,
to which, it may with truth be said, it was .
driven by the circumstance of the times—be-
ing a not natural revulsion from the use of
an enforeed Liturgy, containing many things .
to the members cf it offensive, and which’
Zeft them no liberty or discretion whatpver,

the time, and whic
all times and under all cizcumstances, con-
duct these becomingly, if able to attemp:
doing so at all. Dissatistied with the pre-
sent haked and unequipped state of the
church, they desire a return to a discretion-
ary Liturgy for public worship and prescrib-
ed forms for the administration of the sacra-
meuts, the celebration of marriage, burial of
the dead &c. Having as great a dislike to
a fixed and enforeed Liturgy, asa conviction
of the defectiveness and utter unsatisfactor-
iness of the present system, they are prepar-
ed to urge the use of a discretionary Liturgy,
retaining all that is valuable in the Church
of the past, and yet adapted to the Churzh



