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THE PRESBYTERIAN COUNCIL AND THE PSALTER.

pré\:' r'“ig!lt be expected, thvc act.iu‘lyl i)f tlrlc ma'nag%ng' (‘nn‘m?it.te?v })‘f‘ ‘the
Sbyterian (ouncil, in excluding human hymns from its services of
Praise. during its late sessions in Philadelphia, las not failed to call
"h much comment and severe eriticism, By some, it has been de-
Deed as “p concession {o the superstitious whims of a small section
% the Prest iwtevian body.” Tt has ‘\‘)e(‘rn asserted that in “no line sung,
the there the slightest vecognition of Christ nor of Chl‘l.’%tlalxlt)‘.” Even
W Yew York Observer has many tears to shed over “an arrangement
}Vhlch, through ten whole days, ait assembly of warm hearted, earnest,
tve, working, redeemed Christians ust owit all worship and praise
is g € erucified and interceding Jesus, thg King of saints, ete.” Ho e
Willeely expressed that such “a‘u'anul?‘al'\' in the hls-tory of the Chureh
pir; Not be repeated, and that “the ~ouncil lms witnessed the last ex-
Ing throes of one of the strangest delusions of the Church.”
S all thig uncompliznentary criticlsnl.j.ust and true? Is the exclusive
th 20 a1 Inspired psalmody “a :ﬁul‘(‘."sltltl.ous \vlfmﬂ.“’ Was the action of
dog, inmltt(,e of arrangements, in (:x.(" uding q111115p11~(-(1 Lhymns, a wrong
0 waim hearted, earnest, active, working, redeemed Christians ?
 conscientious adhorence to the songs of inspiration, “one of the
decingest‘dehmions of the Chureh™! To such questions our reply is a

" negative, and we shall now otfer a few vemarks in explangtio'n.
the . D2y be safely presumed, that the theory whic}) would admit into
withwol‘shlp of God whatever is not absolutely l)l‘(?hl})lte(], will not: nmeet
an l‘Illuc acceptance amongst the readers of this Journal.  Seripture
m ©a80n unite in condemning it. It is that which has led to all the

Prac Fle"ie.s of the church of Rome, ﬂll(} all the tomfooleries sometimes
Way ¢ 5o called Protestant W orship, Adopt that theory, and the
}’°Wins clear for the introduction of the “flexions and genutlexions, php
neryngs the east, and curtseyings to the west,” and all the *“ man milli-
a f the most advanced school of ritualism. Adopt that theory,
of incense 11ay encompiss the worshippers in the house of
Pict{lre 8 may tinkle at the winistel’s garment as he enters the pulpit ;

o ei’e Images, crucitixes, and holy water may legitimately claim a
prohibiteg I Protestant churches. None of these things are positively

("n clouds

€Xpr, > ScriPtlll‘al theory of worship i3 that which excludes whatever is not
any X'itey’ or by plain inference, exjoined. It is that which requires that
the Sea] Proposeq for adoption should not only be not forbidden, but bear
M the o % & positive Divine « ppointment. Such was the recognized rule
Were of DP‘{Onomy, The tabernacle, its furniture, and all its services,

Vine Prescription. - Kvery thing was to be “according to the



