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the Synod held at King
ston ordered the Ses<ion of

ronto, to remove,without un-
neeessary delay. the musical
instrument which had for
some time been in use in
3 that church.  The grounds
upon which this decision was come to
were expressed in the re<olution which
was moved by the Rev. Dr. George, and
seconded by the Rev. Mr. Manu. and
were: First, the want of warmant in the
New Testament for the use of musical
instruments in public worship.  Sceond,
that the practice of the Church in Apostalic
times, and for hundreds of years thereafter,
ives no countenance to their use.  Third.
the uniform practice of the Church of Scot-
land, since the Reformation. as well as that
of other Presbyterian Churches in Scotland.
was against it.  Fourth. that instrumental
nusic, in the service of thesanctuary i< both
unnccsssary and pernicious ; and, Fifth, that
its continuance in onc. or intreduction into
ether congregations, would be exceedingly
offensive tomany office-bearers and mem-
bers. and would likely be productive of
painful heart-burnings and sclous divisions.
To this finding the minority cntered their
dissent.  Next year the injunction was re-
newed. The following year (1862) the ques-
{tonwasreconsidered and the Synod reolved
notto interfere with thearrmngements of the

KRirk Session of Toronto, but issued ¢ an -

injunction to Preshyterics to take order that
no changes of any kind be introduced into
theexercises of public worshipin any congre-
gation which are likely to distract its peaace
aad harmony.” The question again came
up in Montreal, in 1863, on an overture,
praying that the principle acted upon the
previous year be extended —leaving it to in-
dividual congregations to decide for them-
selves—but reserving to the Synod, through
Presbyterics. the right to prevent the intro-
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* duction of instramental musie when it i~

likely to disturh the peace and harmony of
acongregation.  This overture was rejected =
—the Synod not being prepared, apparently.
togive any furtherinstructions—the finding:
of the year before being considered sufi-
cient.  Since then, the question has not
been again before the Synod.

The action of the Synod. which. in parr.
agrees with that taken by the Church oi
Scotland, disposes of the argument that the
use of instrumental music in public worship
= unseriptural, otherwise the Synad of our
Church and the General Assembly of the
Church of Scotland must be looked upon
as faithless to the trust committed to them.
They donat appear to have thought New
Testament teaching opposed tothe use of in-
strumentai music nor the threatened innova-
tion asopposed to Apostolic example.  Bat,
in truth. we can scareely see how any rule for
our guidance in this respect could be looked
for in the practiceof the Apestolic Church.
That there is nothing displeasing to God in
the use of instrumental music as an ausiliary”
to his people,in their public worship, i<
cvident from the Temple serviee, with its
trained choirs of instrumental performers,
leading the praises of the congregations at
thegrcat festivals to which the chosen people
cathered themselves.  Nor was this an in-
novation creeping in with the decadence ot
the spirit of truc religion among the Jetws,
when pomp and ceremony teok the place
and assumed the position of true piety . and
when for the sincere worship of Qur Father
was substituted a mockery of showy cere-
monial.  Cn the contrary. the very passage
which records the wonderful deliverance at
the Red Sea, when the Lord divided the
waters, so that the people passed over dry
shod, records also that Miriam took a tim-

. brelin ber hand. and all the women went
" out after her, with timbrelsand with darcecs,

and sang the response to the noble song of
Moscs.  And looking from this entrance
of God's chosen people, on the long and



