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M. Most willingly. I do not like the prescribed form of public
Prayer, which the minister and people must use, without the least va-
Hation or change, through their whole life time. When I became a
Communicant, I endeavoured as faithfully and as diligently as I could
to like it, but the task was above my power. For the very idea of a
orm appeared to me utter]y inconsistent vs:ith the nature of worship-
Ping that God who is a spirit, and who requires men to worship him in
Spirit and in truth, and not by set forms. T do not object to the sub-
Ject inaiter of the prayers, which are in a very high degree unexcepti-
oable, but onlv to the form. Being a form it banishes the inspiration
of the spirit, it represses the devout breathing of the pious soul, and
13 a thick cloud betwixt us and that blessed spirit who helpeth our
Wfirmities with groans that cannot be uttered. Ihave just been read-
W2 aa cssay, in your magazine, “on the Liturgy of the Church of

ngland,” and though it has some things in favour of precomposed
Prayers which I am not able to refute, I am not yet convinced, that
Cither learning or talents, can make any thing more of a written ser-
Vice, than a mere body without the spirit.

L. 1 thank you heartily for this account you have given me of your
fee_llngs toward the divine service of our church., We differ, in our
OPinions, very widely, but if we keep within the bounds of charity, and
Use gentleness and candour in our language, we may discuss our dif-
frences to mutual comfort and edification. When you have time, I

g you will re-peruse that article on the Liturgy. The writer, equally
bknown to me, ashe is to yourself, has produced unquestionable au-

Orities, which, to my mind, at least, prave that the Jews and the

Mmitive church used forms of prayer. He has shown you the ad-
an‘tnges of set forms, and the disadvantages of the contrary practic_e,
g Ich, as he reasons justly and forcibly, and with a christian Spil:lf,
ould induce you to brivg your prejudices and dislike to a most strict
wCount. I will now, wiih your periission, observe, in addition to
at he has said, that it may very justly be doubted, whether there
Ver wag aregularly orzanized sociciv of "God’s people, from+he time
J € law was given by Moses, until the period Pof' the Reformation,
SWish or Christian, that ever presumed to periorm th? public wor-
Ve;p Of'God, V}'ithout the use of: precompnicd f‘Ol’m or m‘“'g.""tt ghe
Pe r‘(}" high priest, whom God himsclf appointcs, was not Pe[:“” ad to
orm such a simple act, as blessing the people, except by the use

0l (;‘ prescribed form. Indeed, every single act, connected with the
Testament worship, was formally and particularly prescribed..

b Y examples and precepts of the (ld Testament, especially the

ook of Pealins, show what the approved practice of the Jewish Church

gas. Our Saviour was a consiant attendant of the temple.and syna-
w:gue worship where opporiunity served; where the service, as the
o :er befare you clearly proves, was precomposqd and f‘ur_m.al. Was
Te, think you, as a spectator, or as a worshipper? I, in the Jat-.



