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In the second and third centurfes of the'!
Church, prior, and leadirg to the full devel-'
opement of the Church of Rome, similar pu-
erilities, Episcopal lollipops and 1arebits, were
retailed, for the use of the faithful—Tritles,
such as pet davs—Christmas and Easter, were
elevated in synodical discussion to an equal
rank with the essential doctrines of salvation, |
until human rubbish bad buried clean out ofi
sight the peml of great price. ;

At present, and for some time back the as- |
nect of Protestant Christendom is very singu- |
iar and ominous, :

We observe a restless de- !
sive of change everyahere, and innevations |
bud, blosscm, and bear fruit in rapid succes-
sion.  Now it is with respect to the posture
of the hody. and now with respect to a liturgy.
At onggtime it manifests itself in a spasmodic
unintelligible effort 1o suit the * spirit «f the
age.” At another in a downright infidel at-
tempt 1o overthrow the seriptures themselves,
In ali these, we do not hesitate to sy, it is |
ane and the same spirit of change which is at
work, going where it can on all-fours, and
where 1t canuot, Jurking surreptitiousty in the
flowers of some thundering pulnit mator,
From the chair of our own venerable Assem-
bly, it has ventured to advertize its nostrums,
ar‘to speak more appropriately, to blow its
upsiart nose. From the pulpit of a Tiee.
Churen it has recommended, as we lutely read
im the Record, a new drapery for the body
spiritual of old orthedoxy, s0 as to make it look |
more respectable to pleasure-seeking Sab-:
bath breakers. 'The nextthing, will nodoubt
be the acting a spiritual drama. Why not?
Has not Rome pandered to the inordinute
thirst of her peopie for the theatrical, and
Rome was not built in a day. And is it im-,
possible 1hat Protestants should ape the
wsthetic customs of that Church. It is not ;.
only a possibility in some quarters, but an es.
tablished fact. It is true that thuse quarters .
are few, and that the love of change in that .
direction is repudiated by the great body of .
our Church, and thet of others, but unless,
the strong inberited attachment to pure and
simple Presbyterianism, which obtains in Scot-
lang, be roused to oppose this insi jous in-
vasion, it may become a source of gigautic
vvils. Freedom of discussion ought never to .
be in abevance, and in our Church it is never
discountenanced, but it evidently is an abuse
of that privilege to employ it, as I said. ahout
buttons, or, which is the same thing sitting,
standing, or kneeling, in worship.

A change is no doubt, at times veryadvan-
tageous to all institutions, but then, the ne- .
cessity for it must be felt, and the reasons for
it must be intelligible.  What evils have ari-
sen from standing during prayer? what from
sitting during praise ? what from the absence .
of a liturgv? If such accessories of devo-
tion a8 are now being introduced had been
the original ones, I would with equ | confi-
dence ask the same questions respecting them.
I will for the present concede the same pro-

“munion the ranks of taste and culture,

"its way even into our Kecord through the i
, deserted by the nobiiity.

“who were all along Jucobites belong to t

- al knowledge, swerved from their attachmern

-son for adverting to it is to refute asper§§

" of season in their respective cures and they @
*will have jittle time or inclination for agita-
¥,

“that it is a singular fact, that in almost all the ;
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priety to theone setas to the other, for forr
are not essentiz] to pure and undefiied re
gion whose seat is the hLeart. But form

must be; yes. But where is the superiorr |

. of the one over the other? True piety say
. use the modes stamped with the authority. |

centuries, which a 1egard to profound sping !
lity originated, and which seripture prece; !
ents authorise as clearly, at ali events, as a
that can be substituted in their place.

Of Dr. Bissett T shail just say that}
abused the confidence reposed in him, o
departed in his closing address from the us
al course of his predecessors. Perhaps &
intentions were good in adviging an affi:

"tion in forms to the Chrrch of England; by
"ke betraved either gredt ignorance, or u

unjustifiable fear for the future of the Chure

"of Scotland, when he recommended such

course with the view of attaching to her cor
Apre
pos of this, it is 1ight 10 observe that ¢
Church in Scotland can surpass the Seotti
Establishment in these very qualities, the e
istence of which his noiicy seems to ignor: .
‘The impression has gune abroad and foun

norance of some correspondent, that she
No such thing.
few have joined the Free Church, and a fes

Scottish Episcopai Church.

The Duke of Argyle, Lords Belhaven, But
Selkirk, Breadalbane, Kinnaird, Mansfiel
ard Aberdeen, have never, 1o my own perso

to her. As I write from memory 1 will ngj
hazard the names of other nobiemen who a
her friends by princely donations, if not
actual membership. ‘The names I have give:
furnish a sufficient answer to the taunt c'gg
plebeianism hurled at her by ignorant railer: 38
as well as a sufficient cause why the moder: il
tor’s object was uncalled for. But the elemer;
of nobility here or there, is never for a mo|
ment to be exaited in a Church, and my rea

sions and stigmatize, as is due, the policy o8
the moderator.  To make anything else of i§
would be to aptly jilustrate the French furor
ir: the matter of buttons, »ibbons and garters. i3
Dr. Bissett is but < unit, and fortunateiyf3
has little or no influence. His own Preshy. J§
tery virtmally censured him, the other day o}
this impertiment attempt at reform.
Let him and all innovators attend better to
parockial duties, labouring in season and ot ¥

tion, 3
I cannot help remarking, in conclusion,
L ! &
revolutions ard changes which ever occurred 3
in the Church, some restless spirits among §
the clergy have been the active agents. To 3
such clearly may be traced all the schlsms 2



