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Let us now see what this objection is worth,
and whether such a radical change was effected
in all proviens religious arrangements at the
precise moment that Christ died ; that though
forma of prayer wore instituted by God in the
Old Testament, and sanctioned by Christ, both
in theory and practice, in the New Testament,
yet that upon that event, forms of prayer
which were previously lawful, nay, farther,
imperative, in publie worship, became immed-
iately unlawful ; though finding, as we do, the
consequences of Christ's death very fully stated
in the New Testament, we cannot discover
therein aven the remotest hint of any such
effect flowing from it.

The objection which is brought against our
practice may ho concisely stated thus : "Though
Christ gave a form to His disciples, and sanc-
tionod the use of fornis before He diod, 3-et,
since that event, it is unlawful for His people
either to use or sanction theim." This is, I
think, a fair statement of it, no point being
cither suppressed or exaggerated, and yet it
semas an objection of tho weakest, shallowest
nature.

First, I would remark, that if it is now
wrong for Christ's people to use forma of prayer,
or to be present at services where they are
used, it must have been eqnally wrong for the
Apostles to do so but a few weeks after the
resurrection. And, secondiy, if Christ's death
was to cause such a change in thousul niethod
of public prayer, that its continuanco would bc
henceforth unlawvful for His people, it would
be moat strange if Christ-who spent forty
davs after his resurrection speaking to them of
thé things pertaining to the kingdom of God-
did net warn them ugainst an error into which
they would naturally be led by Christ's own
teaching and example. And yet we End that
Christ cannot have warned His Apostles
against using or sanctioning the use of forma
o prayer, during those forty days of close,

THE OHUIRCH GUARDIAN! 3ii~ 6, 188t.

intimate converse which they enjoyed with
Him after Ris resurrection; since, if He had
done so, that last parting command of their
glorified Master would be most diligently
cherished and obeyed, and we would not find
the testimony left as to their practice-that
after Christ was taken up they departed not
fhom Jerusaleof, but "were continually in the
temple, praising and blessing God;" and again,
after the Spirit was poured out upon them,
that Peter and John went up into the temple to
pray, at the ninth hour, being the hour of
prayer. And, at a later period in the history
of the primitive Church, when the Apostles
had seen the great danger of sanctioning any
Jewish custom which they did not intend to
continue in the Church-which they had seen
plainly developed the great tendency which
exista in the natural heart to go back to the
old ceremonial system. yet even thon Paul,
the great Apostle of the Gentiles, with the rest
of that glorious company-men who had been
fully instructed by Cbrist--men who had been
baptized with that Spirit which was to guide
them into all ti.uth-men who would sooner
die than sanction what was wrong, or put a
stumbling-block in their brother's way-yet
these mon sanctioned the use of forme of
prayer by their presence at that temple and
synagogue worship, where they were in con-
stant use, and thus plainly decided their law-
falness under the New Dispensation.

It may be still farther weakly objected that
the Apostles did not use forma of prayer in
their own worship, and therefore we should
not. Now, supposing for a moment this to
bave been the case, I hive shown you that it
is perfectly lawful for any Church which
pleases to adopt forma of worahip, inasmuch
as the use of what the Apostles sanctioned
cannot be wrong for ihe Christians of our time;
however, there doea not appear to be any solid
ground for this assertion, that the ordinary
public worship of the Apostolic Church was
not by set forms; for, as I have pointed out to
yon, all the early associations and tendencies
of the Apostles would be towards a form of
prayer; and again, as they would naturally be
inclined to act upon the slightest hint of their
Master's will, they would remember that Christ
did net forbid forms of prayer; nay, rather
that ho had oxpressly sanctioned and prescribed
such forme; and they would consequently be
led to continue the same arrangement, unless
there was some clear, positive, overwhelming
reason leading thom to make se great a change
in the only mode of public worship which had
beon known or sanctioned up to this period ;
and we may bo sure that no such positive over-
whelming reason existed; we may be sure that
no such change took place ut Christ's death as
rendered forma of prayer, which had been pre-
viously lawful for God's people, thereafter sin
ful and unlawful; for, if such a reason existed,
if such a change had taken place, the Apostles
would not hava authorized their use by their
presenco from the very day that Christ was
taken fron them, on to the very close of their
livos.

Nor farther, though but few records of the
internal arrangements of the early Church
have been preserved to us in the Acta of the
Apostles, yet we do find therein a clear proof
that their public congregational worship was
conducted by set forma. We are told (Acta
iv. 24), that when Peter and John bad borne
faithful testimony to the truth before the chief
Priests, and through God's mercy had escaped
their threats, the whole company of the Christ-
i.ans lifted up their voice to God with one
accord, and said, "Lord, thon art God," &c.

Now, mark, we are not told here that one
person prayed, and that all the rest accompan-
ied him in their hearts, but that they all lifted
up their voices to God with one accord; it is
manifest that if any congregation was to ut-
tempt to follow a person praying extempo:e, in
this manner, they would inevitably cause the i

greatest discord and confuBion, of which Paul
himself declares God not to be the author in
any of the Churches; while on the oth.er hand
yog can clearly see that this perfect unanimity
of voice and sentiment-unanimity of voice
and sentiment suoh as the Apostolic Church
enjoyed-could only be secured by the use of a
liturgy such as ours, where for instance, it la
enjoined, "1that the General Confession shall be
said of the whole congregation after the
minister, all kneeling." And again, "that the
minister, clerks, and people, shall say the
Lord's Prayer with a loud voice, the people re-
peating every petition after the minister."

Lot us look now at the argument which is
brought forward froin Scripture in defence of
extemporary and unpremeditated prayer, as
also of extemporary and unpremeditated
preaching. It is objected, "Surely Christ hs
commanded (Matt. x. 19) Take no thought
how or what ye shall speak, for it shall be
given yon in that same hour what ye shall
speak." Thus it is that I have heard this very
text quoted, or, rather, misquoted, in defence
of this practice, and as a sufficient answer to.
all the weighty arguments which can be ad-
duced both frein the positive precepts and the
clear examples of Scripture.

This constitutes a notable illustration of a
well-known remark, that it is possible, by mis-
quotation, and neglect of the context, to prove
any doctrine, however monstrous, from the
Scripture; as, for instance, by simply leaving
out the woi ds-"The fool hath said in his
heart," there can be deduced a proof of Athe-
ism equally as clear, and yet equally as falla-
cious, us that which is adduced from this text
for the practice of extempory prayer as the
only lawful method of congregational worship.

Adopting, as I might fairly do, the argu-
ment which the persons who quote this text
use against us, I might reply-"That was the
Old Dispensation; Christ had not yet died
when ho uttered these words, and therefore,
you cannot conclude from thom that extempor-
ary prayer is lawful under the New Dispen-
sation." However, such a method of quoting
or arguing concerning Seripture is most dan-
gerous, since mon can and often have explained
away, even the plainest precepts of common
morality under the saine pretext, thus plainly
fulfilling the words of the Apostle St. Peter-
"Unlearned and unstable mon wrest the Scrip-
tures te their own destruction."

Now, look ut this passage (Matt. x. 1-20)
and you will see that Christ is not speaking
about prayer of any kind, public or private,
but of quite a different matter. Christ was,
as we find from the fifth verse, sending forth
His Apostles on their first missionary tour,
and was directing them how and what they
were to preach. To enable them the more
effectually to do so, IHe endues them with
special gifts of the Spirit, the power of casting
out devils, healing diseuses, &c., and at the
saine time warns them, that in the discharge
of their ministry, they shall met with perse-
cution, and, for His sake, shall be brought b-
fore kings and governors; but, lest their minds
be distracted fron their great work by the
preparation of any defence, Christ tells them
that there will be no need to settle upon any
words or lino of defence beforehand, inasmuch
as the Holy Spirit would speak through them
when they should be delivered up. Tius you
can see, by a simple reference to the words of
the Bible, by an honest and impartial survey
of the context, that these words have no refer-
ence to public prayer or the preaching of the
Word, at any period of the Church's history,
but are only a special promise of special aid
given to a select body (the Apo-tles) under the
peculiar circumastances of persecution which
they were obliged to endure.

Again, it is urged that the use of forms of
prayer are unlawful, becanse it is a quenching
or restraining of the Spirit. If so, it is very
strange that the Aposties, who were endowed


