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INTRODUCTION
AL AL RS54
In the enalysis and consideration of any liturgical form
or group of liturgiles the student must from the beginning ses down
for himself certain principles and accepted norms of judgment to
guide him in such study and to form for him a definite,logical and
true basis for comparison and evaluation of the material treated.
Primarily the ancient form of Christian service must serve
&8 the basis for much of the comparison., Only naturally we must
end should take into account the form of worshlp as it began,
developed and orystallized in its final order in the Church. The
verious portions of the liturgy are certainly meant to induce a
definite idea and attitulle. As the order of service grew with the
developmeht of the Church there was evidently good and sufficient
reason for the addition of the yarious parts as we now know them,
Any change or variation from the ancilent models,then,must be
examined closely to determine whether there 1s any good and sufficient
reason for the change and whéther such change is" for the better.

A historical study is essential for consideration of all later forms.
Of no less importance is the question of doctrine
Presented in the cultus. Though a service be perfect assthetically
and formally it is useless - and worse - 1f by its form and order

it does not present clearly the pure teaching of the Church.
Regardless of its beauty,euphony and appeal to the artistioc
sensibilities,it must be discarded as unworthy, At the same time,
however,beauty in form and expression must be reckoned with in
evaluating a liturgy, The order should be clothed in a manner
worthy of the body religious. Though 1t be pure and correct




doctrinally and yet be wanting in ordinary good taste, comonjor
disturbing to the spirit of worship it cannot be properly accepted.
Horn,p.7,en the task of the Protestant liturgist says:"It is not the
task of the Protestant student of Liturgics merely to discover the
present order and traditional parts of the Christian worship,that
he may submit them,nor has he to invent a service agreeable to the
ldea of Ohristian worship, He has simply to ascertain the service
of the Church,which has been developed by its own inherent life,
to try 1t by Holy Scripture and by history,to correct it where
necessary upon these principles,and,where the occasion demands,to
serve 1ts further development on principles accordant with its idea
and in harmony with its past history."

The same is to be sald of a study of the Church's hymns.
0f primary importance is the content of the hymns. They must reflect
faithfully,most faithfully,the teaching of the Chwrch. They dare not,
by content or conmnotation,imply any idea or belief in variance with
correct theology. In a study of later hymnology the use or non-use
of the older,accepted,treasured hymns must be noted. If it is found
that these heritages of the Church have been discarded it is the task
of the hymnologist to ascertain whether or not such action was
Justified, The old,doctrinal songs of the OChurch must serve as the
basle for all later hymn-writing, An attempt,then,to discard entii'"ely
the old and to start a mnew school of hymnody must be viewed with
susplcion, J

It is self-understocd that the literary form,the poetical
expression must conform to at least a moderate standard of good style.
The mere fact that a religious thought is receiving expression |
provides no license for vholence to language or oo:.mi.asion of goa:fcal

* monstrosities. Here,too,the mere outward expression,though of



secondary importance,must be given its due place,

The question of pure doctrine and worthiness of subject
matter is most weighty. Though a poem be most exquisitely turned,
if 1t contain insufficient religious thoughfor,worse,inoorrect
dootrine it is valueless for ecclesiastical use. Nor are all subjects,
true though they be in themselves,worthy or fitting for use in the
congregation, A prosy reproduction,for example,of sections of
Leviticus can hardly be considered a contribution to hymnology.

Having laid down the general principles,let us proceed to
& more definite discussion of the matter. Ai to the basic principle
eénd purpose of the liturgy,Horn,p.l10,sumnmarizes:"As every act of .'I'.he
worship of the 0.T, rested on the typlcal offering for sin,so Oh;i:ti.m
worship 1s based on the offering of Jesus Ohrist once for all., It
celebrates and appropriates that complete and sufficient Atonementj
and also alms at the edification of the worshipping congregation,
Ohristian worship is not simply a means to an end, Its object is
not primarily miseionary or symbolical. It is a real eomunio;t‘mween
God and His people." He says further,p.l13: The worship of God "must
be historical and freej;not ossified,nor arbitrary,nor yet subject to
'taste'. It must be common worshipjnot the separate act of a single
congregation or of the ministry alone. It must be characterized by
order and aolemni-t sjexocluding not only all disorder,but all that 1is
suggestive of other spheres of 1lifle, Finally,it must be truthfulj;
that is,it must not only be real worship,not a mere form of itjbut
it must be clear and intelligible and sufficient expression of that
real worship." _

The form,then,must be historiocal,must have the authority of
the entire church and its history behind it., It must be dignigied,
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worthy of the subject and object of its being, It must be
distinctive and characteristic of the use for which it is employed.
Yot 1t must be simple and intelligible to all., Its meaning dare not
be hidden under a weight of non-essential externals, Its parts must
be defined clearly,that the whole body of worshippers may realize

and be influenced by its significance. Yet it must not be vulgar or
orude. And vulgarity includes artificliality. If any one thing must
characterize the service in particular it must be the utter sincerity
of all its parts,

The various divisions of the order must flow from each other
naturally and spontaneously. Vogt,P.152,8ays:"The order of service
for public worship cannot be much improved until we dbscover or :‘;ieot
& principle to go upon. The theory here proposed is a very simple

one - that the outward expression in the order of worship should

-Aise
parellel the inner course of the experience of worship., The difficulthe

are many and great, - = = Nevertheless through all the innumerable
variations of stimulus,tone,intensity,content of ideas,duration,
conclusion, there would appear to be always in its normal course
something of each of the elements suggested - Vision,Humility,
Exaltation,T1llumination,Dedication. This is precisely what all the
old liturgies of the Christian church contain = Qonfiteor,Kyrie
Eleison,General Confession." Discounting to a degree his emphasis on
necessary change and the stressing of psychology perhaps beyond its
due,Vogt's general thought is evidently true.

The liturgy occuples a very definite and important place
in the 1life of the church. We need but observe the churches which
are definitely non-liturgical to realize the value of an accepted
order of service., The true liturgical form adds immeasurably both to
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to content and form, .

Eight general prayers,resplendent in glorious terminology,
devoid of spiritual value,occupy the next section. We find such
mellifluous aﬂdrea.sea ast"Glory and honor be unto Thee,the self-
existent and :I.nf:l.n;‘t.e Jehovah", Supremely exalted and adorable Jehovah,
whom angels and archangels delight to worship,whom the heaven of
heaveons cannot contain!" PFour prayers to be used after the sermon and
six benedictions are offered! A list of the standard pericopes follow
with the remarkable foreword:- "But it is necessary to remark oom;e:lhng
them,that there 1s an impropriety in congregations confining them;jé:eb,
year after year,to these portions of the sacred volume,and neglscting
all the rest,when they meet together for instruction and prayer.
Besidoes,although some of these selections are excellent,not a few of
them have been chosen injudiciously,or are so unnaturally torn away
from the context,as to be dark and unedifying,insteadi of exhlbiting a
clear and conmnected view of the great facts,truths and 1essons,con;;i‘ned
in Holy Writ,especially of those which are most interesting to the
Chrigtians, It is very desirable,that other and larger sections of
the Scriptures should be read in our religious assemblies." P,.386,

In the baptismal formula mumerous changes have been entered
by the original owner. The order: 1l)Address with the reading of Mark
10,13-16, 2)Questions and responses., The alternate form for these is
poor. The frequent use of the phrase "divine authority of the raiigl."ol
of Jesus" rouses justifiable susplcion., Schaeffer adds Luther'aga%‘i-ln-
ation of baptism, It is to be noted that the sponsors do not answer
for the child but simply confess the:l;' faith and willingness to gulde
the child. 3)Baptism proper. 4)Prayer. 5)Exhortation to parents.

In the form for adult baptism there are a number of quest:l.on-' |
able sections, For instance,in the address:"By the ordinance of

Baptism,Christ has most wisely provided for preserving his church and
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for maintaining among 1s a sense of the holiness and regenerating
influence of his doctrine., Water was appointed by ﬂﬁ to be employed
&8s an emblem of spiritual purity,or of that moral and religious
improvement in which all our Christian advantages are to terminate,
And it 1s designed by Him,that 1t shall be said of all who embrace his
religion:"Ye are washed,ye are sanctified,ye are justified;in the
name of the Lord Jesus,and by the spirit of our God."™ What does the
man mean? In the questions addressed to the applicant for baptism no
mention of the creed is made,the chief question being,"Do you sincétzﬁaly
belisve in the divine authority of the religion of Jesus?"

There can be no mistaking the modsrnistic coloring,

The forms for cofifirmation,preparatory service,matrimony and
burial follow the general lines of t?/e_\ preceding works., An order for
the inauguration of church officers i-s added.

The communion service is unsatisfactory, The order: I)Saiz-bé'tun
by minister. 2)Exhortation. 3)Lord's Pryyer. 4)General prayer - a
very lengthy one. 5)Consecration. 6)Invitation to communion. Quitman
opens the Lord's Table to all with the words:"In the name of Christ
our common and only Master,I say to all who own him as their Saviour,
and resolve to be his fa:_l.t.hm1 subjectsiye are welocome to this feast
of love." 7)bistribution. The offensive words,"mw_d - Take,oto."
are used. Afided is the note:"The minister is at 1liberty to substitute
any other words in the place of thesejand it is desirsble that ne Ahibn1a
endeavour to keep alive the devotion of the communicants by a:pprop:.':ﬁte
addresses to them or ‘!;y sultable passages of scripture like the follow-
ing"! 8)Thanksgiving, 9)Prayer. Meaningless phrases reoccur:®0 God!
grant that we may be made conformable unto His d.ea.th,gnd. axperieno-'e" :one-
and more perfectly the power of His resurrection.” 10)Hymn. 11)Bene-
diction. There is appended a collection of 30 prayers for family,
and individual use,
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Everywhere is noticeable a tendenocy towards high-flown lan;gge
with a mingmum of actual religlous thouéht. Sahctﬁ‘:loa.t:l.on 1:5 :
emphasized. The book places itself outside the circle of real 11151.1:-":193
by discearding all forms for the chief worship., This freedom accorded
the individual minister is indicative of the movement in the Church,
There was to be no dead Fitualism,no slavish subordination to set f'S'f-ﬂ;hg,
no stubborn insistence upon dogmatic clarity., Yet how much better off
the Church would have been had Quitman's work never been published!

It 1s probably the most dangerous of all the liturgles of the period.

Pennsylvania Ministerium, Agenda

The Pennsylvania Liturgy of 1818,though not as dangerous
doctrinally,was no more commendable than Quitman's from a formal point
of view, It reverts to the German,uses Muhlenberg in a ngmber of
parts,but excludes the congregation almost entirely from participation
in active worship. Two orders for the chief service are given, The
first: 1)Hymn.2)Exhortation to confession - Muhldenbergts form,
5)0onfession of sins end Kyrie - also acoording to Muhlemberg. There
is no absolution, 4)Salutation and Response,5)Gospel,Epistle or any
fit reeding. 6)Prayer. 7)Hymn, 8)Sermon. 9)General prayer or Litany.
The prayer 1s takenpver practically intact from Muhlenberg. 10)Votum.
11)Hymn. 12)Benediction,

The second form: l)Sentence, Seven are gliven,including the
versicles for Matins and Vespers and a pairt of the Venite exultemus.
2)Hymn. 5)Te Deum, This modernized version is spoken by the pastor
only. 4)Agnus Dei. The congregation may sing this,or the pastor pray
it alone, 5)Any section of Soripture suitable to the sermon. 6 )Main
hymn. 7)Prayer from the altar. 8)Sermon. 9)Prayer. 10)Hymn. 11)Bene-
diction, The Confession may be omitted at the discretion of the

mipigter. Both forms are a hodge-podge.
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The three forms for bapiism are unditinguished - & mixture of
Preceding ordersjlikewise the form for ad.u1£ baptism, JThe oonﬂrmé.ﬁbn
bites are largely from Muhlenberg. Oho:to'e in the sets of questions
used and in the prayees 1is given,

Two formulas for preparatory service,followlng Muhlenberg,
and three for the Lord's Supper are listed., These follow no sound
1lit?ygiocal principles, We find the same offensive words in the
distribution - "Jesus .said“,and the general invitation to communion.
The congregationftakes small part in the worship., Regulations for
marriage(two forms),installation of officers,installation and ord:l.n—étt:'ion
ot ministers,church dedication and burial(two forms) complete the

volume,.
!-‘.Ill\

Nothing can be advanced to comenﬂ; this work, As regards;form
it 1s wholly inccorrect and in respect to doctrine it is frequently
unsiife, It demonstrates the ha.rmful effeocts of the preceaing hand-
books, It is characterized by few marks of Lutheranism,

CONCLUSION
. B0 :

In summary,the statement can only be repeated that this p-éi:iod
of approximately 80 years traces the steady,at times preciplitous,
decline of the Lutheran cultus in the American Church as regards both
hymnology and liturgics, The works studied are specimens of a
vanishing'lutheran consciousness'!, They are evidences of disappeﬂns
doctrinal positivity. They trace the noxlous spread of liberalism
through the branches of the Lutheran Church in this country. Set
prayers end forms were discarded and the congregation deprived of 1its

right of participation in the service. Foreign,un-Lutheran material

_orept in,and rationalism trimmphed. It 1s not a history of which the

Lbtheran Ghurch can be proud.
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The beginnings mede by Muhlenberg were commendable,but from
his time on conditlions grew Emew steadily worse., Henkel tried a reform
and failed. It was not until many years later - the latter part of
the second half of the sentury that sound Lutheranism reasserted 11%31!,
took up and made use of the treasures which were its rightful posse-s';i'!'l'on.
Had the earlier men been a little less willing to take the easy course,
to borrow from other ohurchea,a'nd a little more zealous to develop
the true Lutheran forms conditions would have been vastly different.
But with the adaptation of the English forms came subjecivity and
sentimentality. u1he reaction of the individual was of prime import-
ance, Not until Loehe,Uhlhorn,Schoeberlein and Eliefoth,and the later
men,Lochner and Spaeth,did the Church awake to the glory of her
anclent possessions., In hymnology it took Oatherine Winkworth to
bring back the German chorale to the English Church,

The Lutheran Church in this country today must cling to its
0ld traditional hymns. It must rely upon transaytions which,it is .
true,are often crude,until it can develop men who will give us the
masterpleces of the German in masterpleces of English. It must dev:]%p
itls poets and hymnologists., But never must it turn to the vapid,
reviva.l:l.atio anthems ;and "Gospel songs®™ of the sectarian churches.
We have the greatest hymnology in the world today. To that we must
hold ft. ,
Likewise in the field of liturgios,we have the purest,most
evangelical and beautiful order of service in existence. We cannot
afford to disregerd it, Without moralizing,we can draw a salutary
warning from the period just studled. No good can be acgcomplished by
every man acting as his own liturgist,nor is everyone equipped for
such work, We must stand fast on the approved forms. Why ocan Wwe not

ﬂ.{. f-/ iy a,-:-l-/fi?
ebide by the splendid forms which we have in our Evangelical Hymn-Book?
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