IN NOVA SCOTIA AND THBE ADJOINING PROVINCES.

r‘th‘ the whole worship of the ancient Church.
be © not see on what proof this assertion can
& Supposed to rest. I think it is very far

om being correct. But, admitting it to be
Well grounded, it would not constitute an
Obligation on the Christian Church to adopt

¢ same mode: of worship. In that case, it
Would be a sufficient answer that the dispen-
Sation under which such a mode of worship
Vas practised had passed away, and with it,
that the Mosaic ritual ceased. The fact Leing
8dmitted that the ritual ceased with the pasa-
lng away of the dispensation under which it
Wag established, in order to prove the con-
nued existence of any one particular part of

at ritual, it must be shewn that that parti-
Cular has the sanction of the ether dispensa-
tion which succeeded. In other words, we
lust shew, from the New Testament, a clear
¥arrant or sanction for whatever part of the

ewish ritual, the existence of which we con-
tend for in the Christian Church. While
Maintaining this, we will not plead guilty to
0 charge of treating the law of Moses, and

e prescriptions of the ancient Church, with
Teglect. We would treat them with deep
Teverence, and we con see wmany important
‘Oenefits to be derived from them, while we
Maintain that the Mosaic rituzl was not in-

tended for the Christian Cburch.  And who- |

"ver insists upon it that any particular of it

1s atill binding, we refer him to the New |

1spensation, and we have the right to dewand
that from it there be produced authority,
Cither expressed or clearly implied. to sanc-
Yon the rite or the observance in question.
therwise, we maintain it is not binding.
The term, “the law of Moses,” has, I thiuk,
In the discussion, been used in a scuse ton
Indefinite. That term may be employed to
€xpress the moral, the judicial, or the cere-
Donial law of the Jews, or it may—as it
.8ometimes is—he employed to denote the
Whole. In reference to the moral law, aud
€very precept of it, we believe it is, and will
- Continue to be, binding always. But regard-
Ing the judicial or civil law, and the ceremo-
Dial, the authority of both, as laws, ceased
With the termination of the Jewish Common-
Weallh. Such parts of the Jewish civil or
Judicial law as are suited to our altered cir-
‘Cumstances, our legislators were bound to
Tetain and embody in our laws; and we be-
lieve this has been done. In order to know,
then, what part of the Jewish civil law is
iinding upon us and can be pleaded in our
Courts, we must ascertain from our statute
‘book.  What enables us to plead it in court
18 the fact that it has been embodied in our
aws, and forms now a part of it. So it is
With the authority of the ritual, or ceremonial
W. In order to know if any part or parti-
cular of it is still binding, we must consult,
Det the old economy, which has passed away,
b{lt our Christian Statute Boo}z. If embg.
died into it, its obligation is undoubted. If
We cannot find it there, we must conclude it
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to be among those things which grow old and
decay, and are no more. To say, that as
instrumental music was not typical, it did not
Pass away, is only so much waste of words.
Why, if that position could be held, we shouid
have & whole host of Jewish obligations fas-
tened upon us. If nothing ceased with the
Jewish Commonwealth but what was typical,
then we must have our religious dancing, the
payment of tithes (to which, pra‘ctica?ly, I

wonld not object), our stoning of disobedient
! children, our capital punishment of Sabbath
! breakers and blasphemers, &e. The fact is—
| and every intelligent reader of his Bible must
I know it—the whole Mosaic economy was
preparatory to another state of things. - The
whole ritual was oune large typical body, and
when its end was accomplished, not only did
wliat was strictly the body itself fall, but all
its appendages, and all really connected with
and necessary to its maintenance. The gar-
ments with which the human body is clad,
are not a part of the body; they are merely
necessary appendages; but when the hody
falls, they fall with it. Or, consider that
economy as the scaffolding necessary in the
erection of the glorious building intended by
God. On the erection of that building. the
scaffolding was removed, and in thut removal
was involved all that rested on that scaffold-
| ing, or was connected with it. Nor does the
| urgument fare better which is derived from
i the assumed fact that instrumental music was
i employed before the Mosaic economy was
; estublished.  To compare its obligation with
, that of the holy Sabbath, can only be donein
. furgetfulness of the fact that for the Sabbath
. there was a divine command given to man in
| Parddise, and repeated again and again under
the most solémn sanctions. But where ‘is
the command for instrumental music in' the
sanctuary ? If instrumental music was thus
used prior to the Mosaic institutions, it was,
so far ng the Bible shews, without a command
from God. On the supposition, then, that it
was so used, it holds not the position of the
Sabbath, but precisely that of polygamy.
That practise certainly existed in the days of
the patriarchs; it was received into the Mb-
saic economy ; but while permitted there, it
never had the sanction of a divine command.
Allowing that instrumental music was then
employed in the worship of God, as we now
understand the term worship, then, in tle
absence of any command, there is no escape
from the admission that it stood side by side
with polygamy: and any argument resting
on that position, if it tends to shew that the
one is still binding, ‘proves no less clearly
that the other is also. Good old John Mil-
ton, on this ground, maintained the lawful-
ness of polygamy under the Christian econo-
my, and his arguments were perhaps fully as
plausible as thosé which the advocates of
irstrumental music can derive from the same
source. He found abundant evidence for its
existence under the old economy, and he




