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he explains the reason why the Holy Spirit |
excluded the poztry specitied from the col- |
lection which he made for the service of l
praise in the house of the Lord. These in-
spired prophets spake as they were moved
by the IIoly Ghost; yet this same Holy
Spirit who moved them to write this poetry,
for reasons known to himself, saw fit to ex-
clude it from the collection appointed for
praise. Did their inspired poety reqnire the
touch of the uminspired pen, to fit it for the
service of song in the sanctuary from which
the Holy spirit excluded it, and can they
who place it there and employ it in the
worship of God, say that they present an
authorized offering of praise ?

It is interesting to notice the rise and
progress of hymnology in the public worship '
of God, or to trace its genealogy. Mr.
Harvey having asked if it can be wrong to
versify and sing the poetry of the ancient
prophets, takes it for granted, without i
proviug it, that it is quite right, and then
adds, “if we may put into metre and sing
the doxology of John, or Paul’s raptuous
ontpouring it 8th chapter of Romaus, why
may we nct accept as the vehicle of our
praise, those other hymns which beautifully
and touchingly express the very ideas of
Seripture,” This is, I have no doubt, the
way in which hymns were first introduced
into the public worship of God, batitis not
the logic of the tibie. Men, leaning upon
their own understanding, began to versify
and sing certain portions of scripture which
they thought would impart more variety to
the service of praise, and give 1t more of an
evangelical aspect, and thus succeeded in
introducing it into use. This they could
the more easily effect by representing it as
still being the divine word, though a little
paraphrased.  This having been accom-
plished, the next step wonld be easy. It
would be argued that if portions of seripture
paraphrased might be employed in the
worship of God, why not those hymus
which, aithough not strictly paraphrases of
any particular portion of the divine word,
yet contains the ideas of scriprure. In this
way thehymn would follow the paraphrase.
This is precisely Mr. Harvey’s course of
reasoning. Had the reverse order been
attempted, the probability is, that it would
not have succceded, and that the thurch
would have resisted such an innovation.
The conscquence is, that there is to be
found in use in the christian church, every
varicty of poetry, from the most beautiful
paraphrasedown to the commonest doggerel.
‘The introduction of paraphrases and hymns
is the result of human, not of divine wisdom.

The ohject.of his argument here is to in-
Quce the Presbyterian church to admit a
large incicase of hymns to be used along {
with the paraphmses already in use. “ It |
is not needful, however,” he says, *‘ to pro- |

long argument on this point, as the highest
authority inourchurch hasgiven its sanction
to the use of spiritnal songs, in addition to
those coentmned in the psalter; and the
number of those we may use is but a ques-
tion of expediency and detail.”  Surely he
wonld not have the liberty of this enlight-
ened age “ticd down to ancient forms,”
precedents, or ecclesiastical authority ! He
says, the highest authority in the church
has already doune it.  Now the s.uthority of
the chureh to do this, is the point ques-
tioned. We want proof from scripture that
she has this authority. I have aircady re-
ferred to this point and need net repeat
what X have said wpon it, further than to
observe, that unless it canbe fairly proved
from seripture, that God has left the matter
of praise in the hands of the Church to re-
wulate as she sees bent, itis weless to argne
about it. If God has not entrusted the
church with this matter, hat scitles the
question, and all reasoning about other
points is time lost. We have never scen it
proved from scripture that Ged has lefs
this important natter in the hands of the
church, or that the charch has this autho-
rity. It might also be fairly questioned
which was the highest arthority, that which
drew up and adopted the confession of faith,
which strictly adherred to the inspired
psalms in the service of praise in the sanc-
tuary, or that which sanctioned the adop-
tion of the pasaphrases. Tho former refers
to a time of great spiritual life and parity
in the church, the latter to a time of greas
spiritual deadness and declension. Besides,
this is just the old popish doctrine of the
authority of the church as antagonistic to
divine teaching.

Again he tells us that “many good men
dread to encourage the singing of hymns
Iest the psalms should b lost sight of. The
fear is gromundless.”” Weare surprised thas
Mr. Harvey shorld not be acquainted with
the fact that in several large denominations
of christians who sing hymns, und yet ac-
knowledge the divine character of the
psalms, these psalis have been wholly lost
sight of in the public worship of the Lord.
And among those scctions of the Presbyte-
rian Chureh which have adopted an *‘en-
larged hymnal,”” there is a strong te..”>ney
to the samc result. This is just what
mizht Le expected.  The great proportion
of hymns used in the worship of God,
bear about the same relation to the psalms,
that the great proportion of the popular
light novelistic religions reading of the pre-
sent day docs tu the scriptures, or to sound
theological reading. It is a well known
fact that the more persons indulge in sen-
sational reading, requiring r.o effort of the
understanding, the stronger their distaste
for the scriptures, and for solid religions
books, which require not only an excrtion



