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tion and wers peculiar to it. I need not en-
quire to what extent the statement may be
yeceived which asserts that a large part of the
Mosaic law is still binding upon us. Allow-
ing the statement to its fullest extent, it
would not in the least affect the argument.
If a large part is still binding, it is so binding
not because it was Jewish, nor because it ex-
irted under and was sanctioned by the Jewish
dispensation, hut because it has been embo-
died in and recognized by the New Testa-
ment. I need not explain that this has no

reference to the moral law, which is un-!

ehangeable in its nature, and ever binding.
However important musical instruments may
be, no one would attempt to draw their sanc-
tion from that:law, or place the obligation to
-employ them in the list of moral duties; but
it does not therefore follow that the use of
-them would be tmmoral. There were, and
-are still, such things as positive enactments
snd the obligations arising from them.
‘The position which I have thus laid down
-does not in the least endanger the validity of
the Sabbath,Infant Baptism, or the duty of
rendering praise to God. These obligations
rest on an entirely different foundation from
-that which ecan be claimed for instrumental
.music. In.reference to the Sabbath, I think
-that has already been abhundantly shewn.
Long prior-to the days of Moses, the Sabbath
was established by divine sanction. The ar-
gument for the Sabbath and for instrumental
worship are not * like,” but most unlike. The
one rests on the firm basis of eternal truth;
the other somewhere in space. There can
be ne dispute about the fact that before the
Mosaic times, instrumental music in religious
worship had, so far as we read, no more of a
divine sanction than polygamy. This illus-
-tration has been objected to; butin the sense
~in which I used it, I do' ot see where the
objection lies. I was not considering the
merits or demerits of either, but simply the
divine sanction; and-in reference to that, the
-case cited is in ;l)oint, and will hold good.
.Regarding Infant Baptism, the argument for
. the Sabhath is equally applicable. 'he Church
membership of infants, and its seal, were es-
tablished prior to.the Mosaic economy, and
rested on the unchangeable foundation of the
-covenant made with Abrabam. And the
same Church membership and its new seal
are clearly ratified under the Christian dis-
pensation. So eatirely and widely dsferent
*is the position of instruments in divine wor-
ship, tkat we can find no sanction for such,
either prior to or in the Mosaic economy ;
and in the records of the new dispensation,
the search for such a sanction is utterly in
vain, In my last communication, I think I
succeeded in shewing that the occasions on
which we find instrumental music employed
.among the Jews, were very different fryu the
position occupied by the Christian as./étably
‘when met in the sacred courts of God’s own
Jouse, Down to the building of the first
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temple, the case admits of no dispute. When
the temple was erected, there were men ap-
pointed for its service, with musical instru-
ments. This, we are expressiy told. But,
whether that service was similar to our sanc-
tuary worship, may be seriously guestioned.
The information given regarding it is very
limited and very obscure. and the only way,
so far as I can see, that we can form an ides
of what that service was, and when and bhow
these musicians employed their instruments,
is, by ascertaining, from subsequent periods,
how such instruments were used, and en
| what occasions. Now, so far as I know,
| there is not one case specified, in which in-
struments were employed, that bears mueh
resemblance to our sanctuary worship.
Without one exception, they were occasioas
of rejoicing and gladness, and had reference
to some déliverance or victory, or some great
national event. I never meant to say thet
the few cases specified were the only ones in
which instruments of music were used, nor
that so many individuals were appointed for 2
few solitary cases; but I did mean to ssy
that we might reasonably infer from the cases,
the particulars of which are given, and theee
extending over 00 years, how the instruments
were used in the eases which are not specified.
From Miriam to David, the harp and the
timbrel were heard only in seasons of rejoie-
ingand triumph, and every case specified in the
days of David, Solomon, and down to thelast
sounds of the harp, in the days of Nehemiah,
the occasions were of a similar nature.
employed otherwise, it is a fact whieh the
Bible ‘does not reveai. According to thi¢
view, we can find a good deal of work for the
‘musicians. There were the three great ns"
‘tional feasts, at which the tribes asserabled t@
Jerusalem, and where they remained for sevé”
ral days. - These were seasons of great rejoic
ing. There were, besides, several other
feasts —the feast of the new moon, and others-
All these were seasons of gladness; and, ¥
addition to this, there were the celebrations of
victories and anniversaries. To what extes®
these things might occupy the musicians, ¥°
cannot pretend to say; but, that a considé”
rable part of the service was of this charactef”
there can be no doubt. There are two fac#
which we do know. One is, that, in all ses”
-sous of rejoicing, the Jews employed instr®
mental music, and generally dancing, a8 &
accompaniment. The other fact is, that, in
seasons of calamity and grief, they did 1°
employ either the tabret or the harp.
captives, in Babylon, left their harps on
willows. Then, it was a time of sorro¥’
The same thing is confirmed when we t0%
to the Psalms. Those in which referencé
made to the harp or the organ, are odes ¢
triumph, to celebrate some great deliver p
or in anticipation of such deliverance, *
when, in exulting strains, as in the last %
all created things are invited to praise’
Divine King. in the penitentiaf) Paal®®




