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PART §.—The Doctrine, Government and Worship of the
' Church Divinely Autherized and Prescribed. i

Tar PRESRYTERIAN Sranparp of Hebruary
a1, veference is made in a leading editorial to
the position of the Associate Reformed Pres-
i byterian Church on the subject of Psalmody.

We merely ask space for a statement of our posi-
tion on this subject and our reasous therefor.

The following is the article of testimony in guestion:

‘Tt is the will of God that the psaims, hymns and
spiritual songs contained in the Book of Psalms he sung
in his worship, both public and private, nor shall any
other songs be nsed in worship by members of the Asso-
ciate Reformed Presbyterian Church .

This deliverance is based upon the “following doctrine
or principle. viz: That the Doctrine, Government and
Worship of the Church is Divinely authorized and pre-
scribed by Almighty God, or, in other words, that we
are required to show a plain command,~—iet it be by posi-
tive precept, plain example or fair and legitimate infer-
ence——authorizing and prescribing both the manner and
matter of our worship.

The Westminster Stapdards teach that the acceptable
way of worshipping God has been ““prescribed, instituted
and appointed by him,”’—and further, he is not to be
worshipped “‘in any way not appointed in his Word."”’

Believing then that the Book of Psalms or Tnspired
Psalter has been ‘‘prescribed. instituted and appointed”
by Cod for use in his worship, and that no stch author-
ity exists for the use of any other book; and believing
furthermore that <‘what is not commanded is forbidden,”
so that if no such anthority exists for the use of other
hywnology (that is if other hymuology is not com-
manded) it is therefore forbidden; the Associate Re-
formed Presbyterian Church stands for the exclusive use
of the Psalms in the worship of God.

We shall confine ourselves in this article solely to a
statement and defense of our major premise, viz: That
tye are required to show a plain command authorizing,
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~and prescribing b
“ship.”? '
This is necessary because many holding to the Presby-
terian system have lost sight of, ignored or renounced
this fundamental principle. It is the hinge upon which
the whole controversy turns, It is the rock bed, the
blue granite, upon which the deliverance on Psalmody is
based.

Now reader, remember that this is the proposition we
propose to illustrate and defend, to prove by God’s Word
and by the standards of the Preshyterian Church. If
you part company with us on this proposition, we must
part company with you in the argument.

We are required to show a plain command—iet it be
by positive precept, piain example or fair and legitimate

oth the manner: and;matter.of oUr wor-

inference—authorizing and prescribing both the manner .

and matter of our worship.
It has been the prevailing disposition of man since his

first act of disobedience to depart from and set aside the -

commands of God, or to blend his own inventions with
the appointed ordinances of heaven. Too many, in their
reckless haste to court favor and gain popularity, are
consulting their own feelings and the tastes of the multi-
tudes, to the utter neglect and disregard of the principle
that weé must have Divine authority for all that we do in
the worship of God. In order to prove and illustrate
the principle advanced, we call attention—

I. 'I'o some cases recorded in the inspired records
which clearly and powerfully present the necessity of
adhering rigidly to the divine appointment in all that we
do pertaining to God. :

(1) Take the case of the construction of the tabernacle.
How frequently was Moses charged to make it according
to the pattern shown him in the mount. All the priestly
veéstments, the various offerings and ceremomnies were
prescribed by God, and even Moses in his high position
could not deviate in the slightest from the appointed plan
and ritual unless God so ordered him. Everything about
the tabernacle, ‘‘every knop, and flower and fringe, every
bow! and branch and Dboard, every skin and curtain and
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‘And are we to suppose that God is less careful, less par-
ticular and less jealous about his work to-day? ‘The law
of Divine prescription applied to all the forms of wotship
among the Israelites, to the permanent as well as the
typical and transient.

(2) Consider the case of Nadab and Abihu. These
young men were stricken down for offering. ‘‘strange
fire'” which the Lord “had not commanded.” It has
been snggested that these young men might have been
numbered among the advanced thinkers of their day, the
patrons of progress and apostles of liberty, who imagined
that a dash of liheralism would greatly improve and en-
rich the somewhat bald ritual of Jehovah. They failed
to see why one kind of fire was not as good as another.
The Divine appointment of one kind was a distinction
without a difference. But God saw a difference; one was
commanded, the other was not, and the penalty of their
presumption was instant death. Thus was kindled upon
the very threshold of Jehovah’s temple a beacon ‘‘to send
its lurid light athwart the centuries as a warhing to all
succeeding worshippers of the danger of tampering with
divine ordinances by subtrdcting, supplementing or sup-
planting them by human authority.”

(3.} Thejudgment inflicted on Uzzah furnishes a pow-
erful evidence of God's jealous concern over all his ordi-
nances, and of his determination that no human contriv-
ances and measures shall be intreduced into his worship
with impunity. The ark was not being carried in the
appointed way. God had commanded that it should be
borne on the shoulders of the priests. but, instead, it was
being hauled upon an ox-cart. Uzzah, prompted no

" doubt by a good motive, put forth his hand to steady

the ark of God; but it was a violation of God's comi-
mand, and Uzzah died by the ark.

{4.) But one of the most touching cases on Tecord is
that of Moses, who was denied admission to the prom-
ised land because, when sent to speak to the rock and
give the people water, he smote the rock, which the Lord
had not commanded. ‘There lies the promised Canaan
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just across the river—a land toward swhich Moses had

journeyed for well nigh forty long and weary years, and

to whose possession he had looked with many joyous an-

ticipations and burning hopes. ’

There it lies; but no, he cannot enter: he must rather

climb the granite steps of the great mountain altar, and
there, upon its bald and rugged swnmit, with the rock
his conch, the sky for his covering and the cloud for his
shroud, with no human friend to soothe his heart, ease
his pillow or whisper peace to his departing spirit, he
.must stbmit to the sentence, “‘Dust thou art and unto
dust shait thou return.’”” ‘Thus died Moses on Nebo's
lonely summit, a witness to the just severity of God in
punishing disobedience in the most eminent of his sex-
vants. :

{(5) Again, when Saul returned from Amelek, which
he was sent to utterly destroy, and told Samuel that he
had obeyed the Lovd, the propliet inquired, ‘““What
meaneth this bleating of the sheep in my ears, and this
lowing of the oxen which I hear?” O said Saul,
“‘epe have saved the hest of the sheep and oxen to sacri-
fice unto the Lord thy God.”” Was not Saul truly gen-
erous and devotional in desiring thus to honor God?
But -hear the stinging, heart-searcliing reply of Samuel:
“Hath the Lord as great delight in burnt offerings and
sacrifices as in obeying the voice of the Lord? Behold,
to obey is better than sacrifice, and to hearken than the
fat of rams. Becduse thou hast rejected the Word of
the Lord, he hath also rejected thee from being EKing.”’
Thus, for not obeying in full the commands of the Lord,
the crown fell from- the brow of Saul, the sceptre
departed from bis house, and the star of his glory weat
down in infamy.

II. Since the principle we are contending for may be
characterized as the corner-stone of the Presbyterian
system, the rock upon which the Church is built, and
her only protection against the encroaching flood of
innovation, we will show in the second place that it is
clearly and explicitly taught in the standards of the
Presbyterian Church, the Westminster Confession of
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isdom of the ages. .
th? gglsf%'c])i‘he accepta%le way of worshipping the true God
is instituted by himself, and s0 lnmtgd by his g_wu
revealed will that he may not be worshipped accordiug
to the imaginations and devices of men; or in a‘.lfay wegg
not preseribed in the Holy Scripture.”’—Contess.
frait . 21, 81. ,
Fa&h), ?‘11’1%11:& dufi\Jes required in the segond commandm‘?nt
are the receiving, observing and keeping pure and gn ﬁrz
21l such religions worship and ordinances as God ha
insti in his Word.”’
msg:t)uﬁ?,‘(lile sins forbidden in the _sécond comrll.andmf‘:i‘f
are ‘‘using and in any way approving any rghguz;:s_ worv
ship not instituted by God himself——corrupting tie gv o
ship of Ged, adding to it or takm,c,; from it—an o
neglect of the ordinances of God.”’—ILar. Cat., Ques.
108(’61.1 )09"‘The Second Commandment forbiddeth the 'W?é‘c_l
shipping of God by inges, or in any way not appoin
“in his d.-—%. Cat. Ques. 5I. .
m‘ §0t3{£1i:se wsords employed by the framers of the Con;
fession; prescribed, appointed and 1nst}tuted. Sor?e c-)z
the proof texts will be f(I){und by ;eferrmg to Deut. 4:
.no: Math. 15;0; Rev. 22:15-19. )
amllt Inzléa; ,ng% }:B im%rgoper to refer to the authority o]f:
some of the wisest and Dbest men the church has tﬁye
seen. (a) Says Bishop Hall: ‘It is a dangerous t'lé:lllg—
in the worship of God to decline from his own DS é "
tions.’' (b) M. Henry: “The way of d1v1_rﬁehacc }P;'is
ance is the way of divine appointment; .God will IE—lIVE:i his
work donein hisown way.” (c) Rev.Dr. A. A.h_ 0]33]]:.[
“‘Ciod has prescribed for us how we may wor: Ep i
acceptably, and it is -an offense to either neglect to o
ship and serve him in the way prescribed or toh WOI’SW é)
him in any way not prescribed. In nmo case :Ewe be,-
upon the ground of taste,ffgsh}o? o; ’e,xp(e(;i;en}ggv o fﬁ-l be.
r warrant of Seripture. - Lev. *
g);irf,h%.dl%aj: «We should see to it that we have a g‘lggg
Scripture warrant for every religieus act, duty or se
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ont. worship to forms and matter. ptescribed by Gad.
T'he freedom or liberty which men enjoy under the gos-
pel,-so far as the manner and matter of their worship is
concerned, does not He “in the abrogation of the funda-
mmental principle that God must be worshipped according

- to his own prescription, but in the abolition of the many

cumbersome forms,. minute regulations atid prescriptions
which formed so large a part of the legal ceremony.”’  In
the language of the Rev. Dr. Hodge: “‘Christian liberty
is not an-absolute liberty to do as we ‘please, bit a regu-.
lated liberty to-ohey God. Theré can be no liberty which
sets a.man independent of the will of God.” The New
Pestament fitial, while simpler; is no less bBinding than
the old.  'The Churchis still-eminently “*Christ’s house,”’
so that ‘‘the intervention of any ‘human judgment as to
what shall constitute the furniture of that house is a pro-
fanation of and intermeddling with what is wholly the
proeduction of infinite wisdom.”’ R ‘
“Purthermore, our Lord, in issuing to his apostles,

just before his ascension to glory, the great commiission
which contemplated the evangelization of the world,
imposed upon them this solemn  obligation= “Teaching
them to observe ail things whatsoever T have commanded
you.! Thisnjunction of the Prophet and King of the
Clinrch involved three things: First, that the apostles, in
tlieir oral communications and in their inspired writings,
were to teach all those thifgs which Christ commanded;
secondly, that they were to. .téach nothing but what
Christ conimanded; and. thirdly, the Church to be organ-
ized by them was to obey their teaching, originated and
enforced by the authority of Christ, and to introduce
nothine into her doctrine, polity and worship which was
not eithier expressly or impliedly warranted by the com--
mand of Christ as reflected by apostolic inculeation and
exampies ‘This left the Church no discretion in regard
to.these elements of doctrine, government and worship.
She is-abselutely hound by Christ’s commands, enounced
criginally by the: lips of the apostles, and mow perma-
nently recorded in his inspired Word. ~She is obliged to
do all that he has commanded; she is ‘forbidden to do
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anything which he has not commanded. She catl coft-
struct no new doctrine, institute no new element of gov-
ernment, and decree no new rites and ceremonies—intro-
duce no fiew mode of worship.”’—[Rev. Yohn L. Girar-
deau, D. D., LL. D.]

(3) There are yet others who claim that there are
many things which while not directly commanded are
4 mot expressly forbidden, and hence are to be tolfarate_:d or
! permitted. But the very principle in question implies a
" prohibition of all that ;s not commandeéd in the Scrip-
- tures by positive precepi, plain example, or fair and
' legitimate inference. Admit for 2 moment the principle
" which demands a direct prohibition, and see what fol-
‘ lows. Why, you have opened a wide door through
" which the incense, the crosses and crucifixes, the bowings
- and candles, the seven sacraments and other scariet trap-
pings of Rome can enter. Where is power 10 exclude
I them? Can you prove a direct prohihition? The fire

¢ which Nadab and Abihu offered was ot forbldden in so
‘many words ; but the absence of a direct commaqd
.- proved to be a sufficient prphibition to warrant G_od in
- punishing the innovation with ingtant death. Andis not
' Jeroboam censured for appointing a feast for Israel 'on
1 the 15th day of the eighth month instead of the seventh?
1 (I Kings xii:33.) He might have replied that God had
i . not forbidden the eighth month, and that therefore 1t
¥ was allowable ; but the inspired writer nevertheless cen-
< sures him for devising in his own heart’'a time not
appointed by God. ‘ ; -
‘Moreover, when the testimonies of the ;CT_Jur.ch ex-
pressly state that the acceptable way of wox_‘_shipp}ng j:he
true God is appointed, instituted and prescribed by him-
self. is that not sufficient to regtire of all @ plain com-
ritand authorizing the act of worship? But the language
of ‘the Confession of Faith leaves no room for aoubt or
cavil ;. “'The second commandment forbiddeth the wor-
“shipping of God in any way not appointed in his Word.”
-If-Jehovah has given to his Church a pomplete_r}lle of
- faith and worship, does it not follow that the addition of
anything not expressly appointed is not only a .daring
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invasion of the divine prerogative, but a reflection upon

glory will I not give to another.”’
III. But leaving these objections, let us pass to the
consideration of a third argument enforcing the duty of

conformity to the divine command in the worship of |
God, viz : The propriety of God's appointing and direct- ©

Ii God is to be wor- | after atime a permiissive warrant was supppsed to be

ing all the parts of his worship.
shipped in some manuner, it would be unpardonable pre-

sumption for any one to deny that God has the ability to |

1 : RY . of the Bible was not sinful or
prescribe forms of worship more suitable to his dignity | WS€ of the inspired bymos 7

! o composition might
and our condition than any in the power of man to | 10 be prohibited, but hymas of humas b

i ; he result? Why, the hymos
' Phis consideration applies with special emphasis | be used; and what has been the
to that part of worship denominated prasse, whose main |

design is to declare and magnify the excellencies of the @

devise.

divine character, and to give expression to every variety
of devotional feeling which a contemplation of those per-
fections is designed to call forth. It is manifest to every

judicious mind that there must be a perfect knowledge |

of God, of his nature and character. Without such an
exhaustive knowledge, how can any creature frame a
perfect and adequate system of worship? Amnd does any
created being possess this knowledge? “Who can utter

the mighty acts of God, or show forth all his praise?”’ -

““What man knoweth the things of a man, save the spirit
of man that is in him? Fven so the things of God
knoweth no man, but the spirit of God.”” And who art
thou, O vain mdn, who presumest to come into Jehovah's
awful presence and to make known to him that which is
beyond the capacity of strongest angel and tallest seraph?
How sadly true that “‘Pools rush in where angels fear to
tread ' '

IV. A fourth consideration, favoring a rigid adherence
to the Divine command, is the evils which result from a
departure from this fundamental principle. — :

(1) And first, we find that whenever there is a depart-
ure from the principle we are advocating, very soon that
which we first regarded as the obligatory becomes the
optional, while that which was at first claimed to be mere-
1y permissive, comes to be regarded as prescribed. 'When-
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: ' e reel 1o in comes to be re-
divine wisdom and offensive to him who has said, “My - ever any institution of Divine authorship

garded as merely optional, that ipstitution will be either

-~ entively disregarded, or by a natural process will become

. i coonized as the obligatory.
i1 the course of time to be recognize
1];"1017 illustration, we know that a few decades ago "che 13‘(&1
authorizing the exclusive use of the Psz}lms was Ele.c%;glt
nized by all the thranches of the Presbyteslan Church;

fonnd for the use of hymns of human composition. The

ivi ipti jeally set aside.
rescription have been practica ide
OTfhE;;VzﬁE n%w reé}arded as merely augwable or perm11553—
ble, while hymns of human composition occupy a plaze
2s hi L, or even higher authority. . )
o ’%;e Eﬂngling of the optional 011' ge_:nr;‘ialve 1{:11;]1:2) ;]t?f
i : igat ted in the exc
rescribed and obligatory has resuited in ThE siott ©
i hich it is entitled to
the latter from the high position W ited
i ith the design and appoin m
occupy 1o accordance Wi design &t D s
of the King and Jead of the churCi. . whi
i bed and obligatory,
at one time regarded as the prescrl
; d-—has barely the force
has been made aimost utterly vol ey et
optional warrant—while that whic : t
?:fai?;?ed Es only permissive or allowable, 3s_prgct1ca11y e
arded by many as the prescribed and obligatory.
: (2) Again, whenever the Divine and the 1_1111—1193 are
laced upon the same level, whenever the Scriptures a':rﬁ
]s?upplemented by human inventions. more deferen]c::le wi
be shown to the human than to fth}f_ DD1y1pe,—4the uman
i alted at the sacrifice 0 the Divine. N
w%‘]]l):te’sl{le admission of buman devices 151 the W(?.rf?hlp of
(God is aptto resultin the setting asiile (clyf tﬁz pgszt::ied ertg
i n g _
tments of God 1s taught by (our ord w
'C‘Elie Seribes and Pharisees: Thus have ye ma{lq thf
commandment of God of none effect by your tra Eclor]ll, .
and “full well ye reject the (_:ommandment of Gold t ie
ye may keep yOur own tradition.” :I‘he_ Icgwssof 00E t:;:a ;
A _ : o i
more tenacious of their own Inveutions,
%ii;nary dreams, thanof God’s revealed code of duty.
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of e:;j:er.tainment, Instriction and recreation but it is 4
question of what shall be used in the formal worship of
God in the ordinance of praise. P

There i ide di . . g
ere is a wide difference betweer the singing of songs . nance of divine worship,

iioc:'nrem]'fatﬁon,_ OT even as an expression of our own emo- |
s whether sad or joyful, and the employment of songs |

~ in the solemn, devout and prescribed worship of God.

c;lrtcllles‘ for musical recreation or practice, or at social
gatherings, operas, political, musical and other conven-

tions, and the formal celebration i :
God’s high praise. ebration in acEs: of worship of

;c-lhe enjoyment of the performers, or the pleasure of the
Earers; in such a case the hearers, or singers, ma
choose the songs they think will please most. anginé
;I?;Bt‘i}(r) nbe Ergggi tc; ms‘:rﬁct or to awaken the soul to
; 1 cal quotation or par )
be sutg as well as spoken. Thgn tsfcfhaszirgswzs 11::;3;
judged best by men may be employed, for we are singin
or speaking to men, and not to God. But Wheng wg
come to praise God, in the instituted ordinances of hie
worship, we contend that only the songs which he h :
prepared and given his people should be used =

If you go to a neighbor’s table, he may set before you

meat; potatoes, cake and coffee, but when you go t

é;:g%rs ’I(‘iable you have no right to expecty-a;ny%hing 15?1?
th ead and wiae, which he has appointed. ‘There are

lany songs of human composure which may be sur
z;_lth profit, in various senses to the singer; but Wh;'ge
th :rgalirgﬁae ésn sﬁal;fndeglprgis% to Eizim who is “‘infinite
r 16 geable in his bei i .
holiness, justice, goodness and truthlﬁg,towﬁisioﬁfig Ol?iri’
self has taught us that he is “‘greatly to be feared in th"
?}iiimgi-ley I?f hlds sabints, lalnd to be had in reverence of al?

> round about him,”’ th i i i
comely is thgt which he himself ilgst}c};ugpﬁg 11?2 which s
_ The question, as thus defined and separate;i from all
side issues with which it is frequently confounded, is
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. simply this: What is the will of God?
. Word? What has God appointed or authorized ?

. Spiritual Songs.
- necessity by all churches, that a forr must be prepared

We must i ingi :
st not confound the reading or singing of patri- | peforehand, in which all can join.

otic songs on public occasions, or songs sung in private |

‘  which is in him?

What saith the

Tt is assumed in this argument that praise is an ordi-
and that this duty is to be

singing of Psalms and Hymns and

performed by the
Tt is also admitted and recognized as a

However they may

differ in regard to a Book of Prayer, vet all are agreed
in regard to the necessity of a Book of Praize or Song

. Book. 'The only question to be settled is, how shall that
- book be furnished ? Has God provided or furnished such

_Singing may be engaged in for various purposes ; for a book; or has he left each

church or each age of the

chureh to furnish one for itself? We affirm that God

'~ has provided and given the Book of Psalms to be used by

his church in all ages to the end of time. :

1. From the reasonableness of the expectation or the
strong presumption that God would give such a manual
of praise to his church.

To nnderstand this proposition clearly, let us ask what
it is to praise God? ‘

Let it be borne in mind that the main object of praise

" is to declare and magnify the exceliencies of the divine

character, as well as to give expression to every variety
of devotional feeling which the contemplation of these
perfections is designed to quicken and call forth. Such
a task requires a perfection of knowledge of God and

humanity which is beyond the natural capacity of the

highest angel, much more of stch ignorant, fallible men
as the best of God's saints are, even when enlightened
by the word and ordinary influence of the $pirit of God,
as much beyond their ability as the writing of one of
the epistles or other hooks of the Bible would be. ‘“What
man knoweth the things of a man save the spirit of man
‘ Even so the things of God knoweth
10 man but the Spirit of God’’—because the Spirit, and
he only, “‘searcheth all things, even the deep things of
God.” '

© «“T'g praise God is to exalt him in words of song; to
magunify him, to glorify his perfections and the infinite

(21)
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prayer, the least difficult, while he -withholds his aid in
hymn-making which is most difficult? :

And why did he provide the Jewish church with songs
of praise dictated by himself, while he left the poor Gen-
tile church to struggle with the difficulties of hymn-
making in their own strength?

(8} The argument proves too much. If you have the
same right to make your songs as you have to make your
prayers, so has every Christian. Then let every Chris-
tian make his own songs as he does his prayers. And as
the prayers of Presbyterians are largely extempore, so
let their songs of praise be extempore. It will not be
denied, that while any and every Christian can pray,
probably not ope in ten thousand is capable of making or
composing a song of praise fit to be sung. Do those who
proclaim this strange doctrine practice what they preach?
Do they make their hymns as thev do their prayers? Or
do they depend npon others to furnish their hymns? If
so, why not depend upon God? Why go to frail, erring
men, rather than the Spirit of God for songs with which
to sing forth the honor of his name, and make his praise
glorious ? TIf it be absolutely necessary for somebody to
prepare a form or manual of praise, why not use that
inspired manual which bears the unmistakable impress
of the Church’s King and Head ?

(9) Again, the argument proves too much, for read-
ing is also an act of religious worship, and if the use of
our own words in prayer proves a right to use them in
praise, will it not also prove a right to use our own
words or writings in place of God’s Waord in worship?

How intensely interesting family worship would be !
The father takes down a voluwme of selected poems, and
says, We'will sing a song from Byron, or Pope, or Moore,
or Mrs. Hemans, or Mr. Sankey. He lifts another vol-

ume to read for our instruction a few pages from Bacon, -

an essay of Macaulay’s, a sketch of Washington Irving’s
or a few paragraphs from Ben Hur. The prayer follow-
ing would be characterized by a like independence of the
Spirit. One may be defended on the same ground as {he

other,
" (36)

{10) Is il not most remarkable that if the discip
were left to make their own hymuns as they were to mak;
their prayers, that they did not ask for gracious help
They did feel their need of help in prayer, for they went
to Christ with the words, “Lord, teach us to pray, as
John also taught his disciples.””  Why was it that they
did net go to him and ask, ‘‘Lord, teach us to make
hymns as thou didst thy servant David”’ ? Was it be-
canse hymn-making was such an easy task that they felt
no need of help? Was it because hymn-makers then,
like some of more recent date, felt neither the need of
nor the inclination to seek divine assistance? Or was it
because the early church used the inspired Psalter?

We trust the reader now has felt the full power of this
t‘centre shot’’ and appreciates the forcefulness(?) of the
“logic from which there is no escape.”’

{4th.) It is asked, ‘“Have we not divine authority for
the use of uninspired songs of human composure in the
directions of the apostle to sing psalms, hymns and spir-
itnal songs?’’ Here are the texts:

“'Tet the words of Christ dwell in yourichly in all wis-
dom; teaching and admonishing one another in psalms

and hymns and spiritual songs, singing with grace in your-

hearts to the Lord.” (Coloss. 3:16.)

“‘Be filled with the Spirit; speaking to yourselves in
psalms and hymmns and spiritual songs, singing and mak-
ing melody in your heart to the Lord.” {Eph. 5:19.)

Concerning these passages, we affirm: (1) That the
‘‘psalms and hymmns and spiritual songs’’ referred to are
inspired compositions, and are found in the [uspired Psal-
ter, or Book of Psalms. (2) That these passages cannot
by any fair and legitimate method of interpretation be
construed as containing authority for the indiscriminate
use of uninspired songs in the formal worship of God.
The distinction between ‘‘psalm’’ and ‘‘hymmn,” the
former teaning an inspired and the latter an nninspired
song, is a purely modern.one,

The use of the word ‘‘hymns’ in this scripture as

“‘catch words’’ sy be popular, but it is of no value as ‘
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evidence with thoughtful people, when it is remembered
that these passages were written mauy centuries before
the existence of any ‘‘hymn book'’ now in use. The
question to decide is this: ‘Were these hymmns, spoken
of by the apostles, found in the Bible, or in some hymn
book that has been lost, or in one just issued from the
press?”’ :

“Butif the words ‘psalm,’ ‘hymn,” and ‘spiritual songs’
all refer to the same collection of songs, why are there
different words used? Would the Holy Ghost use so
many words in the same seuntence to mean the same
thing?”’ :

We reply: {a) Will the reader please tell ug w
Holy Ghost has used the three wgrds ‘‘stat11‘!c%e:ﬂnj'fuctl}g-3
ments and commandments’’ in the following p,assage:
*Concerning this house which thou art in building, if
thou walk in my statutes, and execute my judgments, and
keep all my commands to walk in them: then will I,per-
form vy word with thee, which I spake unto David thy
father’: (1 Kings 6:12); or why God says, ‘‘forgiving
inignity, transgression and sin’’ in Ex. 34:7; or why Paul
used the terms ‘‘supplications, prayers, intercessions’” in
I Tom. 2:1, or can you tell the exact distinctions be-
tween these terms?

' (b_) Tt is not denied, however, that there may be a dis-
tinction 1 the meaning of these terms; they may desig-
nate three distinct kinds of devotional poetry, and some
§Fhoiars have defined the techunical difference between an

ode,”” a *‘hymn’’ and a “‘psalm;’’ but it is most positive-
ly denied that the difference is that which exists between
what is inspired and what is uniunspired. Until such a
difference is proved, the question at issue is not touched.

I. We affirm that all the songs referred to in these
passages are comprised in the Book of Psalms, as the
Jews applied the terms ‘‘psalms, hymns and spiritual
songs’’ indiscriminately to the Book of Psalms; or that
the inspired Psalter contains hymns and songs as well as
psalms. We shall show this from both History and
Scripture. :

I. History.
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(a) Josephus says that ‘‘David, being free from wars
and dangers, and enjoying for the future a profound
peace, composed songs aund hymns to God, of several
sorts of metre, and that he taught the Levites to sing
hymns to God.”’ '

(b) The Apostolic Canons contain this injunction :

I et another sing the ‘hymmns of David,’” and let the

people repeat the concluding lines.””

(¢) Dr. Gill, the distinguished Baptist Commentator,
tells us that they are spoken of in the Talmud by the
name of “‘songs, and praises or hymns.”

(d) Eusebius, quoting Psalm xxxiii:g, calls David ‘“‘a
prophet discoursing of God in his hymuns.”

(e} Moreover the term ‘“hymmns” meaning ‘‘Book of
Psalms’’ continued in use for many centuries after the
apostolic age, for Calvin quotes Hilary (who lived in the
fifth century) as saying that “‘hymns from the RBook of
Psalms should be sung at the altar,’’ ete., showing us
that the term ‘‘hymns”’ was still applied to the Psalms
of the Bible. If the words '‘Book of Psalms” had not

“followed the word *‘hymus’’ in this quotation of Hilary,

hymmun-singers wounld have said, without hesitation, that
the term “‘hymns’’ meant songs of human composition.
How false would have been the conclusion.

Thus we find abundant proof that the songs of the

inspired Psalter wete generally known by the name of

[ (H},mns. 1y

2. Tet us now open the sacred Scriptures, and here -

we find proof to the same effect ‘
In the Hebrew, three distinctive titles are given to the
songs contained in the PBook of Psalms, viz: Mizmor,

Tehilla and Shir, which the most eminent Hehrew schol-
ars admit are correctly translated psalm, hymn and song.

The book itself is called in the original title ‘‘Sepher Te-
hillim,” the Hymn Book. The 145th Psalm is called
Tehilla ' David, which Gesenius translates, ‘‘a hymn of
David.” 'The same term is often introduced into the
body of the Psalin. Let the reader compare Psalm zz2d
and verse 23d of the Hebrew, with the Greek of Hebrews
fi:12, and he will find the declaration of the Psalmist, “‘In
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the midst of the congregation 1 will praise thee,

dered by the .Apostle “T will sing a hynlin to the:.e"’ 'II?I]:e
word Halleluia, which so frequently occurs in the Psalms
is just a call to sing a hymn to the Lord. ' ,
. But this is not all. ‘The version of the Old Testament
in use in Gentile countries, was the “‘Septuagint.”’ Be-
fore the time of Christ the Hebrew Bible had been trans-
lated into Greek, as was supposed by seventy-two indi-
v}duals, and hence called the ‘‘Septuagint’’ or trapsla-
tion of the seventy. This was the version from which
the apostles generally quoted, and the one familiar to
the F:phlesmns and Colossians. Now in this version of
the Scriptures, the Book of Psalms has all the titles
spoken of by the apostle in the passages under consider-
ation, some of them bearing the title of psalm, others of
? h%mn, and still others of a song, exactly corr,esponding
a% 3 SehIiiebrew titles already referred to, Mizmor, ‘I*ehilla

These words in the Septuagint version are the very
same employed by the apostle when he commanded them
to sing, many in the collection being called psalmos or a
psalm, others hymnos or a hymn, and others ode or song
Thu_s, for example, Ps. IV is called “‘an ode or soug- ot:
David among the psatms,”” Ps. 6, ‘“Among the hymns
on the octave, a psalm of David.” Ps. 18, "“The words
of this ode or song, etc.”” So is Ps. 2g, cA psalm of a
song.” Ps. 54, “Among the hymns, etc.’” So is Ps
76. In Ps. 72:20, which closes one of the divisions of
the Book of Psalms, we read: “The hymns of David
the son of']esse, are ended.” The Psalms from rz20 t(;
134 inclusive are entitled odes or songs.

Omne psahp, the 75th, bears all three titles in that trans-
lation. Itis called a psalm, a hymn and an ode—the
very words used by the apostle. Now we ask the candid
reader to draw his own conclusion. -

5 Paul urges the Ephesians and Colossians to sing
psalms, hymns and spiritual songs,”’ and all they had
to do was to open their own Bibles to find a ~ollection of
songs, sonie cntitled psalms, some hymns and some sougs
just such as he had enjoined them to use, while theji
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might have ‘‘searched creation round” withont finding
another book of divine poems designed by the same titles.
" The Psalter was the only book in existénce containing
psalms or songs with the different distinctive titles which
he specifies, so that it seems morally certain when Paul
wrote to the Christians at Ephesus and Colosse concern-
ing the matter of their praise, using the very titles found
in the Psalm-book they then had, they would understand
him to refer to that book and no other.

1I.  Again we are informed in Matt. 26:30 that Christ
and his apostles sang a hiymn. That this “‘hymn’’ sung
by Christ was taken from the collection -of songs called
¢The Book of Psalms’’ is almost universally admitted.

- Tt was a part of the “Hallel, comprising Psalms 113th to

118th. (See Part 11, argument VIII, of this discussion. ) -

Now if it be admitted that the hymn sung by our Sa-
viour and his disciples was taken from the Book of
Psalms, -we argue from this. admission that the hymmns
referred to by the apostle in these passages belonged to
the same inspired collection. If this inspired collection
was used by our Lord and his disciples, the presumption
is, in absence of all proof to the contrary, that it would
still continue to be used by the disciples.

Says Albert Barnes, ‘‘There can be no doubt that our
Saviour and the apostles also used the Psalms in their
ohservance of the Passover.”’ Why then doubt that the
apostle referred to the same collection when he told the
Ephesians to ‘‘sing hymns?’’ Surely if any argument
can bedrawn from the usus loquendi of the sacred writers,
it is on the side of those who maintain that the reference
in these passages is to the Psalms of divine inspiration.

II1. ‘There is not a particle of evidence that any unin-
spired praises were used in the church in the time of the
apostles, nor, at least, for one hundred years after their
day. -Dr. Schaff, who was a zealot on the subject of un-
inspired hymnody, was long engaged in'a search after a
song of human composition that was sung by the early
church. He found one which he thought was cotnposed
about the year 200 A. D., but found no proof whatever
that it was used in the worship of (od. i
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If other songs wete used, who preparéd them? Surely
not the Ephesians and Colossians just recently converted
from heathenism. Were they competent to prepare a
psalmody for the church? Did the apostles prepare them?
Then is it not strange that we have no hint of this, and
that they are all lost? Did the Holy Spirit qualify some
one to prepare songs for the church at that fime? ‘Then
is it not stranger still that there should be no hint of this,
and that they should all so utterly perish? He does not
usually suffer his words and works to fall to the ground
‘and disappear. Vet all these, if they ever existed, have
so entirely disappeared that no subsequent writer or his-
torian has so much as mentioned them. Buteven grant-
ing such songs were in existence and have been lost,
where is the authority either here or elsewhere to supply
their place, or to use those which are not inspired?

IV. Is it reasonable to suppose that Paul would have
called upon the Colossians, so lately won from. the un-
cleanness and abominations of idolatry, against the insid-
ious influence of which this epistle warns, so subject to
the power of a false system of philosophy, which was
even then pushing itself dangerously near to the church
in this city, to write their own songs of praise, when the
Spirit had already furnished a book of praises exactly
suited to their wants? The same may be said of the
Ephesians, who were from their childhood worshippers
of the great goddess Diana.

Would it be safe to commit to men just converted from
their idolatrous worship, and consequeutly but partially
enlightened and established in the truth, the making of
hymns and spiritnal songs, in which to celebrate the
praises of Jehovah? What would he thought of the mis-
siomary in our day who would instruct the newly con-

verted heathen, knowing but little of God or religion, to,

provide himself with a collection of Psalms and hymns ?
In fact, a great majority of the most advanced and intel- )
ligent Christians, in Christian lands, feel themselves un-
equal to'such a taski When Paul therefore commands
saints in his day to sing Psalms, hymns and spiritual
songs, he must necessarily refer to the Psalms of David,
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iy col ' hen And if Paul
' iy collection of hymmns then in use. And i
?32 zgtycall upon these Churches to provide their qaleziq
songs of praise, he has called on no people to undertake
h a task. . ’
Su%/'. If “‘hymns and spiritual songs’ mean mere ]:ll.‘t’nlin
compositions, while the word ‘‘psalms’ refers to t g
“Book of Psalms,’’ it follows that Paul has put the Wor

of Cod and the word of men upon a par by directing *

them to be used for the same end—that is for filling t_h‘e;
people of God with the Spirit |

Now we would address ourselves to that reverence -

which the Christian reader cherishes for the Word of
God, and ask him whether an inferpretation, mvolvmlg
such a presumption as this, is reasonable ? If we cou

believe this, we would not find it much more difficult to-

bhelieve that there is no essential difference between what

js inspired and what is not inspired, and we would have -

ittle use for the Bible as a divine revelation. 1f a man
gﬁ?igsnow under the influence of the Spirit of Gﬁ('i }clap
give us matter which we may, equalJIy with that w i ; ﬁz
inspired, use as the matter of God's praise and as:E e
means of being filled with Cod’s Spirit, we do not se

why the same man may not give us other matter which -

we may use equally with the Bible in other parts of

ship, and for edification. ) ]
WO{;}I p,It is more than probable that such an innovation

ition on the part
ould have provoked the strongest oppost le part”

va the ]ewislPx Christians. ‘The first Hebrew Chrlbtlaf;!—: g
were drawn largely from the synagogue, and natura v
brought with them those songs of Zion which were asso-

ciated with their earliest recollections and best feeling_sf_,__
and appropriated them to the services of the New ‘119115“
pensation. 'They had been accustomed from their chi

hood to consider inspired psalms alone admissible in the -

worship of the sanctuary, and cheri.shed‘a holy, and E\éeri
superstitious dread of everything like innovation or de

; their fathers. Is’
arture fron the good old customs of th
}]t at all probable that under these circumstances the‘:-
apostle would direct to the use of nninspired hymns, or

that such an innovation would have been received with-
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olit-a vigorotis protest, of eveit an open tiipture befwees
the Hebrew and Gentile Christians?
VIII. The word ‘‘spiritual,” (‘‘spiritual songs”) as
used in these passages precludes the idea of human com-
position. These songs are called ‘‘spiritual songs,"’
which implies that the Spirit of Godis their author.
The word ‘‘spiritual’’ is used in the New Testament in
the sense of supernatural, or that which is immediately
given by God.
Prof. Benjamin B. Warfield, of Princeton Seminary,
recognized by the whole Presbyterian Church as an
eminent authority, says of the word “spiritual”’: ‘‘Ia
twenty-five instances in which the word oveocurs in the
New Testament, in no single case does it sink so low in
its reference as the human spirit, and in twenty-four of
them it is derived from Pneuma, the Holy Spirit. Inthe
sense of belouging to or determined by the Holy Spirit,
the New Testament is-uniform in the use of the word,
with the single exception of Eph. 6:12, where it seems to
refer to’ the higher though fallen superjuman intelli-
gences.” ‘The word, as Paul employs it in the text, does
not describe the nature of these songs, but tells of their
origin. Tt calls upon these Colossian Christians to sing
the ‘‘songs of the Spirit’’—that is, songs which the Holy
Spirit has indicted and furnished to the Church. In sing-
ing the songs of David we know that we are singing such
songs, for he himself tells us that the “*Spirit of the Lord
spake by him; and his word was in his tongue.” No
songs that have been written by man without a direct
revelation from the Holy Spirit and an unquestionable
call to such service can by any possible construction be
made t6 meet the requirement of the text. One only
needs to stop and think to be convinced that Paul would
not call upon these people, so lately won from idols, to
provide for themselves songs of praise, when the Spirit
of God had already made provision.

VIIL. Another proof in favor of the interpretation we .

have given, is that the apostle directs to the singing of
psalms, hymms and spiritual songs as a means of ¢ ‘Tetting
the Word of Christ dweliin them richly in all wisdom, ™
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+o ‘which will apply more appropfiately to’ the in-
age-whi ill apply more appropriately to
pire 3 s than to any human composition. No song

" of uninspired man can be properly called the *“Word ‘of

Chlil:fterence is mainly to the Old. Testament Scriptures,
as but a-small part of the New _Testament was wxﬁtten at
this time. ‘“The Spirit of C.]ll’lst,” we are told, “‘was 1;1
the prophets when they testified beforehand of the suf.
ferings of Christ and the glory which should follow.
And the Psalms may, with the greatest ympnety, be
called the Word of Christ, for '‘there is not,’ says'}?nshop
Horsely, ‘‘a page of this Book of Psalms in which I‘lthe
pious reader will not find his Saviour, if he reads with a
i ing him.’ o

VIeI‘;?/'.Of‘(%]j 1n::?W ask the reader to open his Bibie agd‘
read carefully the chapter in which these passages occur;
noting this fact, that the apostle is _exhormqgr'Chnst]‘ans
generally to the performance of various Christian duttqafs.
He says, ‘Set your affections on thmgs_aboxre; _morh1 y
your members; put on the new man; forgive one another;
put on charity, and let the peace of God rule in your
hearts, etc.,”” duties that are incumbent upon all Chris-
tians in whatever sphere of life they may move. Now in
this immediate connection we find the passages under
consideration exhorting to the performance of a du?:‘y lob-
ligatory, not upon a favored few, but apon all the “‘elect
of God,’” upon all the followers of Christ.

If the passages enjoin the duty of making or compos-
ing psalms, hymns and spiritual songs, the conclusmuh}s
that all the followers of Christ are called upon to do t 1?
thing. None are excepted and the duty is not optiona

ry. )

bu}gg’la ]?:gztgn);r man in the possession of sober reason be-
lieve that the apostle commanded all the Colossians 01?'
all the Ephesians to make or compose songs ()f_j,gralsa}.l
How few, if any, of them could have comphed with suc

a requisition! - Fven in the present age, when the adval'f;-
tages of education are more general than in apostolic
times, this would be'a task not one in a thousand among
Christians could perform. How preposterous to sup-
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pose that the Apostle exhorts the disciples of Christ in

general to perform a duty so far beyond the capacity of
the great majority! - It ig unreasonable to suppose that a
duty js commanded of such a nature that so few could
possibly perform it. Clearly the Apostle is exhorting to
th_e;diiigent use.of such matter as they already had in
their possession as a means of mutual edification. If his
command to “‘Sing psalms and hymns,”’ etc., can be con-
strued as wmeaning ‘‘Make ye psalms and hymns and
songs,’’ then it can be clalmed with equal show of reason
that Christ’s command to “'Search the Scriptures’’ meant
‘make, write or compose Scriptures.”’

But if this last command meant that they were to
“‘search’’ a volume of Scriptures already in their posses-
sion, then the other command to “Sing psalms,’ etc.,
refers to a volunte of such songs already at hand.

In view of these considerations, these two passages of
the New Testament Scriptures are to be regarded. as an
apostolic iujunction to praise God by means of these
psalms, hymns and sviritual songs which he himself has
given to his Church. 'They are a positive command to
nse the inspired Psalter—the Word of Christ.

Having given these passages what we believe to be a
faithful and impartial examination, we will show in the
last ptace how the result harmonizes with some distin-
guished authorities.

S0ME AUTHORITIES.

. X. (1) Dr. Owen, and twenty-five others, signed a
preface to the Westminster version of the Psalms pub-
lished in 1673, in which they said: *“To us, David's
Psalms seem plainly intended by these terms of Psalms,
and hymns and spiritual songs, which the apostle useth.”’

(2) Ridgely, in his Body of Divinity, expresses the
same view, and says, ‘‘It cannot be denied that the
Psalms of David are called indifferently by these names.”’
. (3) Dr. Gill, the learned Calvinistic divine of the Bap-
tist school, in the introductory remarks to his commen-
tary on the Book of Psalms, says, T“T'o these several
names of this book, the apostle manifestly refers in Eph,
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v:19, and Colossians 1ii:16. In hisexposition of Eph. v:q,
thus expresses himself, ‘“The hymns are only another
name for the Book of Psalms,” and “‘by spiritual songs
are meant the psalms of David, Asaph, etc.” -

(4) Calvin, according to Doddridge in his note to
Col. iii:16, ‘‘thinks all these words refer to David’s poet-
ical pieces.”’ '

(5) Dr. Broadus on Mdtt. xxvi:3o0, says, ‘“The term
*thymn’ must not here be taken in our common sense as
differing from a Psalm, nor is there any radical distinc-
tion hetween the two in Col. iiiiz6 and Eph. vizg '’

(6) 'The Right Hon. Lord Selborne, F. R. 8., in the
Standard work, The British Encyclopedia, says: ‘“The
modern distinction between psalms and hymmns is arli-
trary. ‘The former word was used by the LXX. as a
getieric distinction, probably because it implied an acconi-
paniment by the psaltery or other instruments. The
cognate verb ‘psaltere’ has been constantly applied to
hymns, both in the eastern and western Church; and the
same compositions which they described generically "as
‘psalms’ were also called by the LXX ‘odes’ (i. e. songs)
and hymns. All the words thus used were applied by
the I.XX. to the Davidical Psalms.” '

(5th.) Again it is asked : “‘Is not the position of our
Church a very narrow and exclusive one?”’ '

We answer : No more so, we helieve, than the Word
of God and the teaching of the Preshyterian Standards.
In the words of Dr. Russell: ‘

“Tt is the narrowness of protection, the exclusiveness
of the great dyke, which keeps back the threatening tide
of sentimentalism, and saves true worship from being
submerged by the dribbling rhapsodies of uninspired
men. ‘That some breakwater is needed against this tide,
is the constant testimony of those who are leaders in our
sister denominations. Our principle is that dyke; our
declaration is a standing protest against the view that
anyone may prepare matter of praise for the Church; that
‘any and every one may bring incense for the service of
the sanctuary from any garden of spices where imagina-
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“tion’ may ‘chance to'roam : and that atiy. Christian, in

moments of spiritual exaltation, may indict the songs
which shall supplant God’s own word.”” e

CONCLUSION.

. We have now finished our argument and shown a
Scriptural warrant for the position of the Associate Re-
formed Presbyterian Church on the subject of Psalmody.
Our appeal has been to the Scriptutes and to the Preshy-
terian Standards as interpreting them. Any arguments

in favor of the tise of “‘other songs'’ in the ordinance of

praise must be derived from the same sources, or they
are to be regarded as unworthy of answer. We have
carefully avoided all side issues and arguments ‘‘ad
hominem,’’ and confined our attention exclusively to the
Scripture as the sole and sufficient arbiter on this subject.
All questions of human taste and wisdom, of history, ex-
perience or of éxpediency, are subordinate to this funda-
mental inquiry; what is the will of God? Weclaim that
divine anthority and warrant have been shown for the
use of the inspired Psalter in the worship of God. .
Now if any other songs are to be used we have a right
to demand that similar authority be furnished; Here the
burden of proof rests on those who introduce other songs
in addition to what we have proved to be given by divine

appointment. Tet it be shown that they too have been

divinely " “‘authorized, appeinted, prescribed and insti-
tuted”” by Almighty God. Let it be shown:that such
compositions béar the direct and unmistakable impress of
Christ’s authority, an impress so clear that he who re-
fuses to use them, limiting himself to the inspired Psalm,
is guilty of despising an ordinance of Christ.

Can such a case be made out? Can it be shown that I
am bound to sing the sougs any poet may chodse to write
and offer as devotional matter? Can the poet himself
make such a demand upon me? Can the minister impose
any obligation upon his hearers to sing any songs he may
choose to aninounce from his pulpit?

Can the Church enforce the reception and use of any
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‘and $piritual songs of the

God i the psalmis and- hymhns
: ‘Scriptures, upon which he has
unpressed the sanction of his own authority, we can no
more decline to respond without sin than we can refuse
to read his word or wait upon the ministry which he has
appointed. .

But I might have in my possession for half a century
unopened and unused any one of the thousand and one
hymnals now offered the public, and vet be guiltiess be-
fore God. But how can this be if God has “authorized,
appointed and prescribed their use’” in his worship? “To
what purpose cometh there to me incense from Sheba,
and the sweet cane from a far country ? Your burnt
offerings are not acceptable nor your sacrifices sweet
uuto me.’’

““T'hus saith the Lord, stand ve in the ways, see and
ask for the old paths, where is the good way, and walk
therein, and ye shall find rest for vour souls.”’

potl to unite i aisi
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