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terreul in Buiilî Fieldi, svhere go many
eitient Nonî -coi orîiists repose.

In rcx t palier, %vbicli wilI close dlic series,
I shahl say sonieîbing additioîîal of Watts
linns.

CtHRISTIAN HYMNOLOGY."
0O-, The Reviu'w of Mr. H'«rvey's Letters

L'ont iiird.
The assertedl absence of dlie evang-elicai

elemerut iii the psalinns is a faivorite tiirgi.
ment %vitlî ill bvmriologists, aîid a viiisl
reason% for the introdlurtion of livînus. TIlie
islire l psalins, is their opinion, are dcli-

cietit iii gospel fragrance. Evetn Nr. Blar-
vey, witli aIl lus professeil respect for- flem,
tliîîks tat tbey ie defective in îlot beingý
renidered fragrtt liv " the naine tlînt is
ever (helr to thle citrisIiiuus's lueart,-tlie Daine
of Jcsîs. " ThVlis is an argumencxt tlîat, ap-
licak; iiore to tie sentimetal thlîîîr ta the
sanetiîted uridei'standliîg and revcretiîitl
afl'ccîiois. It is mriie in nppeaiance than
in re-ality. In tlîîst " outburst of sacred
songr "j wvieli lie tetîs us mariked Ilthe iii-
trodînction of tue cliristitin dispensation,"
ansd whiieîi lie debigniares Il tie tii-st clîristian
hiyniîi," (fîough by the ivay it hicioîged to
the oid dispensation), andl mis suing lev the
motiier of our Siviour, the niainie of Jesus
dots îlot <uccuti, not' ioes it arc tir iii the
"î1nortiig sangs'' of zaelarias and Sitacon.
Lte aiiy onte examine fîcîn and lie uvill Iiîid
thtat the style is identical wîftli the inspircd
psalmns. AU clristians admit fiat, Jcsus
Christ is iii the psalms thlough fIe namne
Jesus is itot, It iiI flot sui-el. be main-
taitied tîtat it is te namr «f Jesîts apîtear-
ing to tie eye of bense tiat gives fragranice
to tue byman. lIn the inspired psabins lic ta
realiy, in his naltcre, in lus ivork, in his steelr-
uaqs, in t/eir renovating poîvcr, anud in lus
tritniilis, tiotîit fl ot iii tiaiie, as lie can bie
in thue uitsuuired tyn wviire the rianie of
,Jestis incets flic eye of sense, and witit titis
goraîilt distisiiiiois: psals's are GodI's, bminus
are înen's work. If Chirist is to be discern-
ed and enjovemu, it is not by the eye seeig
bus biesdnaniut by flic IIoIy Spirit
revcaling hit in ail bis fuineas to the lie.
lievitîg soul. Beyo'td ail question in tue
usîîîg of biymas, tlsere fa a great deal of
sentiiactitaiisia wvii is ofren ibitaken for
religionis feeling.

Mr. 1-arvci' seema to thtink, it inconsisten t
wvitlî ouir religions libierty, under tuie gospel
dispensation, Io be î'estriciedl to thceîaiu~
aitetlîat. ive have thie saine frecdom i
clîoosiîîg tue tîlatter of our praise, tlîat ive
liave iii p.iay'er îîrd precaclting. Religious
liberty, or g'ospeIliiberty, fa ofren greaf y
înistnderstood. Gospel liberty sîîrely does
flot noars îIîa every iman is f ree to worsbip
God in any way tîsat lie pleases, and %with,

aliy service wvbich hc chooses. Gospel
Iilicrty frees lis f'ion tbe yoke of ceremnonial
bondagre, luit il does not free us from wvor-
shippîng G3od ina netordance witlî lus revcal-
cd %viil. It delivers uis from the lnv, ns the
basis ofjiîsîification, but it doos flot fi-ce uis
firom it as a rule of life. To' tic laiv and
testianony iv'e must stili appeai. God's
wvord is to lie a Illanîp tinto our feet and a
IigI~t unto our path." It is both our guid.

igstar and otir anebor. The moment ive
abandon the rcvealcdi ive are liable to %vanider
iii the patits of error, and to be tosscd about
by evevwind of doctrine. Humani wisrlomi
lias alwýays cbaficd under the dîctation of
divine wisdoin, but to tho christian to do
the wvill of GodI is feit to bc the Most deli'ght-
fuil liberty. Gol bans reveidcd bis iil to us
iii tbe matter of praise in a way wvbicli he
lais flot donc ia prayer ot preacbing. Be
lias made a collection of inspired poetry for
the service of ;urnise to bc used in the ciiurch
in every agc. las lie donc tbis iif regard
to proyer or pirzacliiig? I-le lias gii'en as
nilodels and directions for our guidance in
tiiese, but lie bas inade no collection for use.
Christ ýays, "aftcr îliis maliner pi*ay yc ;"
bat lic docs tiot say aftrer tbis mariner praise
ye. Scattercl tbirouglîî1-ut flic divine Word
'vo find a great variety of models, botli of
prayer and sermions, bunt no collection for
ls>e. But tiiere, iii the~ sacreti volume, stands
the coillctimn of inspircd poetry for tlic ser-
vice of praise, for the use of the chiurci,
inade linier flic imîineflinc direction ol' the
Hloly Spirit, lichknoledged and lised bv
Christ and lus apostles, but to wvbieh îbe'
made no additionîs, ixor lias any addition
ever becs Dinade lîy aîîy inspired auîfliority.
It ia a miatter of surprise that tbiis argument
siîould lic so often used wliîen it is so direct-
]y oppnsed to filcts.

IBe also furfiier nsserts tliat "1 tbere ia no
evidence thtat lie olil test.-ment saints wvere
forbiddeîi to praise God in latîguage oflier
thon of tlue psalins." If lie me:ns tue ser-
vice of praise iii tlie bouse of thie Lord,
iliere are the very strongest rensons for be-
iievingr that tiucy wece not aiiowcd to praise
God iii tlîe sin ctury as tliey pleasedl Every
iiig conîiecîed ''illb flic service of the tein-

pIe %vas of divine appointmnzent. Tue ser-
vice of praise aniong tlic rest. 0f course,
liefore the templle services were appohsted,
thic old testament saints ivou Id bc at libîerty
to praise God according to te liglit svbiclh
îlîey flier cnijo,,'c, or as flic fly Spirit
moved ftei. lt is flot for Mr. Hlarvey to
assert iiat tiîey 've.re flot forbidden. Ho
nuust prove permission.

Hie nsks, "c ari it lue wrong iii us to ver-
sify and sing some of the sublinie poetry of
Habak-kuk, Isaiali, &e." and tben adds,
wvere ive to do so, "ldo ive present an un-
authorîzed offerilig of praise." It wilI be
time enouglî-to ansmver this enquiry wliea
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