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study of the old and pe; ttpcute tho .students of the new cove-
nant? Who is it that sing ''exclusively" the hatred of the
king of the Jewish nation to his enemies ; anathematizes all

the Christian world, excf'j)t a little handful of a particular sect
of the Church of Scotland, for professing the dying *Ofe of the
'• King of kings and Lord of Lords." Uut the praises of Christ;
the inostiniahle value of his sacrifice, the unspeakahlo Love
of God in the giil of his Son to reconcile a world of rebels ;

the lost condition of the sin sick and guilt stricken world, dead
in Adam ; the meritvS of Christ's blood in furnishing the means
of salvation ; and the conditions implied in the covenant of
Grace ; the glorious plan of salvation, are themes which can
nerer, NEVER emanate from the lips of the "exclusive" sin"-er
of David's typical Hebraisms, now to us alm.ost unintelligible.
Vainly do you quote from such excellent Christian reformers
as Athenasius, IJasil, llorsley, Bishop Home, etc., eulogiums
of David's Psalms : tb(^y do not cover your ground. Be it

remembered they all used hymm in public worship. Tliey can
be of no use to the advocates of the " exclusive" use of the
Psalms of David. But they are inspired and good, and there-
tore they alone are good, is the syllogism to which the whole
matter is reduced by your logic. We can do without hymns,
therefore, it is Scottically wrong to use them ! We might le-
gitimately go on and say, upon the samo princi[)le, having thus
established the ''facV (us you would say) that whatever the
Psalms teach is right; therefore, whatever they do not teach
is wrong. But they never mention one word of a future
state, the Divinity t)f Christ, the merits of his blood, the su«
perior merit.s of the New Covenant, nor of His second coming
--yea, many other points of most vital interest to the 67«m-
^mn—therefore, by your logic, if ifc be worth anything, these
doctrines aro essentially wrong. Yea, the doctrines of Bap-
tism and the l^ord's Supper—the very name Christian, or dis-
ciple is, by your theory, essentially ivrong, and you would by
it unchristianise the Christian world. Indeed, the very least
that may be said of the salutary effects of your doctrine is,

that it is in its tendency most decidedly anti-Christian. It is

a doctrine no where to be found but among those who have
gone as tar as possible towards destroyiiuj the ordinances of
Christ. Now this may seem a very harsh charge, but what
would be said if it were found time ? But it is neither the


