
fiant the Il Psîîlms are for perpetital but rot
c,\cli.i4ve use in praisai "; ani yet iu liis

61il airaielo he plainlv jl;nîînîcs, flint
ilia lucere i% no aathoritv for their aise in
the Chrisian Cliarirl. It is sarpri'sing the
faîcîlirv wiai whicli Iîymnulogists inake as-
eertin,; to support tlieir viuws wirhi appa-
relit iit'idte colisistency. Wileîlcr
ire we te liellte hlm wlaen ho* gays that
the elPsaalms are for- peroctual use in the
service of' pratise," or wlicu lie îhrows a
,louht upon otar auîlaoriîy te uise tacm nt

NMr tr.vv crallk tho Psalms, the -Jeu'-
hlsal aal. àcxi who eaill thei Psalins

<lac "Jaiblsaail,"anda the scrip-
ture tlê Jewvisl Scrilipîrcs;. f.iîly ]av the

the qniinlneaz of thecir ortlandn.\ openl te
Stilii<'lil. PIIw1-allns are nut ible jewibi.
Psalmq. Tlîey are Cxod' 1>silms, givcra
for the llq'o nilais peeple, coliapu(SCdl of Jcws
and' iiriasî.lvtcc, tanad collcc lui and( preparcd
esipeeînll v toi-tht' usie of the Nev Testa-
meut ('litir-b. 'ie S''îtîsarc Det the
Jewli St'a'îpturecx 'Iiacv are C~odes Srp
titres, designeil fo theu'e ofh Scî'lip-e

ln ail ePs. ''The epithet "J wvlî, vbc
npp1ie1 to thic lsalnis or Svrip.aîrcs, lettres
the imrsi ndmu lians tlie appearance of
beinag intend'd, te convcy the idea, îlaat
tlioy ivcre for Jews aloaac,.'titd îlot fur Chris-
tiauîs. Th'lis is entiîcly erroticous. l'lie
Samcroai writinarý arc dcsi,,,ncd for the wliole
human rave, anad no fori anv particular
people, or ntitioni. Art ilhe Psalnis, or the
ONd T1estameunt Seripture, to 1-e (-aile(] Jcv-
ish, iaevaise Godj iiasjircd Jews; te, write

thtua l TPle Saine objection mili apply
with equal force agnitist tic Ncwv Tcstra-

ifljy ta oeil- Savieuir, Ilîiuasclf, NVlao wvas a
Jeiv aecor'liug te the flesIa.

Mel. î*livy ey iuacdcstly nsserts that
"the vaist inajniîv of' these* iîo glory in
tilt imei of ( hlin ave heconie like the
psaaiist, %viser thait tlicir tetid, crs." TPite
nicamns, liowcver, l'y wbIicli tiîcv have
arquired liais knoivlcdgc,- t' qirot aiffereuiî
frein ulat I)y wlîlîl the psaIlniist arquiraid

lais. He. oialind lais kîaowvldge by the
atvilv of the dirine 7vord, tl<.'; olitaint thteir
knowl-cilZe Iav le:tniiîîg ipion tiacir Dit-il un-

.dersavrbng. Ged's f:.tuaîcs, tliat is GoiEs
wvord, wea'c' his song. ln tlie louse of lais
pil-,igrantae; the tword of rneta isilirou.
in the inouse of their pilgriniage. Th'e
preîsf wlîîcbi lie -ives of their lîaving tliis
attaiumeîat iýz, tliat tilev luave disco)velrcd
suaaîb'y dei'cîs in the ilispii-cd psailaius, and1
that tlaey are îlot siicael te the Charistian
<lispeiasiaamou. As it is evident ilaat liiey
diii net elatain tiais knoieilg froim rovcla
laîlon, tlîev anust haive acqutircd it lay thacir
own utaadcd rcason. Atiellier preof or
thear superior attaimeîîîs is, fliat thiey
have diseovc-red thit Moses is oppesefi

te Cliiî'lat, ln censequence of wiîiclî they
have feit it ncressarv te add, o tlic
song of bMoses time soîag of the Lamb.
If dalis hoc a fair speeimen of Mr. Harvey's
nbcoiogy, 'vo hope ht 15 îot of ail h3'mnol-
ogists. If it is îleir clamai te bac diaviser
tian tlacir leuclica'," it is openI te very
grave objcttion.-. If we were disposeid te
imitate lais style of argument, %ve îvould

Siay it ivas, el wond'Oaas pitifîil, te sen a
minister of' the gospel pitting Moses
against Christ, but we îviii net, becamuse we

<Ie nt appreve of' this course of argumnent,
and hez-nuse we thaink %ve have a buter.
Mesesc ani Christ are in porfect harmonv.
Christ sîmako hy Moses. 'Tlte Chuirci is
eue tind tIme siame in every n£ro. TPie pro-
1,hets of' oid spakee* y the Spirit of Ch/rist.
<Ple Apostie Peter cspecialiy assures tas of
titis. li penkingo et danriting.s ni' the
ancient propliets in reference tc' the Clîureh,
lie says, IlScarhing %%hat or what muaaiair
of tlie tua2 Spirit-o ni'hraist whlicii n'as in
tbem ilid signifv, when it testifiefi beforc-
band the stafferings oaf Christ, and the glor

wluili tlioîld ollcw.» It scems te be lef
for tlae wvisdoun of these latter davs te dis-
-ever that Moses Gpposead Ch ist. It is
not .i doctrine ni' reveleaien. Mr. larvey
scc'nsnet t0 bc able todistnugtiish lu tlaeOid
dispusnîion, what wiais dcsiged te acc'om-
plisi a certain enad and Ilien te pass away,
aindi iant; vhich mvas intendeal le lia perma-
aient. WVhit was t.vpic-a andl ceremonial,
&tr., n'as to lie alielisheal. but the 01<1 Tes-
miment Scripîuires %vcre dcsigned farîflic use
of the Chartarl 11 the endl ni' ime. Wlien
the old dispensaitien was sbot te close, ail
the iaspircal writings mic rarcfully colleet-
cal, anad amranied, under tîto immcdiate
stipervision of the Holy Spirit for perma-
nent use iu the Chuvehi. Il 1caven aaad
earth shahi pass away but my word shaîl
not pass iiwv."

Again, te ;upport lais own vi'cws andl
liring discredit upen tae oninion ni' these

mirli differ froni hîre, aud to hold llena up
to ridicnule, he sivs, is nlot alacir heaving
"'introducea the innovation oi' a metrical
versin, tunmes of modern rompesition, thai
rcadinr ni' the lino, îtnd the institution of'
a perceailor, 'a'dl wcorship ? Vio biatha re-
<iuired tuis ait your bands 1 Are not the
inspiei psalmn;s dislionourçd by these un-
aui lorizeai, presainaptions alterntions andl
additions?1 This musie wvhici is undoubt-
etlîy a part of tlae service of praise is a more
huanan iliaventionjust jiko the pulpit and

thea sermon la modemn slhape.> Hiou lot-
îering mnust bai the catise îvhich. requires te
lie sup;îertod by stacli arguments? This1
hune of aîrgunent is îlot neOu, it is "onamon

10 ah lîhymuologisns. It is go puerîle, filet
it wouIl bc unworthv ni' notice, wcre il not

se, frcquently brouglit forward. A metri-'
cal version is ne more ni' an ir.novatioa
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