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that the “ Psalms are for perpetual but rot
exclusive use in praise 3 and yet in his
sixth article he plainly jnsinuates, that
that there is no authority for their use in
the Christinn Chureh, It is surprising the
facility with which hymnologists make as-
sertions to support their views with appa-
vent distegard to consisteney.  Whether
are we to beliove him when he’ says that
the * Psalms arc for pevpetual use in the
service of praise,” or when he throws a
d;)’uht upon our authority to use them at
all.

Mr ITarvey ealls tho Psalms the * Jew-
ish Psalmady.”  Men who call the Psalms
the “Jewish Psalmody,” and the Scrip-
wres the Jewish Seriptures, fuirly lay the
the sonndness of their orthodoxy open to
suspicion.  ‘T'he Pralms are not the Jewist:
Psalms,  They are God's Psalms, given
for the uee of his peeple, composed of Jews
and proselvies, and collected and prepared
especaally tor the use of the New Testa-
ment Chureh,  “ihe Seriptares are vot the
Jewish Seriptares,  They ure God's Scrip-
tures, designed for the use of his ( huveh
in all ages.  The epithet “Jewish,” when
applied to the Psalms or Scriptures, leaves
the impression, and has the appearance of
being intended to convey the idea, that
they were for Jews alone, :wnd not tor Chris-
tians. ‘T'his is entirely erroncous. The
Sacred writings are desizned for the whole
human yace, md noy jor any particular
people ar nation.  Are the Psalms, or the
Old Testament Scriptures to le called Jew-
ish, because God inspived Jews to write
them?  The same ohjection will apply
with equal force against the New Testa-
ment, It was written Ly Jews. It will
apply to onr Saviour, himself, who was a
Jew according to the flesh.

Mr. Harvey very medestly asserts that
“the vast majority of those who glory in
the name of (alvin, have beecome like the
psalmist, wiser thau theiv teacters.™  The
means, however, Ly which they have
acquired this knowledge is quite different
from that by which the psalmist avquired
his. He obtained his knowledge by the
stedy of the divine word, they ohtained their
knowledge Dy leanine upon their own un-
derstarding. ~God’s s:atutes, that is God’s
word, were Ais song, in the house of his
pilaranage ; the word of men is their sons
m the louse of their pilevimage. The
proof which he gives of their having this
attainment i<, that they lave discovered
sundry defeets in the inspired psabmsg, and
that they are not suited to the Christian
dispensation.,  As it is evident that they
did not obtain this knowledge from revela
lation, thev must have aequired it by their
own unaided rcason. Amnother proof of
their superior attainments is, that they
have discovered that Moses is opposed

to Christ, in consequence of which they
have felt it necessary to add, to the
song of Moses the song of the Lamb.
If this be a fair specimen of Mr. Harvey’s
theology, we hope it is not of all hymnol-
ouists. If it is their claim to be * wiser
than their teachers,” it is open to very
grave objertions. If we were disposed to
imitate his style of argument, we wounld
say it was, ‘“wondrous pitiful,” to sca &
minister  of the gospel pitting Moses
against Christ, but we will not, because we
do not approve of this course of argument,
and becanse we think we have a better.
Moses and Christ arz in perfect harmony.
Christ spake by Moses. The Church is
onc and the same in every age. The pro-
phets of old spake by the Spirit of Christ,
The Apostle Peter especially assures us of
this. In spenking of the writings of the
ancient prophets in reference to the Church,
he says, ¢ Searching what or what manner
of time the Spirit of Chyist which was in
them did signifv, when it testified before-
hand the sufferings of Christ, and the glo
which should follow.” It seems to be left
for the wisdom of these latter days to dis-
cover that Moses opposed Christ. It is
not a doetrine of revelation. My, Harvey
seemsnot to be able todistinguish in the Qld
dispnsation, what was designed to accom-
plish 2 certain end and then to pass away,
and rhat which was intended to be perms-
nent,  What was tvpical and ceremonial,
&e., was to be abolished, but the Old Tes-
tament Scriptures were designed for the use
of the Church till the end of time. When
the old dispensation was sbout to close, all
the inspired writings were carcfully collect-
ed, and arranged, under the immediate
supervision of the Holy Spirit for perma-
nent use in the Church. ¢ Heaven and
earth shall pass asvay but my word shall
not pass away.” .

Again, to support his own vicws and
bring diseredit upon the oninion of those
who differ from him, and to hold them up
to ridicule, he savs, is not their having
“introduced the innovation of a metrical
version, tunes of modern composition, the
reading of the line, and the institution of
a percentor, witl worstup?  Who hath re-
quired this at your hands? Are not the
inspired psaling dishonourgd by these un-
authorized, presumptipus alterations and
additions ? This music which is undoubt-
edly a part of the service of praise is a mere
human invention, just Jike the pulpit and
the sermon in modern shape.”  How tot-
tering must be the eause which requires to
he supported by such arguments? ‘This
line of argument is not new, it is common
to ali hymnologists. It is so puerile, that
it would be unwarthy of notice, were it not
so frequently brought forward. A metri-
cal version i3 no morc of an innovation



