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A Drscourse, §c.

Corrossians, 3, 16.—Let the word of Clirist dwell in you richly, 1n a1l
wisdom : teaching and admonishing one another in Psalms, and Hymns,
#nd Spiritual Songs, singing with grace in your hearts to the Lord.

That it is the daty of all men to sing praise to God, few, perhaps, will
deny. 'I'hat it is a duty incumbent on the Chuiistian, all must admit,
whoregard the Bible as the rule of faith and practice.

"I'here are few duties more frequently enjoined in the word of God,
than that of praise ; and as it is repeatedly urged, so it is one of the most
pleasant duties the believer has to perform. W hether the duty of prais-
ing God in psalms and hymns was attended to in the Patriarchal age, o
we are not distinctly informed. It was engaged in, occasionally, in the
time of Moses; but in the daysof David, “the sweet psalmist oflsrael, ”the
exercise of praising God, not only in psalms, but also in hymns and
spiritual songs, was brought to perfection, both as to the matter, and the
manner.

"I'his delightful exercise is greatly neglected in our day. Multitudes -
sit in the house of God with closed lips, and in some fashionable assemn-
blies, the praise, ifit merits the name, is cartied on by proxy. An organ
or a band of musicians, conduct. the praise, while a majority of the con-
gregation sit silent, and many of them turn to gaze upon the performers,
and (o listen to their meledious strains. Fhe band, or choir, endeavour
to ast their part well, and ifthey succeed, they get the praise, and God
is in a good degree, if not. entirely, kept out of view, by many persons
in these theattical exhibitions.  Where the songs of praise are sung
which God has authorized to be used in his worship, every man who is :
not Incapacitated by some bodily intirmity, should join in the song.—
Praise is one of the principal employments of Heaven, and how could
that man endure to be eternally employed in the high praise of God
above, who Istoo cold, or too haughty, to spend an half hour occasional-
ly in teis delightful exercise on earth? There are persons who approve
of the use of David’s Psalms in the worship of God, wha do not al-
ways Join in praise, not that they haveany real difficulties to confend
with, but they are indifferent on the subject; they have not the will to
d:lscharge what they acknowledge to be a duty. ~ A few can be found
:!i;lo l'::,):.“ull]'l(i): smg{'lthe; pszflfns of David, because the advocates of David
“heke b ait“'” ]l them In singing hymns of human composition.—
ciples s the é.“‘ this way, certainly do not undeistand their own prin-

N ieae i lﬂalle actuated by sheer bigotry and prejudice. Tntelligent
nake useof human compositions in the praise of God prefer
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themto the psalms of' David, not that they consider it:wrong to use the*
songs of inspiration ; so that the man who refuses to sing these songs-
because his neighibour cannot. conscientiously join with him in the use
of human hywns, is ignorant of his own principles, and is actuated by
feelings at war with the uuhounded liberality of the present age. All
then, ought to join in the use of David’s psalms, because, althougha
man may prefer other hymns, yet no man of understanding:. will reject
the psalms of inspiration as~utterly unfit for use. No one can.consider
it a sintocing these divine songs in the praise of God; ifthere be any
such, either here, or elsewhere, [ pity their stupidity,and deplore their
impiety. , \
Itis-my object to-day, however,not-only to- maintain that all should

-join in praise when the psahns of David are used—that there should bt;-\

no mutes in such an assembly of worshippers— but: that no other songs

. of praise should be used in the worship of God, but those which are
*kenown in the Scriptures as the psalins of David:. In discussing this-

subject T do not intend giving any personaloffence. Itis a subject, how~
ever, of such a.nature that one cannot speak upon it without offending:
some, WMany persons who are in the habit of using hyinus of human
composition,. are very sensitive on the subject of Psalinody ; to touch it,.

50 as to disapprove of their course, is totouch tiie apple of their eye, and

to incur their deep displeasure. But ifit is true that the psalms of Da-~

vid, and they only, should he used in the praise of Gud, then it is a duty
to maintain this truth, and to maintain it, not mersely at the risk of giv-
ing offence toa few individuals, but atany, and atevery risk. If it is:
God’s will that the psalms of David should be used in his praise to the-
end of time, then to be silent on this suhject, and to suffexthis truth to~
fall to the ground, would be o incur his displeasure; and it were-
better to stir up the indignation of earth and hell in the defence of:any.
truth, than by neglecting it, or passing it over in silence, to call.down:
the wrath ofthe Almighty. I have no.wish togive offeuce to any. one;.
bat if any thingsevere should be spoken against Dr. Walts, against lis,,
or any othersystem of human psalmody, na doubt some will be offend--
ed. Buot why should they Ls the Christian church more indebted (o«
Dr. Wauts, Wesley, Rippon, or'to any other poet, or poetaster, than she:
is to the sweet Psalmist of Israel? We areindebted to David, Asaph,
and others, for one of the most excellent portions of the word of God, and
if Dr. Watts has written very bard things of David’s psalms, or of that
holy spirit by whom they were dictated, will it be consideied unkind to
retort, and in defending the songs of inspiration, to say such things of
Dr. Watts, and hissystem of psalmody, as the nature ofi the case may
demand. ‘I'he truth ought not to offend any man, and it is the truth

we seek, and liope to elicit, atthe present time, onthe subject before us,

Perhaps some one will say that there is no necessity for agitating the
subject again.  T'lie dispute has long been settled, the angry feelings.
which its discussion formerly excited, have subsided j Christians have.
agreed Lo differ on this poiut, and it is impolitic to renew the war, and
stir up old animosity. It should be our special care not to inar the peace
of Zion unnecessarily. But what is the foundation of her peace? Is
it potiruth 2 And ifthree-fourths of the Cliristian. church are in grroz
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on the subject of psalinody, would it be kind or Christian-like, for the re-
maining fourth to observe silence, qud never present the truth on this
important point, and practice accordingly 1 {] _he dispute about psalfu-
ody is not settled, nor will the truth on lhls_subjgctceasc to be maintain-
ed as long as Lthe Associate Refonined Church, ‘and those Christian de-
noruinations that coincide with Lier in opinion, are tvue to their principles.
And when the Jews are restored to the favor of God, and are called to
raise again “ the tabernacle of David that is fallen,. and to close up the
breaches thereof, and toraise up his tuins, and build itas in the days of
old,” they will agitate the Geutile church on the _subject of psalinedy,
until a glorions reformation in sentiment and practice is produced. Flhiey
will not readily reliuquish the inspived songs of their ownsweet psalmist,
for the tlorid, o1 the frivolous effusivus which every scribbling rhymer
may obtrude upon the chnrch, : e : :

Some tmay suppose thit there is no usein this discussion, for it mat-
ters not whata man sings, provided he is sincere, and lhis song is of &
relicious or moral character. If sincerity in worship proves that, the
worshipis right, then the devotees of Popery, the followers of the ¢ false
Prophet,” the degraded idolaters of india, are all right, for who on eartit
are more sincere in their devotions, than these benighted and deluded
creatures? ~ Who more sincere than the prophets of Baal, and yet how
abominable their idolatry 2 Sincerity, then, in worship, 15 no proof that.
the worship istight, and acceptatle unto God.  God certsinly requires of”
us sincerity in our religious exercizes, but in these exercises we must
have respect. to the divine commandineni; or else the decpest’ devotion
will avail us nothing.  Praising God s a duty of the first importance,
and to say that it matters notwhat we sing, provided our heartsare sin-
cere in the dury, is to speak as those who ¢ undetstand neither what
they say, nor whereof they atlicnr.”  Praising God 1s not a mere punc-
tilio in religion, it is one of the esseniials in divine worship. - By the
word essential, [ do not mean that it is absolutely necessary tosing the
psalms of David’in order to teach the kingdom of Heaven, for 1 have
enough of that charity which “ hopeth all things,” to hope, and belicve,,
that many of those who reject these inspired songs as unfit for the New
Testament Chureh, will reach the blessed mmansions above ; but, by the:
word essential, | mean that the use of David’s psulins is essential o
praise ; and that the use of human compositions in the praise of God,

- 1sso much labour lost.  What can be ot higlier importanee than the

praise of God ? It is the wiost interesting part of divine worship—an
exercise peculiar tothe renhms oflight.  And as God only knows hisown
nature and perfections, and what is due to him from his creatures, who
but Godt can detesmine what kind of songs or sentiments will consti-
tute his praise? In prayer, we are to make known our wants to God ;
but the Scriptures assure us that we “ know not what we should pray
for as we ought, (but the spiiit belpeth ourinfinmities”  Now if we can-
ot express our wants—il we cannot make out our own case without
divine help, how are we to determine what praise is due fo God, without
the inspiration aud euidance of his tloly Spirit?2  T'hose, however, who
make hymns for the uscofthe church, do not claim to be'inspived, nor
tanihiey claim even divine guidance, asthe Spirit is never promised’to
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assist any one in preparing hymns for the Church, as he is promised to
those who are engaged in prayer. When Christ ascended to heaven and,
led captivity captive, he gave gifts to men, and ¥ he gave some, Apos-
tes, and some, Prophets, and some, Evangelists, and some, Pastors,
and some, 'Peachers,” but no. Poets, no Poets ! - And what-was the rea-
son the divine Saviourdid not give Pocets as well as Pastors,  for the
perfecting of the saints, and for the work of the munistry 2 Was it an
oversizht in him, or wasit becanse he had appointed his servant David,
aad others, to piepare a complete system of Psalmody, suited to the
Church in all ages, that he refused under the new dispensation to or-
dain an order of men whose chiefl duty should consist in supplying the
Church from time to time with new and appropriate songs of praise?
This is the reason why Christ did not appoint poets as well as dther
oflicers in the new ‘'estament church.  He had furnished his follow-
ers witha complete collection of Hymns—with a Book of Psalms,

. and when God provides a Book it is a finishal production; God's work

is perfect, and for any mere mortal to attempt-to improve upon the
Bools of Pslaums; to amend it by omitling or inserting such things as
his distem.pered imagination may suppose an improvement, is we fear,
to be guiliy of the sin, and exposed to the awful judgment denounced
against such a character, as”is recorded in the closing verses of the Bi-
ble. And tobida man “God speed” by sustainingor countenancing
him in such a work, is to be a partaker of his evil deeds.

VYarions arguments might be adduced in favor of the exclusive use of
Pavid’s Pslans in the warship of God. |

‘The first and principal reason which I shall present on this subject
is, the Pivine appointment. '

It will be adnntted no doubt, by all who profess to believe and recieve
the Bible as the book of God, that its contents are of divine inspiration.
‘I'he Pslams were composed by David, Asaph, and others, and are call-
ed the “Psalins of David,” because they were generally from his pen;
yet striictly speaking, they arve neither,the Psalms of David, nor of any
other man, buit they are the Psalms of God; the songs of the diyine
spiit, who employed David and others as Ins amanucnsisin preparing
tiese sacred hymns,  Now we coniend that the Psalms, Hymns, and
gpititual songs of the tioly Ghostusually called the Psalms of Dawid, -
are fo be nzed inthe praise of God until the end of time, or uniil God
himself shali supply thie place with anotlier inspired collection, a boon
which we have no ground [rom tod’s word to anticipate. - %Ve plead
thengnot (or the use of Rouses version,but for the use of David s Psulms,
feithfully and fairly translated eitherinto verseso that they can be sung,
or nto prose, andsoarranged that they can Le chanted. If there are
auy of the Psalms that cannot be fairly tran:lated into merrical verse,
1ot such be prepared in prose for channug.  We plead for the exclusive
use of Davils Pslamsio the worship of Gotl, and if Rouses version is
Bavids P=ahins. if i isthe only faithful metrical version now in use,then
we contend for it until a beiter can be obtained; but of tlds version L
shall spealcin the scgnel Aud why, it will be asked, do you plea(l S0
strenunusly fr the excliisive use of these divine songs? | answer be-
eairse God has wirhogised then use both under the old and new "Llesta~
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maent dispensations. It will be generally -adwitted the Psalins of David -
were designed for the use of old T'estament Saints . In fact those who
refuse to sing these songs of praise now, admit and maintain that they
were intended for the old dispensation, but do not suit new "U'estament
times, until they have undergone a 1adical change, until Davil has been
_taught to speaklike achristian, to use the words of Dr. Waits. ITtwill not
be necessarv to dwell long in attempting (o prove what -all adit, viz
that David’s Psalms were divinely appointed to be used in the old 'Tes-
tament church. In2 Sam. 23: 1-David is called, or calls himself, “the
sweet Psalmist of [srael.” As a Psalmist his business was 1o conipose
Psalmsjust asjt wastheduty of aProphet toprophesy. Andasihe £salmn-
ist of Israel, it was hisduty to make Psalms for Israel. David did not
arrogate this title “the sweet Psalmist” to bimself; he was authonsed by
the Lord to assume it, as Paul was authorised to call himselfan Apostle.
As Paul was called and ordained to the Apostleship, so was David to
the office of Psalmist, and it devolved on him to provide hymns of praise
forIsrael,and to arrange the order and manner of giving thanks. By refer-
qing to 2 Chron. 29: 25—3l). and other portions of the old V'estament, it

- will be seen that the Psalms of David were authorised to be used inthe

“Templeserviceat Jerusalem. The useofthis inspired collection ol Hymus
“was then authorised in the old Testament church; and I ask, when was
‘that authority annulled? When did” it cease: to be a duty to use this
:authorised collection? I'be « peculiar manner of praizing God in the
Temple at Jerusalem, ceased to be practised, as a thing of course, when
'the 'T'emple was destroyed, and the Jews dispersed, but did the matter
‘of praise authorised under the old dispensation, cease to be praise at the
coming of Christ or at the destruction of the ‘I'emple? Were David’s
Psalins “taken out of the way, and nailed to the cross,” as a part of ihat
“hand-writing of ordinance which was against us,and was contrary 1o
us?” . If not then the presumption is, that we arestill bound to usethem,
-and consequently those who have set them aside,and substituted ia their
stead mere hurnan compositions are greatly at fault.

Ishall now attempt to prove that the use of these Psalms is authorised

-under the new, as wellas under the old dispensation. “'I'o the law

-and. to the testimony; if they speak mot according to this word, it is
because there is no light in them.” The light; however, from God’s
word on this subject, is clear and conviucing, and-let no one wilfully
close his eyes against it,lest peradventure he be found fighting against
‘God. ¥

L. It is evident from many of the Psalms themselves that theic use
was not to be confined to the Jews, nor to the ‘I'emple. of Jerusalem.

A few references will shew that theseinspired songs were nol intended
~merely for theold "I'estament Church, but are likewise fitted and de-

sigued for the new economy. « In Psalm 96: 1. all" the earth is called
on to sing unto the Lord a new song. A similar command is givenin
Psalms 98:4. and 100: 1. In Psalm 113: 1—3. "t'he servauis of the
Lord are enjoined to praise hisname. Nor was the praise.to be con-

fined to one short petiod or dispensation; no, “blessed_be the name
of the Lord, from this time forth and forever more” - Nor

were the Jews to be the only people who should sing these sacred hymns
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bt the dedlariiion is *fromthe rising of tlie sun unto thegoing dotwn
of the sume, the Tzord’s name is 1o be praised.” From these ard many
other Psalins that might be cited, itis clear that the praise of God was
not. to be confined to that little spot called Palestine, nor to the Mosaic
dispensation; but the command is, that “all lands” should praise God,
and praise im*too “forevermore.” The question now is, what isto be
sung from the rising to the setting sun? “1’he Psalms of inspiration, or
the productions of mere men? Did the Holy Spirit provide a book of
ipraise, and yet. intend that the Church should praise him withany thing,
‘and every thing, but with the songs,which he himsel(had dictated; or if
‘such songs were used, men might so mar and muiilate them, if they
-chose, in order 1o suit the times, that an angel would not recognize
them tobe the same. When God calis upon all the earth o praise his
name, ne candid man willsuppose that he designedtoleaveitcptional with
man what they should sing. Had he provided no book of Psalms, and
at the same time enjoined it on man to praise his name, then it
would have been fair to infer that they were left to choonse for themselves
2 system of P=almody. But as the matter stands, such an inference is
altogether inadmissible. We, as well as the Israelites, are repeatedly
commanded in the Psalms themselves tosing them to the praise of
God, and & commmand {fromjthe Psalms on this subject is as obligatory
‘on us, asif it had come from Paul or James, or Christ himself.

2. A second proof that the Psalms of David are authorised to be used
in the new Testament Church, 1 draw from the example of Christ and
this Apostles —Christand his disciples established the new "T'estament
Church. "T'hey changed the old order of things, and introduced the
new dispensation. Some parts of the old economy were entirely abro-
gated, and other partschanged. Baptism comes in the room of circum-
«ision, and the Liord’s supper in the place of the Passover; but what
change, I ask. took place relative to Psalmody? Were the Pslams of
David laid aside anda new collection brought forward by Christ and
his Apostles better adapted tothe new dispensation? If so where is thve
proof? Produce the new Psalter, and proveits authenticity, and we will
investigate its claims topreference in the worship of God. We shall, .
however,besavedthetroubleof suchinvestigation, for very obviousreasons,
Had it been necessary *hat other Psalmsand Hymuvesthan those of David
should have been prepared for the new Testament Church, whydidnot
Chiist &~ his Apostlespreparesuch Hymns? Wasitmeetthat ainatter of so
much importance should be neglected for centuries,and then left to the di-
rection of uninspired men? John the Baptist introduced the Gospel
day, why did be not usher it in by a songor songs of praise suited 1o
the occasion? He witnessed many scenesthat might have called into
action the latent poetry and melody of his soul, and causeehim to give
utterance (o the rapture of his heart in songs of joy and thanksgiviog.
There were the crowds on the banks of Jordan waiting for baptistn—
there was the baptizsm of Christ himself, and the voice from the excel-
lent glory saying, “thisis my beloved son in whomIam well pleased”
—there was. the descent of the spiritinthe form ofa Dove—a fit occa-
sion forsinging, “Come Huly Spirit, heavenly Dove’—these and
other thingsafforded the Bapust excellent themes for songs of praise.
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for tlie Goapel church.  But where shall we find a stanzs; 4 line, o -
ever ani allusiort o & new song or Psalm prepared by the foréfutiner *
for the new dispensation? Nor does it appear that Jesus himselfeves

répared a Psalm during his sojourn on earth, for the Gospel church.
J\)Ve read of hissermons, his prayers, his miracles, his sweet and heav
enly conversation, but is there ever a word said of his preparing a col«
lection of hymns,or a single hymn,for the new economy? It is record-
ed of him, that after partaking of the last Passover, and instititing’ the
Supper, he and his disciples “sung an hymn;” and this is sometimed
brought forward as an argument in favor of introducing human com-
Eosllion into the praise of God! “T'he argument is weals, very wealky

ut “drowning men will catch at sttaws,” and some men will support =
bad cause by vety weak arguments. ‘I'hete is, no proof that Chrisg
made this hyrnin in question. for that special occasion, much less is it
likely that he selected a hymn composed by some uuinspired man to
tlose tlie celebration’ of the Passover and the Supper, when he had a
thole Boolc of Psalms and Hymns at hand  dictated by his own epirit
from which he could have selected.

Christhad partaken of the Passover fora number of years and hie had
Joined wilh the Jews in singing the Hallel,the hymn they usually sung
at the close of the Passover Bupper, colisisting of six Psajins, beginning
with the hundred and thirteenth;ond will itbe pretended that whernthe lasc
Passover was celebratedinnd the Lord’s Supper instituted in its stead,the
blessed Saviour lald astde his own divine songs, comiposed by David,
and chosesome hymn of human composition, with which to close this
interesting celehration?  "I*hose who resort to such a subtei fuge to jus-
tify the use -of human composition in the praise of God, prove at least
thatthey are prefded for argument,and that the cause which is sup-
ported by such 1atiocination is ntterly indefensible.” It requires no argu-
ment to prove that the Saviour never furnished the New, ‘Uestament
Church with a'single Psalin of praise, except those¢ denomibated the

Psalms of David. He did not.provide the Church with GospelJand

Epistles; that duty he committed to the handsof the Apostles; &nd cer~
tainly if e had thought it necessary to furnish the Church with new
songs of praise, he would lrave ordained John, of James; or Paul,to the
task. It was undoubtedly the province of Christ, as the great King and
Prophet of his Church; to direct the Apostles; and inspire them to furnish
her with a new system of Psalinody, as well as with # new Testament
and new ofdinances, but was ever any ane of the Apostles engaged
mmany such an uidertaking? T'hey sorietimes speak @f Psalms,
hymus; &od spiritaal songs; and quote fro:n them; but did they ever
quote frottr & Psalin or song of their own making? No, they always
quote from the Psahns of David.  ‘I'hey tell us of their travelling, their
preaching; their prayers, their conténfiotis and trials, but who evet heard
ofan Apostolic hymn?, Wasit because -they lacked for subjects suffis
;lsnlkr grand and mspir‘ing‘; ll.xat', th’ey forebore to roll off the poetic
mbers for the use of the Churely?  "T'here was the incarnation of the
tlon of God—there was the blind receiving sight, the lame walking,
p:: ;::T;':a‘;lhf::;"g’ the dulmb sp.caliing,- the dead raised to life, the Gospel
it n'e p(?_or—l ere was the agony, the cruclzlh‘xmn, the resup
rtheascension of the Lord of glory, the out pauring of tire Spint

T
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on the day Pent?éost, the gift of tongues, and thetriumph of the Gospel.
With all these things the Apostles were familiar, they conversed, they
preached, they prayed over them, but where is it ever intimated that
they composed a Psalm or Hymn on any of these subjects for the use
of the Church, or for their own past time? - And what was the reason
the Apostlesdid not provide a book of Psalins forthe new dispensation?
Simply because they had no command from God to thiselTect. The
humble fishermen of Galilee had not presumption enough to obtrude
their own uniaspired effusionson theChurch assomething better adapted
to her state and circumstances, than the songs of the Holy Spirit. It
is beyond controversy that Christ and his Apostles used nothing but
the Psalms of David in the praise of God. If they did vse other hymns
cither of divine or human composure, ,_let the proof, “strong as Holy
Writ,” be furnished. . Did Christ then,*King and head of the Church
use the Psalms of David himself—did his Apostles use them in praise
and nothing else—and shall we presume to afiirm thatthey are unfit to
besung by us?2 I hald therThe example of Christ and his Apostles in
the use of David’s Psalms,and their refusal, or omission to provide anoth-
er collectio 1 of Hymus, is the strongest kind of authority for the con-
tinued use of this inspired Psalter. If these Psalmssuited the Church
when it was founded by Christ and his Apostles, they are still praise,
aud wili be to the end of time,and the very praise too that God requires
at our hands, and no mare can reject them,and substitutein their place
mere hnman compositions, without great presumption and terrible risk. -

3. A third proofthat the Psalms of David are to be used in the new
TPestament Church in the praise of God, we draw from. tlie positive
command of Paul and James to that effect. Paulsaysin the language
of the text, “et the word of Christ dwell in you- richly in all wis-
dom, teaching and admonishing one another in Psalms, hymus; and
spiritual songs, singing with grace in your hearts to the Lord.” ‘I'he
command in Eph. 5: 19. 'is of the same import. “*he Apostle James
-says, “is any merry? let him sing Psalms.” Here are divine commans
tc sing “Psalms, Hymns and Spiritual songs,” and that the Apostles
had reference to the Psalms of David, in giving these injunctions, will
appear evident from two or three considerations.

Pirst.. The Apostles. being Jews, had been trained up to the useof
David’s Psalms. They had never, we' believe, used any thing else.
"I'hey were satisfied with this divine collection, and.had no autha:ity to
provide a new book of praises. -When therefore these inspired men
enjoin it ofithe saints to sing Psalms, they must necessarily refer to
the Psalms of David, the Psalms they used themselves, and the only
book of Praises thenin existence. They would not direct the saints at
Ephesus, at Colosse, and elsewhere—just converted {rom heathenism—
just emerging from the pollution and crime connested with ldolatry—
scarcely made acquainted with the. first principles of true’ religion—
aurely the Apostles would not direct such “babes in Christ,” 10 make
Psalms and hymns for themselves, but to use those "already prepared
to their hand by the Lord of Heayen himself.  'What would be thouglt
of the Missionary in ourday who would instruct the newly converted
heathen, ' knowing but little of God or Religion, to provide himselfiwith

-'ﬁ‘.‘\‘ - . L
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a collection of Psalms and hymuos? In fact a great majority of the mest
advanced and intelligent christians, in christian Jands, feel  themselves
unequal to such atask. When Paul therefore commands saints in
his day, to sing Psalms, hymns and spiritual songs, he must necessa-
rily refer to the Psalims of David, the only collection’of hymns then
in use—the Hymns that he and his fellow Apostles, that Christ and
the saints of old hud sung. If this be the referencé, then weare bound
to use the same compilation of sacred songs, for the comvmand in the
text is binding on us, and on_believers in every age, as well as on the’
primitive Christians. g ’ L
* A second reason why Paul enjoinsin the text, the use of David's
Psalms and not human composition, is, that these Psalins are t/e word
of Christ. “lettheword of Christ dwell in you nchly in all wisdom.”
“I’he whole Bible is the word of Christ dictated by his spirit, but Paul
recommends  tothe special attention of Christians, that part of the word
of Christ contained in the Psalins, as peculiarly suited to the wants
of God’s people, as profitable for teaching, admonition, for joy and
praise. No book of Psalms and Hymns has ever heen composed that
could be called the word of Christ, but the Psalms of David,
they are his woid, aud therefore Paul, must, without doubt, refer to
these Psalms in thelanguage of the text. s

A third reason why Paul enjoinsthe use of David’s Psalms in the
text is, that these Psalms. contain:the different kinds of composition
which the Apostle specifies, viz! Psalins ¥Hymns and spiritual songs.”
Becanse the Psalms of David are called Psalms, it does not follow
that there are no Zymns or spiritual songsin the collection. One ~of
the stronz arguments in favorof ‘human Psalmody seems to bedrawn
from the langnage of the text. T'he command is, we aze told, to sing
hymns and spiritual songs, but it is sometimes more than insinnated
that the Psalins of David areall Psalmns, and theiefore if we sing
hymns and spizitual songeat all, we must first compose them. ‘U'he “sim-
ple taithfol” who can be iufluenced by any thing that = resembles an
argument, may be satisfied with sucha shallow sophism.  But should
those who are capable of reading and reflecting for themselves be pre-
vailed on by such reasoning to reject the songs of the Lord, “the word of
Christ,” for the imperfect, unauthorized songs, of imperfect though well
designing men. . And is it fair and honest for these who are Pastors and
teachersto nislead, orsufferthe common people to be misleadbysuch false
andllimsy arguments,into thedevious pathsot error;in amatter of so much
importance as the praize of God? Tivery man who professes to e but
partially acquainted with this subject ought to know that in the He-
brew Bible various titles are prefixed to a number of Psalms. . Some a:e

-~ entitled Mizmaor, a Psalm or spiritual song, others are called Skir, =

.

song, and oltheis Hallelooyah, praise - ye Jehovah. A late wiiler
touching on this point,with aneye to the septuagint, says, “we find
one Psalmos (Psalm) another Ode, (song) and another Halleluiah.

‘T'he last title is made up of two Hebrew words, which signily ¢“praise

ye the Lord,” and 1dentifies the poem to which it is prefixed with that of
which the Greek term Eymnas (Hymn)is the proper specific title.,™

FSemmervile in'Pialmody, page 75.
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Alshough the title “Psalme” is generally given to the whole of David's
Psalms, yet the Jews were ja the habit of calling them songs and hymns
as well as Psalms. - This is evident from themanner in which Josephus
speaks on this subject, He says that “David, being free from wars
and dangers, and enjoying for the future a profonnd peace, composed
songs and iymns to God ufseveral sorts of metre—and that, he also
inade instruments of music, and taught the Levites to sing Aymns to
God.”  'The object in view at present is not to define what is meant by
these titles, but to prove that such were prefixed to many of the Psalms,
and hence we concjude that when Pgul cnjoiued it on Christians 1o
sing Psalms, Hymns and spiritual Songs, he must have referred to the
book, apd the on]y book, that contained such a var’ety of sacred poems.
Before the time of Christ the Hebrew Bible was trauslated into Greek,
by seventy two judividuals, as was supposed,and Trom the number of
translators, it was called the septuagint, on tha translation of the seven-
ty. This Greek Bible wasin common pse in the time of Chrisly
and like the Hebrew Bibleit had titles prefixed to many of the Psalms,
“I'he Colossjans to wliain the text was directed, were G reeks, and no
doubt some of them were in possession of this sepluagint or Greek
translation of the Bible, and when the Aposties directed them to “teach
and admonish one another in Psalms, Hymus, and spiritual Songs,” all
they had to do was to open their Bibles, and there they would find
among the Psalms; some entitled Psalms, some hymns, and others
spiritual songs, and they might have “searched creajion round” wijthout
finding anothier pook of djvine poems designated bv the same titles,
We argue theu that Payl, jn the text, refers to the Psalims of David the
only book in existence containing Psalms or poetical pieces, with these
different distingtive titles which he gnecifies. “I'hus,this’'text of scripture,so
often and so confidently bronght forward as proof in favour of human
gompusition in the praise of God, makes nothing for the cause, but must
be viewed as a positive command to pse the Psalms of David— the word
of Christ. . 4
T'he divine authority then for the use of David's Psalms isclear and
full—from the Psalms themselves —from the example of Christ and his
Apaostles, and from the eypress -jnjunction contajned in the text. But
what aythority can be advanced in favour of human composition in
. the praise of Gad? Npt “the shadow of a shade” of authority can be
produced from the word of God to favpur this cause. ~ What then is the
duty of those who have adopted a system ol human Psalmody, to the
‘ntter exclusion of the songs-of inspiration from the svorship of God? ls
it not plainly and clearly their duty, to abapdon the present practice, to
follow the gxample. of Chrjst and his Apostles 1n the pse ol David’s
Psalms, ay well as in other things, and so yender to God that praise, which
is authorized, and will be acceptableto him? Withount fpjth it isimpossi-
ble to please God, especially in matters of worship; but there can be no
Aaith in performing an  act of worship unless there is some kind of
divine authaiity for it, and asthere is no authority gither from precept or
example for the nse of human composition in: the praise of Glod, so
shere can be no faith in exercise in rendering such praise,and consequent-
* by there can be no profit jn such worship; it cannot be acceplabls o’
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‘God, who is a.j'calous God, and will not give his glory to another, nor
his praise to graven images, nor to any human measures that may
be introduced into his worship. The  want of divine authorily

‘ig sufficient of itself to cause the sober and reflecting in other

denominations to abandon the- use of human Psalmody; but I
proceed to give as a Second reason for the use of David’s Psalms, thac
they are infinitely better adapted to the praise of Gad, than the human .
Psalmody now in use. ‘P'o prove this it would be sufficient to obhserve
that the Psalms of Dayid are divine, while those of Dr. Watts alid
others are /itanan, and consequenily there must be an infinite disparity
between the tyo, and afitness in the one for the praise of God, thit
does not belong to the ather, It is urged by Dr. Wats and by many of
his admirers, as an objection to the Psalms of David, that they are not
suited to Christian woiship.  The Doctor in his preface to his imitation
of the Psalms; labours to prove that they ave ndtadapted to the Chris-
tian Church, and therefore he hasvery kindly undertaken to alter or
amend this book of God so as to adapt it to hew Testament times. It
was not enough forthislearned divineto thrust uponthe Churcha collec-"
tion oi Hymus purely his own, but with most daring eflroritery he
myst needs-lay his hand upon the Poetry of Heaven,—the songs of
the Holy Spirit, and by adding and omitling, and amending he has
provided an imitation of these songs which is just the thing for the ncw
dispensation!

Dr. Watts objects to the Psalms of David, because that in them, “the
Royal Psalmist expresses his own  concerng, in words exuctly
sujted to hisown thoughts, agreeable to liis own personal character, and
in the language of his own Religion; this keeps all the springs of pas-
sion awake, when every line and syllable so nearly effects himself.”
But says the Doctor, when we, who are christians sing the same lines
we express nothing but the character, the concern and the religion of
the Jewish King.” Suppose it was true that “every line and syllable”
of David’s Psalms has reference to himself, must we therefore cast away
the book as unfit for ourday? Upon this principle the Book of Psalmns
was not adapted either to the old or new dispensation, forfit is improp-
ev for us to sing that which related to “the character, the concerns and
Religion ofthe Jewish King” It waslikewise wrong for the Jews todo
80, except perhaps those ‘who hved in hisown day and were especially
interested in his personal concerns, . But are we to reject every part of
the scripture of which the writer speaks of himself, or of events that
transpired in hisday? Ifso, then ‘we must reject a goodly portion of
the new "T'estament as well as of the old. Paulin many of his Epistles

- speaks of himself;and of thetransactions that took placein hisday,and ac-

cording to the principle of Dr. Walts, the things that relateto the Apos-
tles do not suit our time, and should therefore be excluded from his wri-
tings, or else an imitation of his Epistles should be  farnished, accoms-

- modated (o the present adyanced state of the Church. ' Almost the whole
of the Acts of the Apostles, upon this principle should be cut out of the

Bible, and a new set of Acts inserted in their place; for why should wa
be confined to the olc Acts when “every line and syllable” Telate tothe
Apostles and their doings, and when the Missionaries in our day are

.much miore Aumerous and occupy 2 mauch wider field? *Y'hus if we

¥
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would fully carry out the principle of Dr. Watts as expressed in his
preface to his imitation ofthe Psalms, and reject every thing 1n the Bible
that we suppose does not suit our day, or amend it, so as to smake it ap-
ply to the present state of things, we would sooa have no Bibleat all, or '
but mere shreds “and patches of the sacred record. Itisnot true liowever,
that every line and syllable, in the Psalms ot David relate to his own

rivate or personal concerns, Some cf the Psalms were not written by
%avid at alland a great majority of those that cowe {rom his pen will ap-
ply asreadily to other Christians as to himself. - T'he Psalms’ of David
are the Word of God, and his whole word is profitable in various respects
to believers at all times, especially is this true of the book of Psalms.
The promises contained in them, are G'od's promises, and when they
arc read orsung by the christian, he can rely on them with unshaken

_confidence.  When for example we sing in Psalm 121: 5, -

“The Lord thee keeps; the Lord thy shade,

On thy right hand doth stay: »

The moon by night thee shall not smite,

Nor yet the sun by day,” : ‘
we sing God’s word— promises on which the soul can rely with the ut-
most confidence. But the Psalms of Dr. Watts are only an imitation
of David’s, and not even that, for in his Preface he says. “I have entire-
ly omitted some whole, Psalms, and large pieces of many others; and
have chosen out of all of them, such parts only, as might easily and nat-
urally be accommodated to the various occasious of the christain life.”
As Dr. Watts Psalins then, are butan. imitation of Gods word, and a

. poor one at. that, whe could rely upon any promises that may be con-

tained in that imitation? They are butimitation promises and are not

" to be trusted. “The Doctor saysin Psalin 121:°5.

“No sun shall smite thy head by day,
Nor the pale moon with sickiy ray,
Shall blast thy couch; no baleful star
Dart his malignant fire so far.”

The first part of this verse consists in imitation promises, that about
the “couch? and the “baleful star” are promises of the Doctor's own coin-
ing, and his Psalms and Hymns are full of such. Now' will any
one say that itiis more suitable for christians to praise God in imi-
tation promises,and promises purely human, than to sing the great
and precious promises of Gad2? “I'hesame or sinilar reiarks may be
made with reference to the threatnings contained in' the Psalins of
David, which Dr. Walts hasimitated. = Nosinner need tremble through
fear ofsuch, they are perfectly harmless; God is under no obligation to

inflict the punishment the Doctor has denounced. Every man, we

_ suppose, who is not prejudiced, and wedded to a human Psalmody, will

freely admit that. those Psalms and Hymns which contain divine prom-
jses and threatnings, blessings and judgments, are more suitable for the

b=

Church under any dispensation, than hymns containing such things,

from the pen of a mere man? Aundif Dr. Wats or any other writer of
Psalms and liymns, should, as they do, describe Christian ezperince,
who can rely upon sich’ experience as infallibly correct? - When
we compaie our hopes, our joys, our faith ur sorfows with the experience

. of David on these points, we know that we are comparing ourselves
. with a stardard thatis 1o be relied onj and if our hopes are like his
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they are anchor hopes—if our joys are like his, they are heavenly—
ifour sorrow forsin islike his, it is genuine, andifour faith islike his,it ig
saving. Here then is another great advantage in using David’s Psalms.
Inthem the Holy Spirit and not man,describes christian experience, and
in such descriptions there can beno mistake. It is suj.posed by some
that there are many things in David’s Psalms which rende- them unfit
for Christian worship—that Dr. Watts' imitation avoids these defects
and hence it is much better adapted to new 'I'estament times than the
divine original. It has been well observed that the imitation of a bad
thing must be worse than the thing itself.  Especially is this true’ with
reference to the word or works of God;—No imitation of God’s Word or
of his' Works can ever equal the original furmed by infinite wisdom.

"Phisis evident from the numerous defects to be found in'the rmitation
now in question. 1t is admitted that theve are soine minor faults 1n the
metre of Rouse’s version, but it is denied that there are any defects in the
Psalms of David themselves. Itis however against these Psalms
themselves—aeainst God’s own word as it stands in the ' origi-
nal that Dr.Watts directs his opposition, and not against Rouse’s version
—a version which he barely condescends to notice in his Preface.

But let me notice some of the impetfections of this: highly extolled
imitation, and perhapsits entire fitness for New ‘l'estament times nay
begin to be questioned, and the superority of Dr. Walts over the Poets
of Palestine aided by the spirit; may not oe altogether taken for grant-
ed. In the first place Dr.-Walis acknowledges in his preface that he
has “entirely omitted some whole Psalius, and large pieces of many
others.”—Does this render the imitation better adapted to christian wor-
ship than the Psalims in their full and’ complete condition? * it is stated
that more than fifty verses of the hundred and nineteenth Psalm are
omitted in the imitation.* Now what is wrong with this precious por-
tion of God’s word, that, so much of it should be set aside as unfit for
new Uestament times? Those who love God’s word, (and many such
use the imitation,) would not be willing to dispense with filty verses of
this Psaim as it stands in the prose, why then should any’ one receive
this Psalin, and many others without a mumur, when converted into
metre, and so horribly mutilated? “'Certainly such mangling  of God’s
word can make no improvement in the praise. ¥

Again. Watus' imitation contains erroneous expressions.  Does this
render it moresuitable for the new dispensation than the Psalms of Da-
vid, a portion of God’s truth? ‘ '

. For the salke ofbrevity I shall give but one example of erroneous ex-
pression: from the imitation, though a number might be cited. The:
example is taken from Psalm 45: 2. 23d. part, L. M.

“At his right hand our eyes liehold

“The Queenarrayed in purest gold;

The world admires her heavenly dress;

Her vobes of joy and righteousness.”

Very gdod poetry, butvery bad sentiment. "I'he scriptures no where

‘represent..the world as adiniring the heavenly dress, the joy and right-

cousness of the Queen, or Church. - On the contrary, from the very

*This, and the following observationfin this ¢

from & Pamphict on Pralmody by Dr. Anderson of 1he associate Chure

onnectior, aze taken in parg
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first God putenmitybetween theseed of the woman,and theseed of e sete
‘pent; and Christsays tohis disciples,John 15: 19, *If ye were of thewerld,,
the world would love his own: but because ye are r:ot of the world, buv
I have chosen you out of the world, therefore the world Aafetk
vou.” In the conduct of Cain,Ishmael, Esau—in the crucifixioun of the:
JLowd of Glory, and in the multitudes that have been beheaded,} burnt,
and murdered in a thousand ways, by Pagans and Papists, we have
dreadful evidence that the world Zates the Church, instead of admiring
her heavenly dress.. Is it, Iask, moresuilable for the new Testament
church, to sing as praise to God, such a sentimeut, thrown into simooth
-verse, than to singz the following?  Psalm 25: 9, L
“Among thy women honorable,
King’s daughiers were at hand:
Upon thy rizht hand did the queen,
In gold of Ophir stand.” , : : %

This is Rouse,and it 13 God’s word—compare ‘it with the prose or
withtheoriginal,and as tothe metre,itis scarce’a whitinferior to the laud-
ed imitation. : P - :

Again, Walts' imitotion often alters the strain of disconrse, does this
adapt it toour day, and renler it nmore suitable to promote God’s praise
than his own word. Inthe Psalmswe often find exhortation, prayer
assertion, promisesor threatnings, but Dr. Walls inimproving upon the
Psdlms has often taken the liberty ofchanging the strain of discourse,
and instead of an exhortation, he has a profession, instead of a prayer,
an assertion, or some other change is wronght on the text. ' Examples
of this kind might he multiplied; see at the close of the Psalm 25, where
Abe Imitation has an assertion instead of a prayer, as in the original.
“Can the warmest friends of Dr. Walts sanction such conduct, or ap-
plaud him for his boldness in taking such liberties with the word of
God? With what zeal,and energy, and propricty domany whousethe im-
itation, denounce the Romaun Catholics forsuiking the second precept

-from the Decalogne, but is.it more sinful to dispense with one of the
‘conimandments, than to dispense with whole Psalms, and to change the
“maltter, and of course the meaning of others? If the Decalogue is not
‘as well adapted to our day withcut the second commandmentas with it,
“how can the imitation of Dr. Watts be better suited to the worship of
God, wiih ils omissions and alterations, than the songs of Zion,
puteand entire? And further, -in the imitation, the arrangement or
“method of Psalms is greatly changed; is this no defect? The mean-
ing ofa textis frequently to be ascertaincd by the context. 1'he worst
vpinions have been propogated and. supported by detaching portions of
‘scripture from their connection, and giving them a new position. . Sup-
pose Dr. Walts has not propogated any cirors in .this way; yet is not_
<ucig’ course wrong in itself? lsit not a very bad precedent? Can.
the filznds of the imitation find fault with Uuniversalians and other er-
rorists for disjointing the scriptures-to support their opinions, and to
. suit their new ‘I'estament dispensation, when they daily sing songs of
~.praise manufactured on the same principle? In many of the Psalms
_the imitator has gone largely into the work of transposition, and he
.-feewns to have resolved on making the:two ends of the 119 Psalm to
meet, and hence he has brought forward the 165 and 164 verses of this
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Pealm and placed them in the first ard second parts respectively of,
hisunitation. ‘L'he whole of this Psalm .is greatly transposed, and
some of it made entirely neiv, so that between thie fifty verses owitted,
and the transposition which it bas undergone, with the new matter in-
troduced. it is not the same Psalm at all, but a rhyming compound of
the Doctors own creation. Surely the beanty and force of God’s truth
as contained in the Psalms, must be greatly marred, and weakened by
thia disconuesting process through which ‘they have passed. They
have come to us in perfect symetry from the hand of wod—the ar-
rangement 13 divine—every verse, like every joint in the human system
enppliesits own place,and certainlythe wiseand good who'use theimitation
wiil not preiend that the good Doctor was betier qualified to methodize
the Psalms than God himself, and that his disjointed Pralter is better
adapted to promote God’s praise, than the Psalms of David full and
complete, and arranged by infiniteavisdont.

Besides the defecis already poticed, the imilation contains many more
guch asthe omission of ‘a great many  meiaphors and figures that the
Holly Spirit thought. fit to use, forexample “kiss the gon,” “purge me
with hyssop,” “my soul izamong Lions, §c.” Also abuse of figures
~and metaphors, tautological expressions, together withother faalts which
L shall not notice particularly atpresent.  And now, should this imita-
tion, so lame, so full of defects, and many of them so serious—should

_it ever have taken the place of the Psalms and Hymns, of the Holy
Ghost in which it were impiety and folly to seek for impertfections?

1 shall close this argument in which 1 have attempted to prove that
the Psalms of David are beiter adapted to the praise of God,than those
of Dr. Wals, or than human composures, by one or Lwo extracts {rom
Bishop Horne’s Preface to his Commentary on the Psalms. '

"I’he following quotation from this excellent Author shews that the
P salms of David contuin matter of praise to God for the dispensations
o f his providence and grace (rom the beginning of creation, to the final
consummation of all things, and hence they are not suited to the Jew-
ish dispensation merely, but tothe church in all'ages.

“ I'he Psalms are an epitome of the Bible, adapted to the purposes
of devotion. T'hey treat occasionally of the creation and formation of
the world; the dispensations of providence; and the economy of grace; the
transactions of the Patriarchs; the exodus of the children of Israel; their
journey through the wilderness, and settlement in Canaau; their law,
priesthood, and ritual; “the exploits of their great men, brought through &
faith; theirsinsand captivities, their iepentances and restorations; the
sufferings and victories of David; the peacful and happy reign of Solo-
mou; theadvent of the Messiah, with s effects and consequences; his
incarnation, bicth, life, passion, death, resurrection, ascen’tion, kingdom
and priesthood; the effusion of the spint; the conversion of nations; the,
rejection of the jews; the establishment, increase, and perpetuity of the
Christian C_hurch; theend of the world; the general juclgment; the
condemnation of the wicked, and the final triumph of the righteous
with their Lor!and Iling 3% Y3

In this extract we have the contents of the Psalins briefly summond

up, and ifthe Bishopis correct, the Psalms contain niore of Christ and
»* y//;,,',a o wﬁZ/MWK@/VWW "/Wz 74 //w;
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the new Testament Church, than some people imagine, and instead of
“every line and syllable” relating to David himself, a great portion of
them have reference to the new dispensation, and consequently, being
dictated by the Spirit, they areinfinitely better adapted to that dispen-
sation, than any human effusions whatever.

Another quotation from the pen of the same pious commentator
shews thatin his opinion the Psalms of David, “suit mankind inall situ-
ations,” and in this opinion many good men have and do coincide. “Mis
(David’s) invaluable Psalms convey those comforts to others,which they
afforded to himself. Composed upon particular occasions, yet design-
ed for general use; delivered out asservices for Israelites under the law
yet no lessadapted to the circumstances of christians under the Gospel;
they present religion to usin the most engaging dress; communicating
truths which philosophy could never investigate, in a style which poe-
try can never equal, while history is_made the vehicle of Phrophecy,
andcreation lends all its charms to peint theglories of Redemption. * **
Indited under the infinence of Him, to whom all hearts are known,
and all events foreknown, they suit mankind in all situations, grateful
as the manna which decended from above, and conformed itself to
every palate”

I have advanced butZwoarguments in favor of the use of Davids
Psalimns, viz. the divine commandmeunt enjoining their use, and their
superior adaptationto the praiseof God. These argumentsmight be great-
ly extended,and othersadvanced,but I have endeavoredtostudy brevity.
1f the arguments thus presented in favour of these songs are fair, and
manly, and conclusive, as we trust they are, then no objection however
strong can overthrow them, or should lead us to reject this author-
ized book of praises; no plea however plausible. should lead s to pre-
fer that which 1s Aumanin the praise of God, to that which is divine.
But the objections urged against the use of the scripture Psalms are by
no means powerful, andno one need fearthat the strong and substantial
argumentsusually advancedin defenceof these Psalms willever be over-
thrown by the weak and oftrefuted objections with whichthey areassailed-
A great many pettly observations are made relative to the use of David's
Psalms which cannot be noticed at present, I shall consider someof the
more weighty objections, an if “I'ekel” shall be found written upon
them—if when weighed in the balances they arc found wanting, of
course the weaker objections must fall to the ground, and be viewed
as considerations that do not merit a “second sobertliought.” .

1. "T'he first objection fo the Psalmsof David which I notice is.that they
are old and out of date, Weare eujoined repeatedly in the Psalms
themselves to sing a new song, but the Psalms of David are some 3000
years old, and hence it we comply with the injunction,and sing a new
song, we must prepare it ourselves,or haveit furnished to our hands by

some modern Poet. L'othis objection { reply, that a book, ora song,,

can never be considered olz while its author isstill alive. The Psalms
and Hymns of Watts and Wesley, are old and out ol date, because

theirauthors have long ago expited, and geturned to dust. But God

is the author of David’s Psalins and lives [orever, and while he lives,
the great and important principles and truths contained in his Pealms
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will not grow old. “T'he word of God, says Peter, liveth an@ abideth
forever. Although the Psalms of David have been used in the Church
for many centuries, yet to the truly pious mind they still retain a
sweetness and a freshiness which is not peculiarto the latest produc-
tions of modern poets. TFamiliariiy with these inspired songs does not
render them old, and flat, and vapid to the true Christian; but if be
sings them a thousand times “with the spirit 2nd with the understand-
ing,” they will still be new, will fill his heart with inelody and love,and
dirop from his lips “sweeter than honey, and the honey Comb.”  ~

2. A second objection to the Psalms of David is, that they contain
such bitter cuises against the enemies of David, as to render them un-
suitable for christians who are required to love theirenimies, and do
good to them that despitefully use them, and persecute them.

Dr. Wattsin his preface to his Zymns says, “while we are kindling
into divine love by the meditations of the loving kindness af God,
and the multitude of liis tender mercies, within a few verses some
dreadful curse against tnen is proposed to our lips:  'T'hat God wonld
add, iniquity wnto their iniquity, nor let them come into his right-
busness, but blot them oul of the book of the living,—Psalms 64:
26 —28,—which is so contrary to the new commandmentof loving our
enemies, &c.” -He further-adds, “while - our hearts run on sweetly
together, applying the words to our own case, there issomething of di-
vine delight init, but at once we are forced to turn off’ the application ab-
ruptly and our lips speak nothing but thg-heart of David.”

‘I'he Doctor plainly intimates that the (ﬁ"ses contained in the Psalms
are from the /eart of David, and that in fhese curses the King of 1s-
rael isventing his wrath against his own personal enemies and conse-
quently Psalms containing such anathemas do not suit the christian
Charch.  But whatsay the scriptures relative to these cursing Psalms?
Do they speal of these curses as{lowing fromn the heart of David,or from
the Holy Spirit?  ‘I'he most dreadful curses contained in the Psalms
are (o be foond in Psalm 69 whi¢h the Doctor quotes, and in' Psalm
109, and in the first chapter of the Acts, a quotation is made from each
of these Psalins, and instead of coming from the heart of David in the
way of personal animosity, they aresaid, Acts 1: 16, to be the Serip-
ture of the Holy Ghost, and to refer not to old 'I'estament. times, nor to
David’s enemies, but to the trafor Judas, the enemy of Christ, and
doubtless to ail who will act the partof Judas. Would it have been
improper for the Apostles to have sung these Psalms at the election of
Matthias the successor of Judas? And may theyfnot be sung by us
oscasionally with advantage, as having a tendancy, if nothing  else, to

. : - . B o st |
restrain us from the aW(ul'crime of the "I'raitor? All Scripture is profita-
bler f‘or doctrine, for reproof,for correction, for instruction in righteousness

I'here is no evidence from the life of David as recorded in the Bible
that his heart ig full of fury agaivst his enemies, and that he was dis-
posed to revenge himsef by hissword, or to vent his spitein his Poems. -
—THe is described as aman after Gods own heart s
clear from hisconduct towards Saul and Shimei and
was not disposed to curse his enemies,
good. Even Dr. Watls himself seem

and it 1s very
and others that he
but to dless them, and do them

sto forgel in his imitation what
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he had said of Davil’s Aeart in his preface. ' 1n Psalm 35, which he
cntitles “love to enemies” he speaks in the strongest terms of David’s
generous love to his foes, and plainly admits (hat *love to enemies” is
nota feeling peculiar to new Testament Saints. :

“Behold the love, the generous love,

That holy David shows:

Behold Ins kind compassion move

. For his afllicted foes.”

The maledictions contained in the Psalins, are uttered agaionst the
enemies of G'od and his Church, and if we are to cast them aside be-
cause they contain severe denunciations against the wicked, we may
upon the same principle expunge many portions of the new Testa-
ment.  How did Christ the great antitype of David often speak of his
enemies during his sojourn on earth?  In Math. 23.he uses such lan-
guage as the following. “Wee unto you scribes, pharisees, hypoctites!
—Ye serpents, ye generation of vipers, how can ye escape the damna-
tionof hell?  How does Paulspeak of the enenies of Christ?  “If any
man love not the Lord Jesus Chuist, let him be Avathama, Maran-atha.”
1 Cor. 16: £2. And what is the prayer of the “souls under the aliar,”
—the saints in Heaven at the feet of Jesus, respecting their own ene-
mies? “How long, O Lord, holy and true, dost thou vof judge and
avenge our blood on thein that dwell on theearth?” Rev. 6: 10. - Do
such expressions contain any thing more of love to encmics, than the
maledictions contzined in the Psalms?  Why then subject the Psalms,
to a dreadful expuigation in erder to free them of every expression that
seeins to militate against the foes of Zion and her King, whilst almost
every other portion of thesacred Cangon abounds with the same divine
denunciations? DBut is the Imitation of Dr. ! aus entirely clear of those
curses which render the songs of inspiration so obnoxious to many
and so ill adapted to the wants of the Church in her present nmproved
condition, though they answered every purpose in Apostolic times? A
few quotations from the imijtation will.shew that itis'not all love ta
enemies, any more than the rejected =ongs of Zion,

“T hate to walk, 1 hate to sit

With men of vanity and lias; .

T'he scofler and the hypocrite

Are the abhorrence ol 'mine eyes.”

/ : Psalm 26 2.

The 28th Psalim of the imitation s entitled “Prayer answered,” of
coutse the following verse comes in asa part of the anewer.

g W son:; of !':al{scl:oo;l, !ha‘t;tilispisq ]

The works and ~vouders ol thy reign, -

Thy justice gives the +rue r‘e&urd? g M

And sinles their souls to endless pain.”’ ' !

Tt must be a dreadful ctirsing prayer that will meet with such a fear-
ful response.  The 5S8th Tsalm is entitied “warning 1o Mugistrates”
and thedenunciations contained in it against wicked rulers, are more
terrible than the lanzuaze of David. Take the following 23 a sample.

' (~Break out their teeth, eternal God: ‘

Those teeth of Lions dyed in Llood;
And crush the serpents in the dust,
As e mpty chaff, when whirlwinds rise,
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~ Before the sweeping tempest flies
So let their hopes and names be lost.’”

1 select another example: bt

“Does not my soul detest and hate

The sons of malice and deceit?

Those that oppose thy laws and thee, ’

1 count for ememies to me” ~ Pealm 139:2.
Why should any reject the Psalme of David ~because they contatra

. arses against the wicked, and adopt Dr. Walls imitation which

oreaths the same sentiment? : .

The curses against the wicked m the Psalms of David were dictated
by the infallible spirit of God; they proceed from. that Being whose
goodness is infinite, whose merey is over all his other works.—They:
are the curses of that God who has declared that he has no pleasure
in the death of the wicked—who spared not hisown_son. but delivered
him upto the accursed death of the cross for the chief of sinners, for
millions of mortalfoes; but from: whom are the maledictions contain-
ed in the imitation? From Dr. Watts, a man of like passions with
other men, and yeta man professing  more love toward. the wickerd -
than God whose loveisinfinite. = e havean evidence of the Dactor’s
spurious charity ia hisimitation of Psalm 109. In the original this
Psalm contains 31 verses, with heavy denunciations against. the wicl-
ed, referring especially tothe case of Judas. ‘In the imilation this
Psalm is reduced to b verses and is entitled “love to enemies, or the ex-
ample of Christ;” thus where God curses, a mere mortal essays to bless;
and yet, after this display ot sickly sentimentalism, the last verse of this
abreviated song does not seem to savor mach of “love to enemies.”

. The Lord shall on my side engage,
And in my Saviour’s name
I shall defeat their pride and rage,
‘Who slunder and condemn”—

3. A third argument against the use of David’s Psalms, or rathier
a plea in favour of human composition in the praise of God is, that we,
employ ourown language in prayer, and why not in praise?

Lo this T reply that the ordinances of prayer and praise are altogether
distinet. Prayer isan offering up ofour desires unto God forthingsagree-
able to his will:?while praiseis rendering to God that which is dueto him;
it is to extol hum for what he is in himself;and for what be has done,
and continues to do, in the works of cieation, providerce and grace.
We have someidea of what our wants are, and with Heavens prom-
ised help we can make them known to God, but “who can utter th¢
mighty acts of the Lord? who canshew forth all his praise?” No man
can do this without the inspiration, and aid of the spirit.  God is infin-
ite in all his peifections—omnipotent. omniscient, omuipresent, eternal,
unchangeable, glotious in holiness, fear(ul in praises—exalted far above
all the conceptions of men or of angels, his judgments are unsearci-
able, and his ways past finding out,—who then shall speak his praisc?
Who that is not favoured wirh a divine afilatus is competent to provide
forthe Church asystem of Psalmody setting forth the praises of the i
comprehensible Jehovah? Nonebut Jebovah himselfcould providea Lo«ic
of praises in which his attributes,his ways and works would be properiy
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magnified. In the book of Psalms he has graciously farnished Tis
people with an ample and authorised collection of hymus, and if we
would renlder to him that praise which is due we must not use our
own language as we doin prayer when pleading 7or ourselves, but we
must bring with us thos: divinesongs which bear theseal and signature
of Heaver. Among men itisa capital offence to liquidate a debt with
counterfeit coin,especially when it is known to be such; and surely thoss
who would give “due praise to God” should not imagine that any
yhyme will do to discharge such a debt, but those hymus, and those
only, which Glud has authorised will serve to advance his praise.—
And further on this point I obszrve that God has left us no forinula or
collection of prayer, and co:mmanded us to use them, but he has left
us an entire book of praises, and hay enjoined on usthe use of thesame
both by precept and example. Christ said to his disciples, after this
manner, pray ye; Our Father who art in Heaven, &c.” He does not
direct thenito coatiae themszlves to these very words on all accasions,but
pray after this manner; they were to offer up such or similar petitions,
for as the Decalogue contains a summary of the Moral Law, so it
would seem that tlie Lord’s prayer is a summary of prayer, and every
request whichit is proper for us to malee before the thrown of grace may,
narhaps come under some one or other of its comprehensive . petitions.
"I'hus any petition which we may properly offer relative to the advance-
mentof the Redeemers Kingdowm in the heart,or in theworld, tegetb-
er with the means ordained forits promotion nay come under petition
of thy Kinzdom Uome.” Lvery request respecting temporal good things,
such as food and raiment, and the means of securing such, may
comz under the petition, “give us this day our daily bread.” We are
not confined thea to the very words of the Lord’s prayer nor restrain-
ed by its brevity in our supplications, but we are to pray ‘“after this
manner,”—to plead fur the things therein suggested. And while we
thus plead we hiave the promise of the Spirit to help our infitmities, and
while we sing those Psalms Hynins and spiritual songs—the word of
Chirist—already furnished to our hands, we are to be “filled with the
spirit,” but there is no intimation given in God’s word thatthe Spirit will
fill, or help the infirmities of those engaged m making Psalms for the
use of the Church.  Itwill be admitted ~thatit is more difficult to make
a Psalm or bymn than a prayer, and 1f God has authorised usto com-
pose the former as well as the latter, in our own language, why does he
promise his aid in the oneand notin the other? And why does he
engagze to assist us in that which is least difficult, while he withhelds
hisaid in that whish is most2 And why did he provide the Jewish
Church with songs of praise dictated by himself, and leave the poor
Gentiles 10 strugele with the difficulties of hymn-making in their own-
strength?  *‘I'he Lord’s ways are equal;” where his grace is most need-
ed, there it is bestowed. But is it sull maintained that we ought to
compose ourown liymns, as well as employ our own Janguage in pray-
er, then be i so; let every head of a family prepare his own hymns
for family worship,—letevery Pastoror “chief Musician” prepare songs
of praise tosuit the congregation with which they are connected;—"“is
any merry?”? Jet him make lus own Psalms, as well as his own prayers.
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This however isimpossible. Not one man in a thousand has the gift
of poetry—but few have drunk at the fountain of Castalia—but few are
capable of preparing a Hymn fit to be read in ‘private, much less to be
sung as praise to God in the congregation of his saints.  God knew
this, He fore-saw that the number blessed with poetical talents would
be very small, and most of this number would be irreligious—-that man-
kind could not sing his praise, unless the matter of praise was prepared
to their hand, and in great kindness he.has furnished the church with
a collection .of inimitable poems so that their might be no lack in this
part of divine worship, % <

Let those who advance the argument now under discussion, enter
upon  the task of preparing their own Hymus as they make their own
prayers; and if they discover that they are unequal to the task—that
they must depend upon others to'furnish them with hymns, t!\en why
not depend on God2 ~ Why go to Waus and. Wesly, frail erring men,
rather than to the Spirit of God, for songs with which to “sing forth
the honor ef his name, and make ' his praise glorious?” :

4. ‘T'he opposition that is felt to Rouse’s version of David’s Psalms,
with many an objection to the use of these Psalms. :

«With reference (o this version L will give oneor two extracts from the
writings of distinguished men. : '

Dr. J. 'T. Presley, whose hameis dear to usall, gives a brief history
of the introduction of this version into the Church. ‘He says; “during
the sitting of the Assembly of divines at Westininster, in' the year
1643 this version was brought before that venerable body. ' DBeing
catefully examined and amended by the Assembly, the use of it was
authorized in the year 1645 .1t was a(terwardslaid before the Assembly -
of the Chucrh of Scotland. By the General Assembly it was referved.
to the consideration of the Presbytries, who reported such coirections
and amendments as they thought proper. Vhese amendments were
considered by the General Assembly: and afier the version had Leen
improved by the combiied wisdom of the Presbytries and the General
Assembly of the Church of Scotiand; the use of it was authorized in
tae year 1649;as heing found to be, when compared with  the original
more agreeable to the text than any version heretofore prepared.—
‘This version is- now ‘used, for the sinple tcason that'it is
decidedly -the - best we have. It is framed npon the principle,
of a wranslation of the original as literal as the laws of versifi-
cation will alfow.  T'he version wedo not suppese ‘to be perfect; but
admit in relation to it, what all admit in relation to the received transla-
ton of the Bible, that, in some particulars, it might be improved,*

Dr. Burns of New Brunswick says, “’I'he version of the Psalms now
adopted as the national Psalter, was introduced by the joint authority
of English aud Scotiish Pailiaments and ratified by the General As-
sembly of the eliurch on the 231 Nov. 1649, "T'he wvanslation. was
made by a very distinzuished Hebrew Scholar.  roneis Kouse Lsq. -
M. P. one of Gromwell’s Counsellors of State, and preferred, on ascount
of his acquainianee with theGreek and Latin languazes, to the Provost-

*Address to Students of Theology, Dec. 1836, ;
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' .
ship of Eton School. His translation underwent various corrections by
a'Committee of the General Assembly. o many instances, the versi-
fication is far from being smooth or agreeable to the ear. The fact is,
u literal, was more an object of aitention than ‘an elegant translation
and we have the satisfaction to - know, that we utter praise in the very
words of inspiration.*

- ‘I'hus it appears that Rouses version as it came from his hand is not
now in use, but we use the version of the Westmioster divinesand ot
the Church of Scotland. It was not introduced into the churchesin that
stealthyclandestine manner inwhich WattsInitation has sometimesbeen
forced upon congregations, by intraducing it first intotheSabbath school,
then using it half the day in'the Congregation until opposition has died
away, but this version, the firstdrafi of which was prepared by the
Hnu. Mr, Rouse, comes to us approved and authorized by Church and

i‘a—by Parliaments and Church Assemblies. It\vas subjected to
L. most rigid and careful investigation by nien of ““eminent learning
and godliness, ministerial abilities, and fidelity.” But what are the de-

Jects of this version usually called Rouse’s (hat it should be so obnoxious .

to so many of the friends of Zion? It leaves out no Psalms, nor parts
of Psalms—it allers neither thestrain of discourse northe arrangement
ofthe matter,—it contains all the figures and metaphors, and all the
ideas that are to be found in the original,and notunfrequently it conveys
thesense of the Hebrew, it is said,with greater precision than the prose
-nnslation. =~ Whatthen is wrong with this version that it should be so
~bhorred, and sometimes made the scorn and ridicule, as we have heard
«ven of students of ‘I'heology? Why it contains some lines that Jack
one syllable, and some that have one too many for the measure and
hence a jaris made in the music. It contains a few obsolete words, and
sometimes the verse is not sosmoothand flowingas it is desirable tohave
it. These defects are not as numerous as some suppose; or are they at
all serious; and the reason why they exist—why the verseis not flowing
and melodious, is because Mr. Rouse and those who corrected his worlk,
felt themselves bound to give a fair and faithful translation of the Psalms
in metre, and nota paraphrase or an imitation. The work has been
admirably accomplished, the only marvel is, that it contains so few 1m=
perfections. Rouse was undoubtedly a better Poet than Waltts, and )
he had felt himself at liberty to range over creation in search of figures
{m(! expressions, his poetry wonld have been more beautiful and ma-
Jestic than the verse of themuch admired Linitator. s
King James’ edition of the Bible contains some defects, yet it 1
word of God, and for this reason it is used. So Rouse’s version of the
Psalmsis insome minor points defective, and admits of improvem®iy
yet it has been given to the Church as the word of God by men capa-
ble of comparing it with the Hebrew original, and ‘its use has been au-
thorized, across the waters, by the highest authority both in ch'mch
and State, and because it is God’s word we employ itin his prase—"
Let a better version be furnished to the church and we will adoptit upo?
the same principle that we would adopt a better version of the entire

* Sommerville page 105,
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Bible. God seemstohaveexercisad aepecial providenceover thisversion,sa
t!mwfnll the Hymns and Hymn ‘Boolss that have flooded the Church for
the last half century not one selection appeara o have been. made from
Rouse, though his verye is often equal (o the best of the human hymuns,

- andthethought vastly superior. Haditbeen otherwise; had selections been

mads from Rouse’s version and incorporated with human compositions
the advocates of a seripture Psalinady might have heen gradually and
anwarily led to the useof those Hymn Bools in which such selections
were Lo be fonud, and thus the truth on this subject would have perish-
ed or suffered very greatly. Bt this version iy God's word, and_ he
has preserved it from all amalgamation with Hyins of human compo-
sure, and amidst the general defsction of the times, and the rage for in-
novation, he has kept alive on earth a small baad to defend the truth
onthis point. But while it is adhnitted that there are some imperfec-
tions in Rouse's version as to smoothness in mnelre, are the human  ef-

r

Sfusions always perfectly euphonious?  Doubtless many  deficiencies

right be pointed out in the various Iymn bgoks now in use. The
following from Waus, Hymn §03: —5 seems (o be palmost inharmen-
lous as any thing in Rouse. ‘ £ea
*And sainis and seraphs sing and praise
; “".I‘he infinite Three—COne:- .
"The pitiful and 1idiculous idszs however that are contained in some of the
Hyma Boceks, are faults of a far more serfots character than the lack of
a fesvsyllables in Rouse. . T give oné exawmple from many, for without
aa example the force of an 'observation is often not go apparent. It is

a condescension L admit, to quate the following etanzas from: Mercer’s

Cluster, a Baptist Hymn boolk, but if a chiistian denomination, res:
pectable for numbers, and many of them the elife of the land—if they
san command gravity enough tosingithese linesas praise to God,surely
X miay stoop to quote them in order to shew that they, and such ag
they are, do not suit the Church under any dispensation.
“ Of eviry preacher I'd complain: 1]
One zpoke through pride, and one for gain,
Another’s learning small.
- One spolke too fast; and one too slow,
One pray’d too loud, and cne oo low;
Another had no call.
Some walk too straight to malke a show,
While others far too crooked go;
And both of these 1 georn:
Some odd, fantastic motions make, ST
Some stoop too low, somns stand too straight, - %
. “INo one sa fagltless born? - < Hymn?231:2,3.
Truly this man was hard to please. - This stu/ff, and more likeit, ig
offered up-as praise to Ged! Hymnsare tobe found in some . of the
Sabbath school tiymn baoks called “Infant hymns,” and infant they
are pertectly childish and contenttible, and the child that 1s employed
in committiag such to memory in preference to Rouse, 15 poorly employ~
cd.” Itis freely granted thata great deal of good poetry. and good
g ntiment (0o, is to be found in the different Hymn Books now 1in use,
but as the defects of Rouse’s version is made 2 piea for rejecting David’s
Fealms in the worship of Gad, my objectin noticing a few, and only a

few, of the imperfections of modern Hymn books. is to shew that they
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age detective loo, and egregiously so in some respects, and therefore
oughttobe cast asideas unfit for christians of the nineteenth century,
In'conclusion what, I ask,is to be the standard of praiseif the
Psalms of David aroe set aside? Elvery sect will have its own songs, aud
in these songs its owu peculiar scn'imems. i
Presbyterians and Baptists believe in the perseverance of the Saints
while the Methodist holds to the notion of falling from grace, n'nd
they introduce these sentiments into their respective hymno books, l\.u-
merous extracts might be taken fromm Watts and the Cluster relative
to the perseverance of the Saints; I'shall give one or two quotations from
the Methodist.hymn hook seiting forth the opposite sentin.ent.
- Ah! Lord, with trembling I confess,
A gracious soul may fall from grace;”
; " “] rode in the sky
Freely justified [,
Nor did envy Hlijah hia seat;
My soul mounted higher
In a Chariet of fire,
And the moon it was under my feet,
O the rapturous height
Of that holy delight
¥Which T felt in the life giving blood!
- Of my Saviour possest
1 was perfectly bleat
As if filled with the fulness of God,
; Ah! where am [ now!
_ When was it, or how,
That I 1ell from my heaven of grdce. Hymn 91: 6—8
How to say nothing ofthe strange idea of prausinz ‘God for fulling
from grace, \f this doctriae is false and unsciiptural, then such ™ hymns
cannot be praise but icsult ; and if it be true, then those who sing of
final perseverance sing a falsehood to God. Which of these Hymn
Books then isto be the standard of praise? Let the rejectors of God's
inspired Psalms decide foritis nata matter of indifference.

Again the Presbyterians and Babtists sing of “Election,” while om
the other hand the Methodists and Uniyersalists sing ot universal re-

demption. I make one or two quotations from the methedist hymu
book which will speak for themselves.

#Hig Soul was once an offering made

For every squl of man’ Hymn 1: 8
*A world he suffered 1o redeem;

For all he hath the atonement made
Fer those that will not come to him

The rangom ef his life was paid” « Hymn 13: 4. (new.

Supposing it to be right to use human hymns, if Election is true
then it cannot be praise, to sing that Christ * “was made an ofiering for’
everysoul of man.” Ona or other of these opinions must. be false, and
consequently falsehood is sung to God by way of praise.

And further the doctrine of Baptism by immersion js the leading,char-
acterstic doctrine of the Baptist Church,and hence some fifteen songs
are devoted to that subjectin the Cluster,entitled,“befievers baptism,” 23
if baptism by sprinkling or pouring was the baptism of unbelievers! In
these songs Jesus is represented as being “plunged beneath the wave.”
and sioners are urge d to imitate his example. But what if immes-

’

Hymn 97.
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&ion is not the proper moda of haptism—swhat if Christ was baptised
slanding on his feet lilte the Apostle Pawd, (Acts 9: 18) and of conr=e
not “plunzed in Jordan’s awelling lood,” then all this poetry about im-
mersion amonnts to nothing, it cinnot be praize to God.  Without at-
tempting to discuss the mode of baptisin, [-shall malke a reark or fwo
inshew that immersion is not the proper moile, and conseqnently (sup-
posing it right to use human hymns,) those songs of which immersion
s the burden, cannot be praise, inasmuch as indmersion is not the proper
mode, but & mere figment of the fancy. "1'he pitiful, wretche:d, ridicu-
lIous  condition in which immersion would have placed the prim-
itivechristians, all unprepared as they weie foran adventure “beueath
the wave,” isBufiicient aignment against such a mode.  In what a
wretched plight would the muliitades have been placeid by immersion
who were baptized by John at Jordan? e was baptizing in the wilder-
ness,of course there was no Zétele hiouse on the banks attheJordan tnsuch
avegion,into which theimmersed might enterand change theirgarments,
If any of them chanced to haye a change of raiment with them, they
would have been compeiled” after crawling up the bauks, to druggle ol
to the woods, out of sight, to change their apparel! But doubtiess
some had not “two coats? with them (Luke 3:11,) or if they had,
might not choose to seck a private spotto make an exchange; such then
were compelied to stand for hours tozether on “Jordan’sstorimy banks,”’
in their wet garments, or lay themselves down on somie sunny  sput, o
bask and dry. \ ‘

If immersion be the mede, then in this wet and wretched condition
was the Saviour driven away into the wilderness to be tempted of the
Devil; and if he was, it certainly constitutes a part of his hwniliation
and sulfering, not usually noticed. ¥ immersion be the mode then in
what a predicament was the Iunich placed by this nte, whom Plallip
aptised? Ifthere was water enongh in the desert {Acts 8: 26,] in
which toimmerse this ian,itis notlikely there were any accommodations
there, for changing his robes of state. " Rehold him then! Queen Can
daft’s Secretary of the T'teasury, standiog on the high way, drenched
to theskwn, and [eft tothe disagreeable alternative either to steal off to
some private spotand change hisrobes, or ride on in his wet garments.
Instead of riding on “rejoicing” as he did, he would have journeyed on
rather peevishly, supposing thatthe stranger had played a tiick on him
plunged him aad then fled, for fear ofa flagellation! Sprinkling would have
subjected him tonoinconvenience. And if immersion bethemode in what &
:g;(zhu?fw:‘e;‘i _t{l{l::ci?tt())(()r(:'})]learc?l"l \l\;::; were_baptised on the day of Pente
oSt ¢ gel e, brought no change of garments
-]‘Vllthlﬂlﬁm’:}ehive‘? ’amrll ‘]wfere baptised on the “same dt&y”—-and now
dreary posing rough the frets o orussion tothehs eaparem o
_ sting g streets of Jerusalem to their respective habita-
tions, presenung to the gazing and convulsed nultitude, the most pitiful
aud ludicrous appearance ! Tmmersion then is not the mode of hap-
:ESXT).--(JUnbslth‘.l‘ln,iq tl}e circamstances under which the primitive ch'ig-
ians were baptised, often w ) : : 2
AL chnsrrinrr'their ‘:’\eltll!(;l:‘t:er)};aqonnm?dauons either for plung-
Bsntof Haclt ;:,'I;WC bro-mlg B 0 S immersion would have been suf-

S 1St christanity to contempt, and made
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the r:ligion of the Saviour the scorn and ridicule of the wise and good,
But such was not the case,— Christianity was not opposed or sported
with in primitive times on account of the minde of baptism, T'hen as
immersion is not the mode of boptism, the fificen hymnsin  the Cluster
which lay eo much stresson this pointaie allogether unealled foryand can
formno part of God’s praise.  But to retwrn from  this partial digression,

T'here oughit we say to be some stendard ofpraise, for if men are allow-
ed tosing their owa hypins of praise,they will sing any (hing,and every
thing, from rigid Calvénism down to blank -Avmenianism, and cold,
heartless Deisin.  INo doubt many of those who visit the diflerent
churches, especially in our Ciites, and ave {ond of singing, have joined
with the Presbyterians, Baptists, Methodists, Unitarians &e., in prais-
ing Godin all the ditferent contradictory sentiments held by these vari-
ous denominstions, and perhaps some sucl may join occasionally with
the Romans inchanting a little ditty to the Blessed Virgin, Whothen
dees notsee the tmportance of having some standard of praise? But
what can be adopted as a standard unless it be the Psalms of David?
‘Che different denominations will never settie down upon Wauts' hymn
Book as the standard of praise, for when the Methodists and Baptists
gelect a Psalm or hymn from his cellection they change it tosuit them-
selves.

Let then the Psalms of David Le the standard. "They were collect-
ed into a hook by oneof God’s Propliets for the special use of hischureh
—they werc used by the Saviour and his Apostles;-and by the church
in her best and purest days both under the old and new dispensation,—
they contain the &rat2 and nothing but the truth; and when sung
“with the spirit and with thelunderstanding,” cannot but be acceptable tor
God. Until this is done division must exist in the Christian ranke,ané
false and contradictory sentitnents will be sung by one party or another as
praiss to God.

The Universal adoption of David’s Psalms throughout the churches
would tend greatly to break down the middle walls of partidn whick
divide the gentile church.—Such a measure would be calculated to
promote the purity and peace of Zion,—would secure to her enlarge-
ment, and a full flow of “grace, mercy and peace” fromn ber exalted
King. O! maythe happy day soon arrive when the people of God
shallsee eye toeyeon this subject, and see tbe truth—shell cast away
their human and unauthorised effusions, and join in concert with David
with Jesus and his Apostles and with the church in her purest days, and
sing with united voice in the language of inspiration,

- “Alllands to God, in joyful sounds,
Aloft your voices raise.
Sing fourth the honour of hiz name,
And glorious make bis praise,” :
Psalm 66; 1—2.

9





