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miraole-worker. ¢ Thy sins avo forgiven,” was o revelati-. -.f
paramount importance. Thereisno question of deopor importance
than that asked by Job, **How can man be just with God?t”
Christ told tho way. It wasa-.cath for all time, and of such tro.
mendous momont to the well being of humanity that suddenly, in
tho midst of ordinary events, » divino hand appeared and wrote in
lotiers of shinfog grace, ** This claim is true ; Christ ia ablo tosave
tho world.” Whonover you gco & miraolo, search for tho accom-
panying truth, If what you sco cortifies to no grand rovelation
worthy of God, it is no miracle.

Just hoto the Evarcgelist Mark brings in an account of Christ's
proscnca at tho feast given by Matthow o show us

CHRINT'S PURPOSE TO SAVE TIIR SINNER,

It {9 not onough to know that Christ is able to eave. Ir Ho
also willing to save? What is Huy purpose in coming to ersth?
This is o paramount question. [t was answered by a sur;rising
fnoident. Matthow Levi was a tax-gatherer, belonging to o
hatod class,—a class which of wnccessity, frota its hatefnl
duvies and ita great temptations, drow to it men of tho meanest
oharacter and lowest position, Tho Romans thomselves despised
theso oftficinls, terming them **tho wolves and bears of soocioty,"
and their work *¢ the bascst of all liveliboods.” . Still bittorer was
tho feeling against them among the Jows. They wero not allowed
to contribute alms in tho synagogues or to givo testimony. They
woro an ostracised class. And yet Christ called Matthow to be
His disciple. and when Matthow gave a farowell feast to his
follow-publicans, Christ allowed Himsclf to tako a place among
them and eat with them. Ho could hardly have done anything
moro shocking to high-bred Jews. 1t was an act amazingly
impolitic. What did it mean? It was evidently dono designedly.
It was to show that Christ came to earth ‘‘to geek and to save
that which was lost.” ¢ Thoy that aro whole,” said Jesus, ‘* have
no need of a physician, dut they that are sick : I came not to call
the rightsous, but sinners.” Christ mission is remedial, and
Christianity is a remedial system. In this it is distinguihed
from sll other religions of the earth. It recognizes man as sick
unto death with tho spiritua) disoaso wo call sin. He needs heal.
ing and ho cannot heal himself, Christ’s one purpeee in coming
to earth was to scek ous these poor, sin-sick mortals and savethem.
Wherover a sinner is, thero Christ has a mission. Whoover is a
sinner may know that Christ 1s secking him, Christ loves him
Christdicd for him, would savohim. Andif thixis Christ's mission,
it should bo that of overy ono of Hiafollowers. Woaresenttotho
s stricken of everyraceand condition. Their veryunworthiness,
even their loathaomeneas, is the ground of their claim upon us.
They are sick unto death, and we, as disciples of tho great
Physician, are bound to give them healing if wo can,

Queen’s University.
PEBRUARY CONFERENCE OF THE TIIEOLOGICAL, ALUMNI.

The Alumni who initisted thess Conferences at Queon’s are
gratifiecd at their sucoess, anid at tho fact that they are being
imitated in ono form or another Ly sister institutions. This
yeara Conference promises to be particularly helpful, though ono
highly esteemed brother, who undertook last February to propare
a paper, the Rev. D. J. Macdonnell, will be anablo to bo present.
It commences on Feb 11th, at 7.30 p.m.  Pergons, intending tp be
present aud desiriog to be billeted, mast apply to the Secrotary,
Rev. J. D. Boyd, B.A., Kingston, before Feb. 7th. Accommodation
will not be provided for those who apply lator.

Tho following is tho programme for this winter :

FORENOONS.

1. “TheChanocilor's Leotureship * Leotureson the Pailosophy
of Religion of Kant and Hegel aro postponed iill next session, and,
in their place, Professor Watson proposes to give a critical estim-
ato of A. J. Balfour's ** Foundations of Belief,” a work which has
oxvited a good deal of comment. 1t is requested that thoss who
propose to attond this ssssion will mako themselvos familiar with
the subatance of Mr. Balfour's book.

1L (@) *' Prosent Day Problems of Canadian Preaching.” Dis-
cussions opencd by tho Principal.

Book recommended toboread : Sandey on Inspiration (Bampton
Lectures {0 1803).

Papers to bo written and sent in by Rev. D. J. Macdennell,
B.1., and Rev. James Bonnett, B.A.

() Other Preaent Day Problems of Ministerial Work, Papers
are invited en this subject, to bo 360t to the Principal by Feb. 1at,

AFTZRNOONS,

I. Scciolegy and Economics (under the guidance of Professor
Shortty. \a, General view of Socialistsc Schemes (J. Rae). Paper
by Rer. .John Hay, B.D,

The Presbyterian Review

{6) Introdnotion totho Modern Industrial System (A. Toynbes.)
Paper by Rev. Salen Bland, B.A.

{¢) Prabloms of Poverty (Hobson), Paper by Rev. Joun J.
Wright, B.A.

(d) Probloms of To.day (R. T. Ely).
MaaGillivray, M. A,

Tho following aro also suggested: Goneral Principles of
Economics (J L. Laughlin); Modern Political Society (F. O. Mon.
tague, P. Leroy-Beauliou); Dovolopmant of vhe Labor Problem
(L. Brontano); Monoy and tho Mechaniam of Exchange (I W,
Jovons) ; Monopolica and the Poeople (C. W. Baker); Social
Disoascs and Worse Reracdics (T. E, Huxloy).

1. **Social Rounions of tho Meml -va of the Conferonco, with
visits to tho Library, tho Masoum, and tho new Laboratorice.

RVENINGS.

The Old@ Testament Concoption of Qod. Rov. Dr. G, M.
Milligan.

Influenco of Romo on Christianity. Rev.J. A, Binolair, M. A,

Influence of Grecce on Christianity, Professor McNaughton,

The Apologetic for the Timew. Professor Rosn.

Tho Preseut Position of Old Testament Historical Criticism,
Professor Mowat,

Paper by Rev. M,

Looks into Books,

A Carriear asp ExeesricAl COMMENTARY on tho Epistlo to the
Romaus, by tho Rov. William Sanday, D.D., LL.D., and the
Rev. Arthur C, Headlam, B.D., Charles Soribner’s Sons, New
York, 1895.

This is tho first Now Testament volume in the International
Critical Commentary as Driver’s Deuteronomy was the firat on the
Old Testamont. And whatever one may think as to tho critical
views of thoso who projected the series thers is no question as to
transcendent value of this part of it.

Happily for themaelvesand for tho pormanent usefulness of theic
work the authora have here no occasion to differ widely frcm any
portion of the tzaditional view as to the origin and character of the
Epistlo tothe Romans. All attempts to shake confidencs in its
genuinenessand even in its integrity havo 8o far completely failed
and it atands to-day mors surely than everas ono of the univer-
sally accopted Pauline prodactions of the first centary. Tho most
thorough going scholarahip has only confirmed the traditional view
and pat it beyond all doubt. The strength of the book, therefore,
lies in the commentary itself. The Epistle is ono which affords
abundant opportunity #~+ testing the Commentator’s ability.

In one respect this Commentary makes no claim to bo oxhaus-
tive. It docsnot catalogue and discurs all tho various views:hat
havo boen given by ths multitude of acholars wwho have left works
on this epistle. But at best that would have beon only a useless
parado of learniog and one does not missit. Atalmost every point,
where it may prove helptul or even only interesting, the history of
the leading lines of exegesis is given with sufficient fulness to enablo
ono to sco the tread of thought in tho conrsn of the centuries of
exposition from the time of the father's down.

Nor do tho writersaim at following out the theological aspeots
of tho Apostle's teaching in such & way as to mako a completo
harmoniousaystem. They “ecogaize tho permeating infuence whoh
a presupposed syatem is apt to have on the fidelity of exegesia.
They carefully guard mgainst putting more meaning into the
languagethanit will fairly bear, whatever school of theology might
benefit from it. They bavo aimed at making their oxposition
historical ir tho best ecusc, setting forth simply what the Apostle
must have meant and what his original readers would be likely to
understand.

Tho only presuppositions, therefore, which they aro anxious to
tako account of are thoss of Paul himself. Tho Jowish literature
of his day is abundaatly drawn upon to discover tho ideas that
wero carrent and with which be and his readers were Yikely to have
becn familiar. All that learning can do toput usin their situstion
is hero done. The information is given too without any oracular
assumption of superiority, but with the grounds folly atated so
that cach ono can judgo for himsclf as % the soundness of the
positions taken. In fact tho writers take us into their confidenco
oll throngh and confess their own difficnltics with a franknoss that
begets a 8trong frcling of security in the honesty and wisdom of
their gaidance.  One of tho fascinating teatures of the book is the
readiness with which they interrapt tho courso of the verbel
exogosis to discuas in & familiar and nerfectly nataral way the
points of interest, whether textual, linguistic, doctrinal or histori-
cal that emerge from timo to time. Xhore ars few questions one
would cavo to ask about the epistlo which sre not dealt with in tho
apprepriato place, while thcro aro fow of tho discnasions zo purely
roademic Lha. tha averago Biblical scholar is not likely to bs inter-
cated in them, Al the while tho Apoatles’ main Jine of thought




