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of tha Lord——did not preserve lua name from that stamp of @ foolishnees®
which we find impressed upan so many of the great names and great acts
of men, whoe s there that ean hope to stand - Not one, as of himsef;
but there is without us and above us a power that ecan exalt even the
lowly to high things, and con sustain them 1o afi tiue wisdom, s leng as
they rest upon it, and think not that the iight which shmes upon ther
path and glorifies theie way, shines out of themselves, aud not i them
Solomon was wise : Solomon was foulish,  Acioniding contradiction
and contrast of terms! Yet it dies vt gatonsh. 1t may actonish
angely, but not s, We are used 1o tiue kiad of experience.  We seo it
—tho same in kind, if not in degree——every day ; and that which would
amnazo us from any ather pomt of view than thar ftam which we look,
becomes fanuliar to onr thoughte, Lok armund.  We see men whn are
faolish without being wisa: but we ser n it wh is wise without being
foolish, Itis * frolichuess,” and nat wisdam, that @ is ound up in the
heart of & child " [oolishnees, whi-h every man coriatnly has, is his
nature 3 wisdom, if he has it, is a gift bestowed upen him—bestowed as
freely upon him as it wae upon Solomon. The wisdom docs not eup.
pross ot drive ont the foolishuess, but js a weapon—it inay be a stafl, it
iy be a glittering sword—given into I hands to fight against it, to
keep it under; a weapan to be used with daily and ever-warchful vigil-
ance, and not to rest idly in the seabbard, ‘Ulus was king Solomon's
fault. Having been victor in many a deadly fray, until victory beeamo
casy and habitual, ho forgat that the enemy of his greatness and peace
atill lived—was not mortally wounded—did not cven sleep.  He saffered
his weapon to rest until its keen edge was eorroded —until it clung in
rust to tho seabbard, and could not be drawn forth.

If there bo on carth one sight more surrawful than that of wiedom be.
¢omo fooiishness—or, rather, sulfering foolithneey to be vietariona,—it
is that of tho fall of an old man whose youth had heen promising, and
whosc manhood glotious and beawtiful.  Yet this alsn was the caso of
Solomon, and the thought of 1t is enongh to draw forth moet itter tears.
The fall of an old tree, or of sotnoe noblo old rutn, is heheld with some
regret, but it occasions no rending of heart, It was their doam.  Ago
ripencd them but for their fall ; and wo wondered more that they stood
so long, than that they fell 8o soon. Iut man 18 expected to ripen in
moral and religious strength—to harden into rock-like fixedness as his
age increases. Ho whom wo have looked up to 8o long,—he whoso
words were wisoe as oracles, and from whoso lips we had 2o long gather-
ed wisdom,—he who bore noblo testimomes tor the truth,—~he who had
labored for tho glory of God, who had withstond many storns of h
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All olee 1« gono, from those great eyce

The soul has fled
When [aith ia 1z, and honor dias,

‘T'he inan 13 dead
Then pay the reveronco of old daye

To tus dead fame ;
Watk backward with averied gaze,

And hude the shame ™

Ihd Solomon tepent 1 Seripture says nothing posttively ; but it may
bo hoped that he did  1f the book of Feeleasastes be cotreetly aseribed
to Solomon=and we are of thos that think 1t is=—it is must uatural to
suppn s that it oxhibits his naturest convictions and oxperionses 3 and
althor th thero aro no such diteet expressiuns of repontance as wa find
1n the Psalma of David—no such tamenting cries for sin, it inay bie cone
sidered that tho framework of the boak did not well admit them Dot
thero 1s much in tho warnings against the vamiy and vexation of splrit
by which the wicked and proethgato aro decoived and toninented, to re.
mind us of the sad and sorrow ful experience which tho history ascribes
to the latter days of Solomon. Rtto.

THE TEMPLE,

1 KINGS T1, V1L ; 11 LMRON. 111, V.

As no two persons who have attempted to describo or depict the
temple built by Solonion, have furnished the same idea of the building,
1t ¢ obvious that the materiais which we pussess, although satficiently
clear in somo of the details, enhier do not sutlice for & disunct notion of
the bunding as a whole, or elso that the true sgnification of the archi.
tectural torms cmployed has not been correetly approhended. A new
soutce of infurmation has, however, of late years presented itsolf, in the
particulars which havo beon affurded respocting the plan and arrange-
ments of ancient Fgyptian tomplos,—a careful consideration of which
enabled uvs, many years ago, to suggest tho obvious analogy hetween
them and the temple of Solomon. This has since haon confirmed by
many other writers of ligh name, and has beon the more forcibly impres-
sed upon our own conviction by the repoated occasions wo have fourd
of reconsidoning the subject. 'T'ho idea of such a cumpanson being once
eatablished, 1t became loss difficult to apprehend much that had once

passion and many temptations of human glory, and in whoso eapacious
mind are garncred up the fruits of a liic's knowledzo and oxpenence,—
for such a man to fail from his high placoe fills tho most firm of heart
with dread, and makes the moral universe tremble. It is altogether
terrible. It is a calamity to mankind : it is more than that ;—it i3 a
shame, a wrong, and a dishonor. The righteous hide their heads, and
the perverse exult ;=hell laughs,

Thero is something more: the grace of God is blasphemed. To seo
a mun sct forth as ono specially gifted of God—as endowed with a sur-
passing measure of wisdom trom above, to fit him to become a king and
lcader of men,—for i1y to fall, ig, with the unthinking, an awful scandal
upon tho gifts of God. If he who ascribes heaven-given powers to the
influence of demons commits, as most suppose, the unpardonable sin
against the Holy Ghost, of what sin, think you, is ho guilty, who gires
occasion 10 that blasphemy by his misconduct and his fall 1

Yet am:d this dreadful scene of wreck and ruin somothing profitable
to our own souls may he gathered up.

Let it teach us not to rely too implicitly upon any past attainments or
prosent convictions.  Liet us never think that the time of danger to our
souls is past, or that the great troubler of epirits is wholly discomfited,
and despairs of all advantage over us. ‘There is no time wherein wo
can be safe, whilo wo carry this body of sin about us. * Youth is
impetuous, mid-age stabborn, old age weak,—at.t. ravosrovs.” In the
conviction of this cver-presont peril, and of the sleepless vigilance of the
encmy, may we bo led to look out of ourselves altogether for strength
and sustainment. When wo aro the strongest, it is best to bo weak in
ourselves ; and when at our weakest, strong in him in whom we can do
all things. ¢ If God uphold us not, we cannot stand ; if God uphold us,
we cannot fall.” Then, why did he not uphold Solomon, that ho might
not fall? There can be but one answer,-—Solomon did not want to be
upheld. He thought he could stand alone—ho relicd upon his own
strength—he trusted in his own heart ; and we have Seripture and ex-
perience to tell us, that “ he who trusteth in his own heart is a fool "
He, in tho pride of his intellectual wealth, was like the rich man in the
parable with his material goods,—*¢I am rich, and increased in goods,
AND HAVE NEED OF NOTHING.” It was at that moment, when he had
realized the conviction that he had need of nothing, that the word went
forth against him—¢ Thou fool ™ So also, assuredly, was it then—when
Solomon thought himself perfect in wisdom, and that ho had need of
nothing—that the word went forth— Thoufool ! and he became foolish
indeed.

« So fallen ! 0 loat! the light withdrawn
- ’ ‘Which once he wore !

The glory. from his gray hairs gono

For evermore !
) Of all we loved and honored, naught
E Ttsocc 0 Save power reroains ;

.o - A fallen angel's pride of thought,
«0 w7 - Still strong in chaines.

ncompr gible, and 20 to rcabize somothing like a distinet
idea of the sacred structure.

‘I'ho building was a rectangle,~—seventy cuhits long in the clear from
cast to west, and twenty cubits wide, from north to svuth, Some take
tho cubst at half & yard, and scarcely any estimate makes it more than
twenty-ono inches ; and, taking even tho largest estimate, it must bo
adwitted that these dimensions aro but small in comparison with
Chunstian churches and Mohammedan mosques,  But these are intended
to contain great numbers of worshippers, wherecas this, ltko tho Egyptian
and other ancient temples, also of sinall dimensions, was not constructed
with a view to the accommmodation of worshippers, who never entered
tho interior,—all public worship and sacnfices being performed, not in
tho temple, but towards it (as the reaidence of the Deity;, in the enclosed
court or courts in front of tho sacred house. Viewed with reference to
this speciz! object, and this casential diflerence, a building becomes large
which scems mnall and insufiicient when viewed with regard to objects
cntirely different.  ‘The templo was sumply twice as largo as the taber-
naclo. T'hoso who nccuso the sacred writers of cxaggertion mnay do
well to reilect on tlus instance, in which an apparent difficuly, thus
satisfactorily explained, is at the first view created, not by tho largeness,
but by the »mal:ness, of the duncnsions given.

Small as the temple wase, its proportions wero noblo an harmonious,
The porch was ten cubits deep; vo that the interior, or cells, was oqual
to 2 treble square,~but one square was divided off for the innersanctoary,
so that tho just geometrical proportion was thua established. ‘This pre-
vented the appearance of narrowness in the intenior, - which would have
resulted from the enfire dimensions ; while any appearance of narrow-
ness in tho exterior view was obviated by the stonies ot chambers for the
use of the priests, built against the sides.  Theso stonies were three, each
story wider than the one above it, as the walls were made narrower or
thinner as they ascended, by sets-ofl of half & cubit on each side,
on whicth rested the ends of tho flooring joints, to avoid in-
gerting them in the walls of the sacred building itsclf.  Thus, externally,
the bLuilding had the appearance of a smait church, with a nave and two
sido aisles.  But this was not tho sppearanco internally, sceing that the
aide-buildings were not, like the aisles of a church, open to the interior.
These additions at the sides must materially have enlarged the apparent
bulk of the building iu the external view, which has been moch over-
looked in the usual cstimates of its dimensions. If, as Joscphus affirme,
the porch was higher than the rest of the building, the rescmblance to a
church must have been still greater, as this would givo the tower in
front, besides the nave and two side aisles. Nor is this a strange coin-
cidence,—such Christian churches as have not been modelled afier
Greek snd Roman temples, having been framed after what was conceived
to have been the plan of Solomon’s temple.

Like the Egyiian temples, that of Solomon was composed of three
principal parts. ‘The porch, or pronacs, the depth of which was ‘equal
to & half of its width. Next to this was 2 large apariment, designated
the Senctuary, or Holy Place,—forty cubits deep by twenty wide. - This



