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THE MARIOLOGY OF THE NEW
TESTAMENT.

For all that we know of the moth-
er of our Lord we must go to the
New Testament, and when we con-
sider the interest that is inseparable
from one who was #o honored In the
history of redemption we must re-
gard It_as of small amount. The
genealogical tables of Matthew and
Luke give us the lineage of Joseph
only, and we krow not who were
Mary's paren‘s rnor where or when
she was born, nor when or where she
dled. In Matthew the prominent per-
gon Is Joseph; in Luke It Is Mary.
In the Annuaclation she is addressed
as “the highly favored.” It contains
the fullest description of the greatest
fact in human history—the Incarna-
tion. It also Informs us that she was
of the lineage of David. Here her
words exprass faith, meekness and
humility. On her immediate visit to
Elizabeth she was saluted as blessed
among women, She is called here the
mother of the Lord and happy in
having helioved that the things
spoken would come to pass. Then fol-
lows the sub.!me hyma of the mag-
nificat in  which her feelings find
expression in the words: “For, be-
hold, from this time all generations
shall ecall me hlessed.”

For the next refer.ace to Mary we
must turn to Matthew, where Joseph
{g instruct>d by the angel to take
unto him his betrothed wife and she
brought forth her first born Son,
Then follow the visit of the Magi,
the flight into Bgypt. the return
to Judea wupon the death of Herod
and the settlement In “azareth, In
all of which Joteph, and not Mary
is the principal figure. Turning back
to Luke, we are informed that, when
the shepherds told the heavenly vis-
fon, “Mary laid up their words and
pondered them in her heart.” After
the light from heaven came the light
of prophecy when the aged Simeon
moderated the warmth of maternal
hope with tae  significant words:
“But a sword shall plerce thine own
soul,” The Inzident of Christ among
the Jerusal:m doctors, when He was
twelve yeara old, must have admon-
ished Joseph and Mary not to forget
that this boy who geamed outwardly
as others and whko was S0 exemplary
in a!l things, was distinct from all
others and had a mlisslon in the
world which ralsed him above all
ordinary condidons. The words with
which he met his mother's ¢om-
plaint: “Son, why hast thou thus
dealt with us?”’ implied that they
ought not o hav: forgotten who and
what he was; that, while Mary was
his mother, his Father vas in Ilea-
ven, and that it was for His busl-
ress that he wis nov upon eurth.
This incident brings out that Mary
was not without deep thought on
this mystery of which she was the
humble and submissive Instrument;
for “Mary kapt all these sayings in
her heart.”

Kven more elgaifizast is the con-
ve.sati n at the marrlage 1o Cana
of Galilve. Undoubtedly, the words:
“Woman! What hive I to do with
thee? Mine hour is not yet come”:
while ouite pwpestful, contain leni-
ent rebuke or wha' Coleridge has
called, “aliquid Increpations”  The
term, woman, and not, mother, inti-
mates that former relations have now
ceased, He certalnly makes known
tkat, in the conduct of his mission
upon earth, he will brook no inrer-
terence—even from his mother. From
her subsequent instrustions {o the
eervants she szemed to expect some
miraculous stancs. The next in-
cldent contalas merely an allusion to
Mary, but is most instructive, While

Christ was teachirg, a certaln woman
cried out, “Blessed s the womb that
bare thes, etc.” But he said, “Yea
rither, blessed are they that hear
the word of God and keep it.” Here
he does not deny to his mother that
honor by which she is blessed among
women, (Luka 1:42, 1:48), and which
ghe could share with none; but e
denles exclusive honor by placing all
who keep the word of God along with
ter. They shali have all the blessed-
1ess which she can have as God's
people. To do this was, If not a high-
er honor, a higher blessedness. The
maternal relatinehlp is thrown into
the background and the moral pre-
ferred. Simila* to this is the well
known Incident recorded in all the
synoptis In which he =aid: “Who is
my mother and who are my breth-
ren?’ And le stretched forth his
hand toward his disciples and sald:
“Beheld my mother ard my breth-
ren! For whosoever shall do the will
of my Fathar which is in Heaven,
the same Is my brother and sister
and wmother”; the obvious Inference
from which is similar to that In the
previous case, namely, that all
natural ralationship has ceased to
be of any consequence; that hence-
forth only those who do the will of
God are esta:med his relations and.
if 'més mother, brothers and sisters
do so, he shall regard them algo as
his relations. In Matthew 13:55. their
names are given as follows: “Is not
this the arpenter's son? Is not his
mother called Mary? and his breth-
ren, James and Joseph and Simeon
and Judas? And his sisters, are they
not all with us?’ Two of these ap-
pear afterwards as writers of two of
the Eplstles. Taken along with the
expression first born, in  Matthew
and Luke, no one would think of
their not being real brothers, espec-
I:‘Ily when sisters are also mentlon-
ed.

This serles of facts finds an ap-
propriate “on~lusion in the action of
Jesus amid H's dying agonies on the
Cross, showing that His words at
other times arose from no want of
fillal love, when he said to his weep-
ing mother, whose heart was now
plerced with the sword as predicted by
Simeon: “Woman! behold thy son!”
erd to the disciple, when he loved:
“Beheld thy Mother! And from that
tour that disciple took her unto ms
own home” Hers again the word,
woman, expressed the exchange of all
earthly, maternal and filial ties for
these which bound her to IHlim as
saved by faith and Him to her as her
Saviour, Her last appearance In the
New Testament ani in hictory was
when, in the evening of the day of
the ascension, she was with the
twelve and the women and His
brethren, Hare she is called as us-
ual, the Mother of Jesus. The start-
lirg title, “Mother of Go1'" was not
conceived or affirmed  till the fifth
century cf our era. In all such
passages we may trae a purpose and
must find an inference. They teach
that nothing In our salvation is to
be expected from the motherhood ot
Mary, while she must remalin for all
time an example of innocense, pur-
ity, and matrnly propriety. ‘While
she must hold a peculiar place in the
history of r-demption upon earth.
in Heaven, she must be near to Him
whom she bore under her bosam
Her memory will ever be inseparable
from the hollest mys‘erios and oloss-
ings of faith, and her name is pre-
served in the Apostles' Creed to be
repeated to all genarations in  the
well known clauses, “roncelved by
the Honly Ghost, born of th: Virgir
Mary."—Allan Pollock, D.D., in Pres-
byterian Witnoss.

The things that belong to men must
be understood in order to be loved: the
things that belong to God must be
lo‘\,r in order to be understood—Pas-
cal.

LOCAL OPTION VOTE.

The contest of the liquor and tem-
perance forces for supremacy In 160
municipalities of Ontario came to an
end, for the time belng, on Monday
evening, when the polls closed. It was
a bitter contest, one slde fighting for
thelr bread and butter and the other
“to save the boys,” according to the
appeals In their lterature.

The “Ploneer,” the organ of the Do-
minion Alllance, and millions of leaf-
lets were distributed to good effect
and In addition to local ministers and
lay workers who united without re-
gard to denominational affillations,
the following speakers from outside
the Dominion assisted the temperance
r R. G. Glenn, of
North Carolina; the Hon. Seaborn
Wright, of Georgia; the Hon. Eugene
Chaplin and Mr. Oliver Stewart, both
of Chlcago, and Mr. G. W. Morrow, of
Detroit, Michigan. The liquor people
were assisted by Mr. J. Earl Brown,
advocate, of Michigan, and the Rev.

D. Wasson, of Rhode Island. Mr.
Haverson, solicitor for the License
Holders' Protective Assoclation, di-
rected their campalgn.

Involved In the contest were B61
llcenses—about one-fourth of the total
number in Ontario.

The results of he voting, while not
quite complete,.show that the three-
fifths clause prevented the passing of
the by-law in many places where good
absolute majorities were obtained. The
reports recelved show that the meas-
ure was carried In the following
places:

Leamington, majority 50; Bobecay-
geon, 19; Acton, 10; Alliston, 8; Tees-
water, 11; Allsa Cralg, 23; South Dum-
phries, 2; Orillla, 21; Stayner, 7; Al-
monte, 18; Brooke (large) Renfrew, 9;
Beeton, 2; Lobof townshlp, 28; Dun-
field township, 41; West Tilbury, 7;
Bayfield, 1; Burford (small) Newmar-
ket, 45; East Gwillimbury, 103; Col-
lingwood, 22; Wainfleet, 45; Orange-
ville, 4; Dunchurch (small) Strathroy
(large) Eastnor township, 37; Galt, 7;
Brampton, 7; Bruce Mines, 4; Ren-
frew, 9; Cobden (small) Kingsville, 19;
South Colchester, 60; Chesley, 2.

Defeated: Elora, majority 75; Parks
hill, 6; Holland Landing, 33; Ayr-
36; Vienna, 12; Bath, 6; Aurora, 56;
Burlington, 48; Hespeler, 67; Fergus,
13: Oakville, 46; Dutton (small)
Exeter, 19; Fenelon Falls, 15; Port
Perry, 27; St. Mary's, 42; Delhl, 86;
Brantford, §7; Turnberry, 17; Tiver-
ton, 3; Brussels, 2; Meaford, 8; Fic-
ton, 13; Tottenham, 2; Clinton, 27;
Cornwall, 112; Blyth, 26; Wingham,
44; Hibbert township, 100; George-
town, 60; Bradford, §5; Cobours, 75;
Port Hope, 28; Sault Ste, Marle, 1
Steelton (small) Carleton Place,
Malden township, 4; Peterboro, 11
Dundas, 119; Ol Springs, 26; Kempt-
ville, 12; Pembroke, 49; BEssex, 3;
Kenora, 260. Carleton Place, 12,

Repeal carried: Hensell, majority 16.

Repeal defeated: Port Carling, ma-
jority, 84; Bruce townshlp (large).

By-laws were carrled in Brockville
to increase license fees and raduce
number of licenses; and In St. Catha-
rines for llcense reduction and In Am-
herstburg to increase license fee to

$600.

According to the “Mall and Bmpire,”
out of 125 municipalities heard from
in the 161 municipalities where vot-
ing on local option took place yester-
;uy..zn was carried in 63 and defeaied
n 62

The Canadian residents in Japan
have formed a Canadian club in Yoko-
hama, its primarv obiect heing to
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