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the dear Gwl": or wa» it some Christian neighbour to

whom he was listening? Are the millions of worship-

pers in the syn igogue addressing themselves <lirectly

to (Icxl, the king and i reator of the universe, the Father

in Heaven; or do they, in tlieir thoughts, substitute (or

all these terms the Memra «>r the Logcw, or some other

abstraction, of whiih the writer of those prayers was

unaware ? For, affording to what we are told by many

thwlogians, (IcxI is t(X) far olT, th'.* King of the Uni-

verse too cosmo|K)litan, and the Father in heaven too

high for the mind of the Jew, and is thus an ini|x)ssiblc

object for worship. These are (iuesti«)ns whifh readily

sugge«.t themselves when one, for instance, reads

Weber's book, System der Altiynagogahn Paldslinen-

sischen Theologie, whiih has within the last decades

become the chief source of information for the great

majority of the writers on this subject. The thesis

which Weber sets himself to prove through al' his work

is evidently that of the predominance of the legalistic

clement in Jewish theology, which was so overwhelming

that it crushed even God under its oppressive burden,

or, what is the same thing, removed him out of the

world. Hence the strange arrangements of subjects in

Weber's work, treating first of nomism (or legalism),

then of the character of the oral law, the authority of

the Rabbis, etc., and last of all, of the Jewish notion

of God. The general impression conveyed by such a

representation is that this Jewish Gwi is not the Go<i

from whom the Torah has emanated, and on whom
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