
eider writers. Stili afier a careful examination of' a considerable portion of
the Nwork, we have no hesitation in expressing our conviction that it deserves
to be marked among the best, if flot actually the best of Dr. Brown's com-
mentaries. In saying this we are far from giving Dr. J3rovn's work an
unqualified approval. Rie lias in several instances adopted interpretations
of the correctneg of' ihich ail his arguments have filied to, convince us.
Somne of these are adopted against the views of the soundest intorpreters,
and aprear decidedly strained. Foer example, in Chap. 10. 19., lie interprets
the words;, Il îving therefore boldness to, enter into, the boliest by the blood
o>f Jesus" of the entrance of Christ into, and not of believers being admit-
ted to access to the reconciled Divinity, and then explains the expression
''that, is bis flesli" as lbavingr no relation to the vail, but to the previcus part
of the ver-ýe, -and explains it as devoting bis entrance into heaven in lîuman
nature. We presume to think their interpretation extremely forced and
unnat,îral. Aaain we deeplv regret; te see Dr. Brown on the ce]ebrated
passage, Chap. 4. 10, denyingy ail reference to the christian Sabbath, and
interpreting the words, IlIHe that bath entered into bis r-est bath cea.;ed froin
hi.; labours as God did from bli$," as descriptive of the believers privilege.

Wccari scarcely see any sense in wbich the believer cari be said Io have
ceased trom biis labours and to bave entered inte bis rest. JCven wvere wve
to strain tbe words to denote the future rest of believers, yet wve would still
ask with Dr. Owen, Il Iow caii tbey be said to rest fromi these work-; as
God did fromn bis V" le it natuiral or even proper to compare our %vorks with
God's work of creation. Besides in distinct contrast with, the Ilwe who, be-
lieve" the verse, brings under our notice one person, IIlie wbo hat/t entered
inte bis rest." We hold therefore stili to the interpretation se ably defèended
by Oven, Wardlaw, Hamilton of Leeds,, and other eminent wvriters, dhit the
verse describes the Saviour as enterîng into bis rest arter he had completed
the work of redemption, and the Apo,,tles argument is, that as ('romn GOd's
resting ('rom bis ivork, a day of rest wvas appointed, so Christ bas re3ted fi'om
bis works, and "lthere remaineth therefore a rest, SabbvtLs,ns-a kceeping
of a Sabbath "lfor the people of God." It lias been tàashionabte withi some
to seek a reputatien for candour, by representing, these great men ai led by
prejudice on behiaif of the Sabbath, to take this view of the passage. We
regret to see Dr. Brown fallingr ite this view. That this interpretation is
flot the resuit of any suchl pri-judice, is evident from the fact, that lette Ger-
man wvriters, such as Ebrard, %vlioe prejudices are ail against ;vhat may be
called the British view of the Sabbath, adopt substantiaily the same view of
the passagye.

It would be ea,%y te point out miner defects in the work, some of which we
thiiik the editor ougbt to have corrected. It lcoks for exaînple like book-
making, to find a page and a baîf or two, pages taken up with the quotation
et a whole chapter or more from the Old Testament. In the delivery of
these lectures eitber before a congregatien or in the class room, the reading
of' these passages with Dr. Browa's magniicent voice and impressive man-
ner was most telling, but wbere these accessoz'ies are ivanting, as in tbe pririt-
ed page, we think it rather imposing on buyers, to fil up wboie pages in this
manner, wben a simple refereace to the passages would bave been sufficient.
Stili we have ne hlesitation in recommending this as ameng, the best cem-
jientaries on this Epistie in the English Janguage. Etvery student that can
geL Owen's work ought te do se. Hie wili then be wieil furnished for the in-
terpretation of the Epistie, and when hie has mastered iL, as Dr. Chaimera
lias said, lie is very near beitg an accompiished Theologian, but if hie bas
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