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vulgarity or baseness of other men,—He bore
it all, even $o the cross. That soft and tender
child by whose cradle we stand t$o-day, the
shadow of His cross falls even on His cradle,
the crimson of His sunset flushes even His
golden dawn ; and, perfected by suffering, He
would teach every one of us out of our sorrows
to make springs of tenderness, and strength,
and beauty. Ah! my friends, I know that by
the Christmas firesides of some of you there
will be vacant chairs and vanished faces.
I know it, and my beart grieves for you; but
forget not that the joy of the Incarnation is the
joy of the Resurrection also, and that there is
not one single innocent joy on earth that is
not the shadow of a promise of the eternal joy
in heaven. The end of our journey, and the
end of their journey whom you loved, and have
lost, was not here. In human life, at one time
the wind blows, the rain falls, the frost is cruel ;
at another the sun shines, the birds sing, and
all is May; but through shadow or through
sunlight, we are travelling onward,—they have
not changed the end of our journey. Was it
not, then, to comfort us, both here, and in the
thought of that end, that as you bend over the
cradle you may hear, even from that cradle of
the holy Child, the invitation which He uttered
so divinely in His ministry, *“ Come unto Me,
all ye that are weary and are heavy laden, and
I will give you rest.”

But, lastly, if some of you are rich, and some
are poor, and many are sorrowful, all, all of
you are sinners; and to you the news of that
birth is, indeed, “ Glory to God in the highest,
and on earth peace and goodwill towards men.”
While you may see there how much God hates
the sin, you may see also how tenderly, how
earnestly He loves the sinner. Let us come
to His cradle and learn this lesson. Was there
ever a sinner who came and was sent away?
The publican came spurned by Jew and Gen-
tile, a byword of contempt, and Jesus wrapped
that poor despised man in His large sympathy.
The harlots came weeping in their degradation,
and their misery, and were not repulsed, but
their shame was healed. The adulteress lay
before Him, a dishevelled heap, sobbing on the
temple floor, and even to her He said,
“ Neither do I condemn thee ; go in peace and
sin no more.” Oh! if there be any here who
think themselves to be righteous and despise
others, if there be any who take the leprosy of
their pride for the whiteness of their idnocence,
if you cannot learn at that cradie the perfect
freedom, the absolute simplicity of the Gospel
of Christ, I entreat you, at least, to stand
aside to-day ; lock not the open door of hea-
ven, which needs not either your hindrance or
your help. Not yours in anywise are the keys
of the kingdom of God—they lie in the cradle
of the holy Child. ,

Let us come to this cradle, let the lepers
come, and let the outcasts come, and the mour-
ners with their tear-stained cheeks, and the
sinners with their broken hearts, and the young
man with his self-will and his strong uncon-
quered passions, and the poor with their strug-
gling lives, and the rich with their many temp-
tations, and let them kneel and drink freely of
the waters of Siloam which flow softly, and
let them bathe their sick and shivering souls in
the golden tide of Heaven’s beatitude, and
stand in the circle of Heaven’s own free light,
undarkened by any shadow ; let them escape
the. errors which darken the mind, the lusts
which destroy the body, the sins which corrup$
the soul; and so orie and all wish to one
another a happy Christmas time, as I do from
my heart to all of you to-day. Let us stand,
high and low, rich and poor, sinful or sorrow-
ful, one with another, common brothers, equally
guilty, equally redeemed, by the cradle of the
Infant King, that in His light we may see
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Hutton, whose merit as an English essayist is univer-
sally acknowledged, says :—** English translators, with
a few brilliant exceptions, fail because they are
so tremendously to seek in their own tongue ; and &
Jong essay might be written on the fact that the
translators of the Authorised Version of the New
Testament made—speaking from a!purely secular and
literary point of view—one of the finest English clas-
sios out of a book that has not the shadow of a claim,
gua style, to be oalled a Greek classic. Their succes-
sors, the men of the un-Aathorised Version..wenb mg_h
to be thought to have brought the English classio
down, or ost down, to the level of the original
mediocrity, and the explanation is easy. The
Authorised translators were masters of their native
tongue ; the reyisionists had far more Greek than
their predecessors, but their knowledge of English

of English. The Guardian in its obituary said, ‘' He has an almost finical refinement which is wholly




