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Nowv if this writcr held the presenit
orthodox vicws cancerning Christ, it is
passing strange that lie should bring out
so clearly and definitely this part of the
subject, and in no placer. iake fuit explana.i
tion sa as to reconcile difficulties.

Indecd, iii one place lie but complicates
the dîT-.ulty in place of attempting to
clear it up. For whcn discoursing about
Melchiseclec lie remark-s: " But withaut
any dispute the lcss is blesscd af tlic
better (greater)."

It is evident therefore to us that hie by
no means attcmpts to explain fully bis views
upon the whole question of Clirist's
divinity and hurnanity, and so wc arc
wvarranted in concluding that, like as wvitlî
ail others ivho have failed to be taught by
the Holy Ghost as the one and on/y
teacher for the individual, there wvas no
clear-cut tlîouglît of -t in bis mind.

For ive remark here, that there cannot
be a clear apprehiension of tlîis subject
when the only nietlîod of its solution is
averlookcd. This our contention is not
anly established by the definite teaching
of Jesus, but is also confirmed by the uni-
versai haze which shrouds ail Icgalistic
writings an the subject.

If ane will but rcad this cpistile back-
wards hie wvilI find in the Iast chaoters thc
presence of that legalism wvhich 'must at
once disnîiss from bis niind ail hope of
finding correct rcasoning or state-ment con-
cerning the nature of Christ's humanity
and divinity. We therefore continue aur
researchesi or criticisms, flot as lookîng for
the clear teaclîings of Jesus Christ in the
epistie, but rather ta compare it with other
legaliistic wvritings; and that wve may be
more fully established in the trutlî, that
lie, who rejects, or ignores, or averiooks
Christ's directions concerning the rnethad
of learning of him, must of necessity be
at sca canccrning the wvlialc matter.

Jesus said to bis disciples " In that day
(Pentecost) ye shahl know that 1 arn in the

Fathier and yc in me and I in you." Tlîat
is, tlîcy could only knowv of tlcsc mysteries
fromn the Haly Ghiost, and, morcover, it
is evident tous tlîat thir conti,îucd knowl-
cdgc wvas cannected with, continuous wvalk
in the Spirit. For any mani tiierefare ta
clotlîe anotlier, tlîough it wcre Paul, or
even Christ lîirself, with powecr ta explain
this; spiritual knowlcdge as a dogma to bc
intellectually apprelîended and bchievcd in,
is ta dcpart from the spirit andi lettor of
Christ's teaching, and 50 ta court the
regians af cloud-land.

We note this neccssary indistinctncss in
this wvriter at many ather points bcsides
the anes mcntioned. For example, in
dealing with tlîat strange individual, wvho
suddenly meets us in the bistary af Abra-
lîam, hie evidently bctrays a taint of
credulsty wvhen hie talks af him as, " with-
out father, without mother, wvithout
descent, lîaving neither bcginning of days
nar end of life."

The writings of Clement wvere rejectcd as
uncanonical. because tainted w'itlî credulity
cancerning the Phoenix legcnd. But we
think tliat if anc breaks away fram super-
stitiaus reverence for the opinions of T/te
Fa/liers he wvill have somne dimlculty in
deciding which is the greater instance af
credulity.

We imagine the holy horrar of many
Icgalistic Christians,if they should read the
above paragraph, a lîoly horror cxactly
similar ta that af an arthiodox lîcatiien
wiîo beholds a herctic aim a blo'v at his
sacred idol ! Think you, the horror strick-
en anc wauld stay ta reason or examine
the credentials of bis idol? Nay, verily, hie
knaws bis idol is ail riglit and sa hie must
needs show his loyaity thereto by gaing for
tbe sacrilegious wretch ivho would dare
play the iconoclast before him.

What puzzles canscientiaus theologians
have gat into aver this same ancient
priest with a long name! We used ta
fallow their winding arguments and con-


