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pression it was likely to create on those wvho heard Him, and was the actual
impression left on the minds of focs as w(vd1 as friends. Botli alike unaer-
stood Hum to assert Eus divinity.

But apart from the natural suggestion of the phrase, there is the asso-
ciation it had corne to acquire in the Jewish mind before Ife assumed it at
ail. lIt is the xiare used in the book of Daniel to designate the Messiah, and
wvas so taken by the Jewish interpreters. ihey could neyer hear it, there-
fore, 'without irnporting into it the IMessianie idea-an idea whichliHe liever
repudiates, thoughliHe leaves thern to infer it, rathier than positively as-
serts it.

Nowv, of course it is conceiyable that, '«hile this is the case, Hie xnight
have used the narne in individuial instances ivithout i 1aking that aspect at
ail prominent, and might have had in Ris inid rather Ris character as the
idleal or representative miaii. lIn that case it would have bee i nmerely an
emipliatie staternent of the conpleteness or perfection of Ris manhood. But
in this instance, wvhere perhaps -more thanii i any other, such a supposition
ivould be appropriate, it seemis to be quite excluded by a stateuxent '«hidi is
fou nd lu the parallel passage of Matthew's gospel. A.fter pleading the con-
(mect of the priests in the temple, who by offering sacrifices profane the
Sabbathi, and yet are blarneIess, Nle adds : "'But 1 say unto youi that One
gpreater than the temple is here."* (Matt. vii., 6.) Tt was obviously not Ris
Iower dignity of which He '«as thinking at the time, but the higlier. 1-is
lordship over the Sabbath was not in virtue of Ris perfect mianhood sixnply,
but in virtue of Ris Messiahship as well--that which made Humi greater
than the temple, just as it made Hum greater than Jonah, the most success-
fui of thc propliets, or Solomion the wisest of the kings of lsrael. (Matt.
xii., 41, 42.) Anything less thaii that must, 1 think, fail to 'iatisfy the
iiimdc of any dispassionate reader '«ho takzes the thrce synoptic accounits

But wve have stili to determine '«hat this Messianie lordship over the
j Sabbath consists in.

lit ean ha'rd1y mieai, as sonie suggest, that Hie dlaims the right to dis-
regard it altogether llirself or allow His disciples to do so iii Ris presence,
without good reason, just because He '«as the Miessiahi. This rnight seern
to be hinted at iii tic conmparison. with the temple, if thiere '«as anything
else to sust-ain it. But Nve ixever find Christ takingy up any such arbitrary
afitude on any question of the law. Oix ail occasions nRe submiitted Hin-
self to tic law as a inatter of principle even Nvxeîx lie feit thiat as the Mes-
si-ah H1e igcht ia-ve donce otherwvise, as in the case of the payment of the
4biiple tax. (Ma-,tt. xvii., 24-2-7.) Nor is there any need to suppose that
lie regarded Hfimself as doing otherwise here. His defence is not that Hie


