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BIBLICAL EXEGESIS.

THE HUMANITY 0F ý'IiRIST NOT A VEIL, BUT A
WAY.

BY THE REV. JOHN G. MANLY.

. ««Having thereforo bretbrcn, boldness to
enter itito the hulie-4t LYthe bloud of Jesus,

By a newv and living way, whteli hb bath con-
secrated for us, through the veil, that is to say,
bis flesh ;

Aad having a high prie-sb over the bouse of
God ;
*Let us draw neai with a truo heart la full

assurance of faiLli, having our hcarts sprinkled
from an evil conscience, and our bodies washed
with pure wat.er.'ý-Reb. x. 19-22.

THESE, four verses are very im-
portant, because they commence the
second and practical part of the
great epistie to the Hebrews, and
ouglit to begin a newv chapter, and
becauxse they summarize the truths
of our communion wvith Goci; and

yet , in one momentous particular,
they are rnuch misunderstood. The
chief exegetical difficulty is in the
twentieth verse, and, strange to say,
in the epexegesis: that is to say,
His flash." What is it that belongs to
1'flesh,)-%ay or veil ? Is the flesh
of Christ a Nvay, or is it a veil?
Does the wra* er mean "a nev and
living way, that is, [the ivay] of His
flesh ;'» or "a new and living wvay
through the veil, that is, [through
the veil) of His flesh ?" If the flesh
is a veil, then Christ lias consecrated
a way for us through His own flesh.
Wliat could this mean? Here the
difficuity lies.

Let us flrst hear Moses Stuart,
in bis comrnentary on the epîstie.

c l rou Tarz-p -o -. 0oegxcoç
aro,- thiroiigz the veil, that jS,

ilî~ §!S11. 1 translate these words
literally, because I am nfot well satis-
fied that I understand their rneaning..
The opinions of ail the commenta-
tors, it ivould be tedious, if flot
useless, to recite. The principal in-
terpretation, in wvhich the most

distinguished of themn unite, is that
as the veil of the temple must be
removed in order to eiiter the inner
sanctuary, s0 tht, body of Jesus must
be >'en,,oved (by death), that wve might
have access to the sanctuary above:
an exegesis ivhich, while the facts
to ivhich it alludes are true, stili pre-
sents a comparison incongruous at
first view, and seemingly requires a
distorted imagination, to recognize it
with any degree of satisfaction."
According to this exegesis the flesh
of Christ is a veil.

We may be sure that an interpre-
tation of God's wvord that cannot be
recognized with any degree of satis-
faction without a distorted imagina-
tion, îs not correct; and it is very
strange that an expositor of such
eminence and excellence as Moses
Stuart could substantîally abide by
it, and still more strange, that in
such a stream, the most distinguished
commentators should so long have
been carried away.
.A new printing of the words (as

in many other cases) gives a new

oeoyv irgooparoP >Ci ewo.%Y, (eila 'rau

xDoç Xaveo. C4By a new and living
wvay, which he hatii eonsecrated for
us (through the veil), that is to say,
[ the wvay] of His flesh.» a-oegxos.
(flesh) is in the genitive, and must
be governed by oeoy (wvay), or by

~oe~~pt~roç(veil), or by àli
(through). If oJov goverfis, then the
mneaning is,. " the way of His flesh ;'
if Ia governs, the meaning is, "a
wvay through the veil, that is, through
His flesh;'" if xarr~~oTs


