
uipon the carth in tlic -ftiliess of its pow~er* and spiendor.

So littie did thcey understand his nmcaning, tliat thcy %vere

startled by his appcarancc aftcr his 'restirrection (15). T1his
revive(l their liope. Nor did it die out alter bis Ascension
but it clothied itsclf again in the old national costume. They

expccted inii to return to the world iii order to establishi the

Kingdom ; and they shapeci thecir hiopes iii ternis of the O1li
Testament pictorial descriptions of the iMessianic Adveilt.

Their expectation so influcnced thc carly Clitrcli that shie kept

gazing into thec skies for the Coming of the Lord.

he Traditional Reports.

It is thoughit by inany that the Jewisli prepossessions of the
first disciples so colored their report of Chirist's sayiigs con-

cerning his Second Corning, that we miust carefully (listinguisîl

betwveen Clîrist's owiîb view~ and bis disciples' apprehiension of
that viewv. \e *shall sec later on lîow rnucli value rnay be at-
tached to this contention, and in thin eantime we shall accept
as substantially correct the traditional reports of Jesuis' words.
In describing his Coming, lie nla(le use of current Jew.:sli syrn-
bolism. He borrowed specially froni the inîagery of thc-

apocalyptic literature of the Hebrews. Thiîs it is wvhich makes
the interpretation of his escliatological discourses extremely
difficuit to the Western ninid. We forget to reckon ivith the
historical elemient iii the language. Orienital !syiibolisni wvas

highly exaggerated, and literalismi niust be abandoned in its
interpretation. Daniel prophesied the coiig of the Messiah

on the clouds of heaven (10). I-ow taîie, i conîparison, wvas
his appearance in tlie manger at Bethlehemi ! It is no expia-
nation to say that Daniel hiad iii view flic Second Conîing, or
that Jesus quote(l his words withi reference to that (17.) in order
to teacli the literai fulfilmient of OId Testamient prophecy.
It is flot ikely that the Second Advent hiad any place in the
thiouglit of the prophiet. Jesus' teachîing on this subject was
not traditional ; it wvas quite original. The question is

(15). Mark, 16: il. (16). Danliel 7: 13. (17). Miatthew 26: 64.
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