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are essentially identical, since the objeet of our reverence is that
clevation above sillishi objeets, that dignity, mnajesty, nobleness,
aippearance 0f moral strengthi which is produced by a disregrard
of selfish objeets in coniparison with those wvhich are of *a less
selfishi and, therefore, of a gr-ander kind. But thoughi essentially
identical, they forin, as it 'vere, two heinispheres in the actual
world of mioral excellence; the noble and the amniable, or, in the
language of moral taste, the grand and the beautiful. Being,
however, essentially i(dntical, they constantly tend to fusion in
the humian characters wtdcih are nearest to perfection, though, nîo
humnan character being perfect, they are neyer actually fused.
Now, if the type proposed in the Gospels for our imitation were
claracteristically noble or characteristicali y amiable, character-
istica.lly grand or charaeteristically beautiful, it nîight have great
imoral attractions, but it would flot be universal or final. It
woU1l belong to one peculiar hemiisphere of character, and even
thougli man mnight flot yet actually have trianscended it, the ideal
would lie beyond it; it would flot remnain forever the mark and
goal of our moral progress. But the fact is, it is neither
chara eteristicali y noble and grand, nor c.haracteristically amiable
and beautiful; but both in an equal degree, perfectly and
indistinguislably, the fusion of the two classes of qualities being
complete, so that the mental eye, though it be strained to aching,
cannot discern whether that on wiceh it gazes be more the
object of revereuce or of love.

Thiere arc diflèrences again between the male and female
character, under whicb, nevertheless, -%ve divine that there lies a
real identity, and a, consequent tendency to, fusion in the ultimate
ideal. Had the Gospel type of character been stamped Nvith the
peduliar marks of either sex, we slmould have feit that there was
an ideal free frorn those peeuliarities beyond it. But this is flot
the case. It exhibits, indeed, the peculiarly maie virtue of
c-ourage in the highest decrree, and in the form in which it is
mnost clear of muere animal imipetuosity and most evidently a
virtue; but this formn is the one comumon to both sexes, as the
annals of inartyrdom prove. The Roman Cittholics have attemp-
ted to consecrate a female type, that of the Virgin, by the side of
thiat which they take to be characteristically maie. But the
resuit oLviously is a mutilation of the original type, whichi really
eontained ail that the other is3 supposed to supply; and the
creation of a second type wvhich ha nothing distinctive, but is, in
its attributes as 'velI as in its history, muerely a pale and partial
reflection of the first.


