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,son of the Scriptures are tFatnslated, Almost invariably, devil. But that
these are diffurent words,and hae a very different neanmig. isperfectly
ubvious to all wvho l)ye talken pains to examine theim, Diabolos in its h-
trral application, is always in the singular. In a few passages it is used
figuratie1ý, and to or tleree times in the plural. There can be no
question bl.L that it refLrs lo ihe A rch-A postate. But not so iith daiion
and dainonionr t!se nords have an entirely difrent signification;
and by these were eus said to be puosessed. "l Whether these de.
nions were the spirns of wicked mea deceased, fallen angels, or (as was
the opiniop of some early Cliriilan writer.) the imongrel breed of certain
angels (vhom they uadlerstood by the Sois of God, mentioned in Genesis
vi. 2,) and the darg'ers ofmen, it is plain they vere conceived ta be
malhgnant spirits " The strong probabJity howner is thait these were
the spirits of the wicked, wlich, afte: Lheir Jea;h, for some reason, were
permitted to afflict the !inîg. Ifthe reatdec then n dli bear in mind that
when lie reads of devils pussessing any une, that a ifTerent word alto-
gether is used to designdte thiem fron that n leh is used a lien reference
is had ta hin who "abode not in the truth," ho vill have a less confused
view of this 1bject. lence in the improved version of the New Testa.
ment, the s' rits that possessed human beiugs, the sn mne &c., are called

demons . the transiaton thouglht best to give the reader the original
term, and the privilege of affixing his on n meaning to it.

F -om these remarks, hastily thron n together, the reader may form
some idea of the difference between the scriptural use of the term Devl,
Satan &c., and demon, demons &c. But an 'iducLionî of all the passages
where these terms occur, would fully salibfy the most inquiive mind,
that vhen diabolos is used the Arclh-Apostate is referred to, eitherlite-
rally or figurativelv ; and that wvhen dalmon and daimoniai are used,
that they rrf r to sorne kind of an evil spirit that aflhicted the ancients.
Perhaps one of the benefits that even the u g dlv derive fron the Sa.
viour is, that they arc not now similarly aflhicted.' But Nie will not dis-
pute with any one on an of the abuve points which are most remotely
speculative : if any one differs fron us, we bilame him not.

2. The next point is " Who are these Sons of God ?" Above ývehave
remarked that egrly Christian writers supposed that they were angeli
heings ; but we have always thuuglht tliat the good were thus designated-;
and by thie d îghtr of mca was meant femalesconformed to the ma;ms,
pleasilres aind fulcs of tarth, Goud ien mggarried ungodly women.
The descendants of Seth nìarried ilite daughters of Cam. Women bare
more influence rver tihir childrt i than mnai, ; anj Lncp the worldýeim
becami corrupt.

3. " Wlere did Can -et his uife ?" NoAtonly sons bîif daugheIs
wvere born to Adam and Eve (Gen. v. 4). The reader need but to rend
'h'e account given in the fourth chapter of Genesis, ta sue that Cain did
niot go out east of E len to gel a wife. Frum his own father's family ho
took one, nnd then went out nt tu tie land of Nod, but from " the pre,
spnce of the Lord a vagabond, and dwelteast of Eden." The 'ord nad
which is iere used as a proper nanie fur Nod, nmay also mean a wanderer,
-ta outcast, a vagahonîd. Ait( here, by the nav, aiuother questiun occurs.

m5,îne renark ilat if God had put a mark on ('ain, he would have-been


