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Jesus transcendent w'orth, and makes it diffter loto coclo frorn
the ritual sacrifices of Lev'iticalism. Trill that truth. is clearly
seen and firnily grasped, w~e have not escaped froin the
religyion of sliadows."

The aini of the epistie is to show that the Christian religion
acliieves wliat the Jewvisli could neyer accomplishi, narnely, the
brintging of its votaries into the presence of God, even by
Christ, the new and living wvay. The llebrew Christians,
resident, as Dr. Brtice thougrht, at Jerusalemn, were in dangrer
of apostatizing, and gc.ing back, like chiliren, to wlhat Paul
calis the wveak and bcggarly eleinents of1 Judaism. To save
thein froin tlîis apostacy, and to confirni thein in Chiristian
faith and practice, Apollos or some Jewish Christian fanîijiar
with the wvritings of Philo of Alexandria, wrote the epistie
not longr before the fall of Jerusalein in the year 70. rfliere
bias been much. diversity of opinion as to the authorship of
the HebreNvs. Paul is ruled out of court as too ardent and
impetuous a writer as compared wvith the calmn deliberateness
of hin wvho wrote the apology . Barnabas the Levite.lias been
proposed, and there are not wanting analogies between the
apocryplîal epistie attributed to hiiin and thnt, under discussion
but the puerilities of the apecryphal document stand in mai'ked
coutrast to the consistent di1gnity of the canonical work.
Moses Stuart, once a great authority on the Hebrews, in his
prolegoinena coutends at grreat lengthi for its Pauline author-
ship, and dismnisses the dlainms of Apollos with somethiing akzin
to contempt. Hie says the supposition 'vas never umade by
any of the ancient churches, and wvas tirst ventured upon by
Luther. "IL follows, therefore, that those wvho believe Apol-
ks to bc the author, nmst believe so without aiiy evidence
external or internai, Lt is not -worthi our tinie to refutc suchi
a boee."

Dr. Bruce hias rendered an important service iii this book
to inany departients; of teologrical science. It is a.ein
book, niot a popular; it is hiard indecd to mnake suchi anythimg iii
the shape of a coninentary. lIts mneaning is perfectly p)lain, but
it does not lighrlt up at ail], so that the readingr of it becomes tire-
soxîme to aIfl but those w~ho can relish stiff theologrical pabullum.
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