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afford. The only satisfactory conclusion on this
awful subject is, that God was pleased to make
this exception from the mercics of his Gospel as
a warning to all mankind, who, if not capable of
committing that precise sin, may all make dan-
gerous approaches to it. It was designed to ex-
hibit the evil of spiritual pride and bigotry; to
show that there are sins of the INTRLLECT and
wiLt, as well as of the senses, most hateful to
God, because leading to a malignant opposition to
his lioly truth ; and that a state of heatt is attain-
able by perseverance in sin, ftom which the in-
sulted Hely Spint, after much patience, takes his
everlasting flight, and leaves the sinner incapable
of repentance.  Sully while it operates as a watn-
ing, by showing how awful a degree of depravity
man is capable of, thete is no just ground for any
apprehensions to be entertained by pious and scru-
pu\ous minds ; for, not 10 urge tnat the fears of such
persons are a sufficient proof that they have not
committed the greatest of all offences, it may be
confidently concluded, that as those only are
charged with the blasphemy against the Holy
Ghost who saw the miracles of Christ performed,
and yet attributed them to Satan, so no one in these
later times can be guilty of this paiticular crime—
and noone 13, therefore, on that account excluded
from forgiveness, We have no right to eniarge
an eaceprTion from the meicies of the Gospel, be-
yond s strict reTTER. If any exceplion to a
general rule demands a severely rigid interpreta-
tion, 1t is this, which stands in direct opposttion
to the general characterof the covenant o} grace.

From < Noles” on the New Testament,y by Rev.
Joseph Benson.

By the blasphemy here spoken of, we are evi-
dently to understand injunsous or umpious speak-
g against the Spint of God, such as the Phan-
sees were now guilty of ; 1.e. attributing to the
devil those miracles wihich Chnist gave full proof
that he wrought by the Holy Ghost. That tus,
and nothing ut this, is the sin here intended, 1s
manifest from the connexion in which the words
stand in this place ; and more especially still, from
the parallel passage, Mark . 28-30, in which
the Evangelist, assigning the teason of our Lord’s
making tlus declarztion, adds, ¢ Because they
said, He hath anunclean spirat 3 1.c. ¢ hath Be-
elzcbub, and by the prince of devils casteth out
dewils.”®  This, then, and this only, 1s the s, or
blasphemy, as it should rather be called, (and as
the Scuiptures always call it,) asamnst the Holy
Ghost. "It is an offence of the tonguc ; 1t is com-
mitted not by thinhing, but by speakng, by cvdl
speaking, by belyug, slandering, or reviling the
Divine Sparit, by which our ‘Lord wronght lus
miracles, ascribing them to the devil: which, in
fact, was calling the Holy Ghost, or the Spint of
the one living and true God, the dewil: a more
heinous crime than which is not to be concerved.

JEWISH SECTS MENTIONED IN THE
NEW TESTAMENT.

THE PUHARISEES,

Tur Phatiseces were the most numetous, dis-
tinguished, and popular sect among the Jews.
The time when they first appeared is not known,
hut it is supposed to have been not long after the
institution of the Sadducees, if indeed the two
sects did not gradually spring up together. They
derived their name fiom the Hebrew word Pha-
rash, which signifies scparaled, or set aparty be-
cause they separated themselves from the rest of
the Jews to supcerior strictness in religious obser-
vances. They boasted that, from their accurate
knowledge of religion, they twere the favourites
of heaven ; and thus, trusting in themselves that
they were 1ightcous, despised others. (Luke xi.
5% xviii. 9-11.) Among the tenefs inculcated
by this sect, we may enumerate tisc following,
Vizi—

They ascribed all things to fate or providence,
yet not so absolutely as to take away the frec-will
of man, though fate docs not co-o{\erate in every
action.” They also believed in the existence of
angels and spirits, and in the resurreciion of the
dead 3 (Acts xxiii. 8) but, from the account given
of them by Jasephus, 1t appeats that their notion
of the immortality of the soul was the Pytha‘i,;o-
rean metempsychosis; that the soul, aflerthe dis-
solution of one body, winged its flight into ano-
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ther; and that these removals were perpetuated
and diversified through an infinite succession, the
soul animating a sound and healthy body, or be-
ing confined in a deformed and discascd’ frame,
according to its conduct in a prior state of cxist-
ence, From the Pharisees, whose tenets and
traditions the people generally received, it is evi-
dent that the disciples of our Lord had adopted
this philosophical doctrine of the transmigration
of souls; when having met a man who had been
born Wind, they asked him whether it were the
sins of this man ir a pre-eistent state which had
caused the Soveieign Disposer to inflict upon hin
this punishment. To this inquiry Christ teplied,
that neither his vices or sins ina pre-existent
state, nor those of his parents, were the cause of
this calamity. (John ix. 1-4.) From this wotion,
derived from the Greek philosoply, we find that
duning our Saviout’s public ministry, the Jews
specu?a\cd variously concerning him, and indulg-
el several conjectures, which of the ancient pro-
phets it was whose soul now animated him, and
performed such astonishing miracles.  Some con-
tended that 1t was the soul of Elias ; others of Je-
remiah ; while others, less sanguine, only declared
in general terms that it must be the soul of one of
the old prophets by which these mighty deeds
were now wrought, (Matt, xvi. 14, Lukeix. 19.)

Lastly, the Pharisces contended that God was
w strict justice bound to bless the Jews, and make
them all'partakers of the terrestrial Kingdomn of
the Messtah, to jusiify them, to make them eter-
wally happy, amf that he could not possibly damu
any oneof them! ‘The ground of their justifica-
tion they derived from the merits of Abraham,
trom their knowledge of God, from their practis-
ing the rite of circurncision, and from the sacrifi-
ces they offered. And as they conceived works
to be meritortous, they had invented a great num-
ber of supererogatory ones, to which they attach-
ed greater merit than to the observance of the
law itself. To this notion St. Paul has some al-
lusions in those parts of his Fpistle to the Romans,
i which he cowbats the erroncous suppositions of
the Jews.

The Pharisces were the striclest of the three
principal scets that divided the Jewish nation,
(Acts xvvi. 5,) and affected a singular probity of
mannets according to their system, which, howe-
ver, was for the most part both lax and corrupt.
Thus, many things which Moescs had tolcrated in
civil life, in order to avoid a greater evil, the
Pharisces determined to be morally right; for in-
stance, the law of retaliation, and that of divorce
from a wife for any cause. (Matt. v. 31, ct seq.
xixX. 3-12.) During the time of Christ, there
were two celebrated philosophical and divinity
schools among the Jews, that of Schammai and
that of Hillel. On the question of divorce, the
school of Schammai mainteined, that no man
could legally put away his wife except for adul-
tery. The school of Hillel, on the contiary, al-
lowed of divorce for any cause, (from Deut. xxiv.
1) even if the wife found no favour in the cyes
of her husband—in other words, if he saw any
woman who pleased him better. The practice
of the Jews scems to have gone with the school
of Hillel. Thus, we read §m Eccles. xxv. 26.)
< {f she go not as thou wouldest have ber,cut hes
off from thy flesh ; give her a bill of divorce and
let her go3> aud in conformity with this doctrine,
Josephus, who was a Pharisec, relates that he
repudiated his wife who had borne him three chil-
dren, because he was not pleased with her man-
ners or behaviour !

Further, they interpreted certain of the Mosaic
laws most Literzlly, and distorted their meaning
so as to favour their own philosophical system.
, Thus, the law of loving theirncighbour, they ex-
,pounded solcly of the love of their fnends, that is,
,of the whole Jewish race ; all other persons being
considered by them as natural enemies, (Matt. v,
41, compared with Luke x.31-33) whom they
were in no respect bound to assist.  Dr. Lightfoot
has cited a striking illustration of this passage
from Maimonides, An oath, in which the name
of God was not distinctly specified, they taught
was not binding, (Matt. v. 33) maintaining thata
man might cven swear with his lips, and at the
same moment annul it in his heart! "So rigorous-
ly did they understand the command of observin
the Sabbath day, that they accounted it unlawfu
to pluck ears of corn, and heal the sick, &c.
(Matt. xii. 1, et seq. Luke vi. 6, et seq. xiv. 1 et
seq.) Those natural laws which Moses did not

sanction by“any penalty, they accounted among
the petty commandments, inferior to the ceremno-
nial Jaws, which they preferred to the former, as
being the weightier matters of the law, (Malt. v,
19, xv. 4. xxtii. 23) to the total neglect of mer-
cy and fidelity. Hence, they accounted cause-
less anger and impure desires as trifles of no mo-
ment 3 (Matt, v, 21, 22, 27.30) they compassed
sca and land to make proselytes to the Jewish re-
higion from among the Gentiles, that they might
rule over thetr consciences and wealth; and these
proselytes, through the influence of their own
scandalous examples and characlers, they soon
rendered more profhgate and abandoned than ever
the{ were betore thear conversion. (Matt. xxiii.
15.) Esteeming temporal happiness and riches
as the highest good, they scrupled not to accumu-
mulate wealth by every means, legal or illegal 3
(Matt. vo 1-12, xxiti. 4. Luke xvi, 14, James i,
1-83) vain end ambitious of popular applause,
they offered up long prayers in public places, but
not withont a self-sufficiency 03 their own holi-
ness, (Matt, vi. 2-5. Luke xviii. 113) under a
sanctimontous appearance of respect for the me-
wories of the prophets whomn their ancestors had
slain, they repaired and beautified their sepulchres
(Matt, xxiii. 293) and such was theiridea of their
own sanctity, that they thought themselves de-
filed if they but tonchied or conversed with sin-
ners, that is, with publicans or tax-gatherers, and
persons of loose and irregular hives. (Luke vis.
39. xv. 1 et seq.)

But, above all their other tenets, the Pharisees
were conspicuous for their reverential observance
of the traditions or decrees of the elders; these
traditions, they pretended, had been handed down
{ from Moses through every generation, but were

not commilted to wrtiting; and they were not
x merely considered as of equal authoiity with the
divine law, but cven preferable to it. ¢ The
words of the Scribes,” said they, ¢ are lovely
above the words of the law: for the words of the
law are wesghty and light, but the words of the
scnibes dre ALL weighty?

Among the traditions thus sanctimoniously ob-
served by the Pharisees, we may briefly notice
the following : 1. The washing of hands up to the
wrist before and after meat, (Matts xv. 2, Mark
vii. 3.) which they counted not merely a religi-
ous duty, but considered its omission as a crime
equal to fornication, and punishable by excommu-
nication, 2. The purification of the cups, ves-
sels, and couches used at their meals, by ablu~
tions or washings, (Mark vii. 4.) ; for which pur-
pose the six large waterpots mentioned by St.
John (ini. 6.) were destined. But these ablutions
are not to be confounded with those symbolical
washings mentioned in Psal. xxvi. 6. and Matt.
xxvii. 24, 3. Their fasling twice @ weck, with
great appearance of austerity, (Luke xviii, 12
Matt. v1,16.) ; thus converting that exercise into
religion which isonly a help towards the perform-
ance of its hallowed duties. The Jewish days of
fasting were the second and fifth days of the weck,
corresponding with our Mondays and Thursdays ;
on one of these days they commemorated Moses
going up to the mount to receive the law, which,
according to their traditions, was on the fifth day,
or 'l'hurs?!ay 5 aud on the other, his descent after
he had received the two tables, which they sup-

osed o bave becn on the second day, or Mon~

ay. 4. Their punctilious payment of iythes,
(temple-offerings,) even of the most trifling thing.
(Luke xviii. 12, Matt. xxiii, 23.) 5. Thar wear-
ing broader phylacleries and larger fringes o their
sarments than the rest of the Jews. (Matt. xxiii.
S,) These phylacteries wete picces of parchs
ment, or the dressed skin of some clean animal,
inscribed with four paragraphs of the law, taken
trom Exod. xiii. 1-10, and xiit. 13-16, Deut, vi.
4-9, and a1, 13-21, all inclusive ; which the Pha.
risees, interpreting literally, (as do the modern
rabbins,) Deut. vi. 8, and othersimilar passages,
tied to the fronis of their caps, and on their arwms.
The fringe was ordercd b M’om, as we read in
Num. xv. 38, 39. He, therefore, who wore his
phylactery and his fringo of the largest size, was
reputed to he the most devoat,

With all their pretensions to piety, the Phari~
sces entertained the most sovereign contempt for
the people 3 whom, being ignom\l of the law, they
pronouncc& to be accursed. (John vii. 49,)° Yet
such was the esteem and veneration in which they
were held by the people, ihat they may almost be
said to have given what direction they pleased to
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