
Auous1T l4th, 1896., THIE WEEIK
ftlIe Over the land, that, on the Sabbath and feast days

a S aW»ell on every Monday and Thursday, portions of the
Iw and the Prophets should be read, a translation into

AranOaic or Rellenistjc Greek, as the case might be, given,
'd thereto such explanations as might be needed of the

P41sages read. Jesus had been accustomed to this kind of
'118truction at Ris home, and at Jerusalem simply uses tis

lat f rtuniy to satisfy His desire for a knoldeo
th 0 holis fathers, Fr'om this activity as a seholar inscOland from His contact with various teachers,

Icarne Ilis large acquaintanee with the sects of the Jews,
ndtheir doctrines. Froin Matthew v. 47, and vi. 7, it
"S COflud1 e that H1e had also sorne knowledge of the pagan-

1sym of Ris time.
The learneâ author does flot accord with his sources

when hie says that the baptismn of our Lord was an act of
unsei t Ris future mission. John's laptism was
Ïr Of repenîtance, anîd he objected to administer it to our
righde but Jesus sai(], " Thus it becorneth us te, fulfil al
tration ' *s" This is flot the lan"uaoe of formai conse-

~t H s mison, but a reason for "Ris uindergoing an
"e h 5 Ymbolized repentance. The incidents occurringilItedialtely after He hiad undergone the water ordinance

tiaa. UP the consecration, but they are no part of the bap-

teThe Conception of the mission of Jesus as spiritual-teestablishment of a mys tical kingdomn of God on earth180"to which no Christian will take objection. But
lori, hen it is said that the inystical elemient was flot

am(ia With our Lord, but was an earlier secret teachingPar g certain sects of the Jews, who borrowed it f romn
8flde and the Indian religions. "lThe bann of secrecyUldrWh»Ibb
]Qt lethese doctrines were held was broken in the

befoMr, the destruction of the Jewishi State by
reh»en ; they were John the Baptist and Jesus of Naza-
tht n at can we say to these views ? 1 feel quite sure

theolIo ena Ystîcism had found its way into Jewish
adgy and into some Jewish liearts before Christ came,

tea0 we ay readily believe that many transcendental
.0 fOt8 WvOuld be kept for initiated ones only. One may90 ,uthand grant that Jesus4 published some views of a

tIt1ca chiiaracter wbich had been previously kept secret.
orple there i5 no record anywhere of a teaching private

Practi iali is-transcendentiy spiritual and beautifully

wildeThe life, clotbing, and food, and the sojourn in the
"Perales On the part of both John the Baptist and Jesus,
'Dî thlly the latter, make it appear that they were disciples

e ssen es.,,
leOlle Who is acquainted with the exclusive life of the~xeWOUld say that this statement could be verified. John

lilue the aster were only more like the Essenes than they were
eOth'r Jewish sects, nothing beyond that. In a

58~ee OCring1 Z later on, the author admits that the
tha thi 1 ee in the resurrection of the body, and

II Th.~ id gOf our Lord was much fuller than theirs.
r3rUaern a ohe the dissolution of any bond betweenrlond he T pe, on the one side, and the true

igof J ~ is one wbich, even before the appear-
flg te8u8, l'ad taken possession of the Jewish mind

%lfl .h D'iaspora in Egypt and in the otmet distant
Iecý Whch the Jewsý remamned in only very loose con-

4a5  WltE Jerusaleni and the Temple. The Temple of11'Och anI ypt, the synagogues in Alexandnia, Rome,
e4 Y5teI mOter places, were independent temples, with
jeainY8te Of Worship of its own which dîsplaced, for the'Reldeth.ýerespective places, the Temple in Jerusalem.

Urf% the e wbo had aiso proclaime' the separate-
«l 10Ingdoul of GotI f rom Jerusalemi and the Temple

""th ýo ger Offered sacrifice there, the samne view prevailed
,with a""of 'he llellenists. This idea was no new one
tîc T'U" 'e onlY eid it, and gave it distinct utter-
tje hri Tis Passage cails our attention to a preparation for

Ille COU, dogma of the universality of worship and
Ortil, h. union witm men. We believe the author to be

8ee.1 PO8ftiOi at this point.ilot tc 1I of this kind, tijis Jewjsli writer says, could
&%tic o 1a iden ob
'Û 6a te borîie.. for intensely distasteful to the ecclesi-
t frthe reeo:or an nva; freedoni of speech andI

ogie ted OnlY when lie incited to resistance against
authority in Churcbi or State.

The expressions used in relation to the Sermon on the
Mount appear remarkable. A comparison is begun with
the Ten Commandments of Sinai, and then follow the words :
"lThe ten commaudments belong to the world of reality, and
in the performance of thein mea meet wîth no opposition
from circunstances which are extraordinary. On the other
hand, the demands of the Sermon on the Mount are flot
suitable to ail conditions of mena, it cannot be expected that
they should. be universally followed ; they remnain pious
wishies, which can onlv ho broughit to actualization in a
narrow circle of mca especially devoted to that end." TIhey
are said to be doctrines of the over-piqus. A rational read-
ing of the Sermon of our Lord could hardly lead to any
such conclusion as that enunciated. It seems as though the
letter of the precept had beer1 so miagnified as to shut out
any view of the spirit and sense.

Speaking- of our Lord's success these words are used
"Ris following was formed of the lower, discontented popu

lace on wbum the~ Iiigler and bete- classes were accustoined
to look with cont-nmpt :the country people, who did flot
adopt the prescriptions of the teachers of the law
further, restless, agitating persons, law-breakers, t he poor
and the suflèrin1g, and to these, later, a part of the Hellen-
istic Jews. These persons were drawn to Jesus as a follow-
mng in consequence of Ris assaults on the scribes and teach-
ers of the law." The last sentence of the passage we may
question, but we think it truc that the following of Christ
did embrace people of the despised classes enumerated We
have, nevertheless, good reason to feel sure that some of the
more- hionourable people found the message of Christ an
acceptable one, and even if they liad not found it sa, it is no
dîsgrace to any religion that it b)ecomes a blessing to the poor
and even vicious classes of society.

,,The number of them (apostles) was first twelve, not
without reference to the tvelve tribes of the Israelitish peo-
pie ; later, Hie enlargcd their circle to seventy men, in ail
likelihood after the example of the seventy eiders under
Moses, and the numnber of memibers of the Sanhedrim, also
in relation to the seventy peoples of the world." Here is con-
fusion ; the record says, Il1He appointed other sevenfy also,"
not aposties, these were a distinct group. The symbolisai of
the choice of our Lord we may adopt, if we wijsh. It affects
the truth te, no extent.

We come now to the most important portion of the
tractate under review. It deals with the causes of the arrest
andI condemnation of Jesus, andI the manner 'of the process
against Hum. The definite begiDnng of the trouble was the
action of dniving out, andI this author says, inciting Ris fol-
lowing to drive out the sellers of offerings and mnoney chang-
ers from the Temple.

Here, no doubt, we have a cause for action against Hum
.by the ecclesiastical authorities, but Dr. Hamburger lays the
condemnation of Jesus, not at the door of the Jewish rulers
as a whole, but of Annas andI Caiaphas and their partisans,
and also at the door of the Romans. We believe it wvill bc
uxderstood that Jesus showed Himself to be justified by theM
highest authority in doing what lHe d id, and, besides, wve do
not find any record of Ris having incitcd Ris following to act
with Humii in the case.

The triumplial entry into Jerusalem and the acceptance
of the homage of the people to Him as the heir to David's
throne are said to have been the causes of Pilate's undertak-
ing any action against Jesus. St. *John's account quickly
shows that Pilate found Jesus guiltv of no crime against the
Roman authority.

The grounds of offence against Judaisni are enumerated
as follows :(1) The announicemnent of the Kingdoni of God
as a Kingdom of Heaven, that is as spiritual. <2) The dlaim
of the disciples that Jesus was the Messiah. (3) The expan-
sion of the ancient law. (4) The rejection of the ordinances
of the teachers of the law, and the public contemning' of the
saine. (5) The forgiveness of sins. But, continues the
writer, it must ho repeated that neither the teaching nor
the personal views of Jesus were ground of action against
Iiim, but solely Ris resistance to authority and Ris incîting
of others to, resistance.

I t is remarka<.le that the accusation against Jesus as it
is given in the Gospels speaks only Of cniminal action
against the Roman authority, antI makes no mention of pull-
ishable conduct in relation to religion. The cause of this is
that Jesus was nlot an ordained teacher, and the penal regu-
lations &S the Law wore to be applied to such persons only.',
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