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f;g“e over the land, that, on the Sabbath and feast days
a8 well op every Monday and Thursday, portions of the

™ 80d the Prophets should be read, a translation into
an(?[?}?m or Hellenistic Greek, as the case might be, given,
Phssy €reto such explanations as might be needed of the
instruges- read, Jesus had been accustomed to this kind of
o tercmon at I‘.!JS home, -a.nd at Jerusalem simply uses His
the I OPportunity to satisfy His desire for a knowledge f’f
the s‘;’lof His fathers. From this activity as a scholar in
CamecH?Ols’ and from His contact with various teachers,
and g 5 large acquaintance with the sects of the Jews,
. eI doctrines. From Matthew v. 47, and vi. 7, it

;:con"l“(%ed ‘that He had also some knowledge of the pagan-
™ of His time,
When he learned author does not accord with his sources
°°D8ecre Says that the baptism of our Lord was an act of
60 ation to His future mission. John’s baptism was
Lorg . ~oPentance, and he objected to administer it to our
'ightéo ut Jeé,!,us said,_ “Thus it becometh us to fulfii all
cmtion“tsneS?- i ‘l}ls is not the language .of formal _conse-
Act wh ﬁ Hig mission, but a reason for Hls undergomg.nn
immedi:t ]Symbohzed repentance. The incidents occurring
ade ely after He had undergone the water ordinance
tisgy. P the tonsecration, but they are no part of the bap-

the The conception of the mission of Jesus as spiritual—

\lsest&blishmenb of a mys tical kingdom of God on earth
h&rdl;z to which no Christian will take objection. But

i1 When it is sai F $t1 > S NOob
°“Elna.1 )| n 1t is said that the mystical element wa.

on Wlth_our Lord, but was an earlier secret teaching
Psigmcerfiam sects of the Jews, who borrowed it from

and ¢ . L M o
ndep whi he Indian religions. The bann of secrecy

¢h these doctrines were held was broken in the
m:t“."y before the destruction of the Jewish State by
teth » 1 they were John the Baptist and Jesus of Naza-
that Ory at can we say to these views? I feel quite sure
theg},, lenta,l' mysticism had found its way into Jewish
fngd 8Y and into some Jewish hearts before Christ came,
te&chine May readily believe that many transcendental
8o f“rtE: Would be kept for initiated ones only. One may
mysti%l I and grant that Jesus published some views of a

ut, Stil]c racter which had been previously kept secret.
o . there is no record anywhere of a teaching private
© His—transcendently spiritual and beautifally
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Wi]der;fehe life, clobhing, and food, and the sojourn in the

especi&n;ston the part of both John the Baptist and Jesus,

f the ESSeEZ;gtter’ make it appear that they were disciples

2 0ne who is acquainted with the exclusive life of the

Bagq
nq l?is 1 0Uld say that this statement could be verified. John
like the aster were only more like the Essenes than they were
Pagsagq Other Jewish sects, nothing beyond that. In a
Weneg QCcur'rmg later on, the author admits that the
that ¢ shelieved in the resurrection of the body, and
Fea.ching of our Lord was much fuller than theirs.
Je"“mle S idea of ghe dissolution of any bond between
-religionlm and the Temple, on the one side, and the true
n T the other, is one which, even before the appear-
anong thesusf’ had taken possession of the Jewish mind
linds’ in i}?laspora in Egypt and in the other distant
necbion wi ich the Jews remained in only very loose con-
2‘“&3 in Jerusalem and the Temple. The Temple of
nti()cha 8YDL, the synagogues in Alexandria, Rome,
?}&ch&sy% Other places, were independent temples, with
Bews in"g) °m of worship of its own which displaced, for the
SSide ¢ lege Te8pective places, the Temple in Jerusalem.
Ny of the 2Senes, who had also proclaimed the separate-
3 ng lop ngdom of God from Jerusalem and the Telr}ple
w}th 8 egtzr Oftered sacrifice there, the same view prevailed
aith Josns rihe Hellenists. This idea was no new one

Ancen 8, He T Mgy -
the b This only defined it, and gave it distinct utter

‘Diy; Tistiap Passage calls our attention to a preparation for

. fomaof iversality of worship and
corre’i‘t ‘ilom;:“;)nio'n with n:gg uw: xi;:llilgze the author to be
Togep:. POSition af thig oint.
:;)J'icbe fog)li%%:f this kind, tﬁis Jewish writer says, coulfi
of ol Mthop 1 though intensely distasteful to the ecclesi-
dachi 8 oi4ies, for the reason that freedom of speech and
N a.r,-e:ts 10 inviolable right in J udaism. A teacher
izeq -3 Only when he incited to resistance against
' ”'Uthoﬁty in Church or State.
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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 :
“The ten commandments belong to the world of reality, and
in the performance of them men meet with no opposition
from circumstances which are extraordinary. On the other
hand, the demands of the Sermon on the Mount are not
suitable to all conditions of men ; it cannot be expected that
they should be universally followed ; they remain pious
wishes, which can only be brought to actualization in a
narrow circle of men especially devoted to that end.” They
are said to be doctrines of the over-pious. A rational read-
ing of the Sermon of our Lord could hardly lead to any
such conclusion as that enunciated. Tt seems as though the
letter of the precept had been so magnified as to shut out
any view of the spirit and sense.

Speaking of our Lord’s success these words are used :
“ His following was formed of the lower, discontented popu-
lace on whom the higher and better classes were accustomed
to look with contempt ; the country people, who did not
adopt the prescriptions of the teachers of the law .
further, restless, agitating persons, law-breakers, t he poor
and the suffering, and to these, later, a part of the Hellen-
istic Jews. These persons were drawn to Jesus as a follow-
iug in consequence of His assaults on the scribes and teach-
ers of the law.” The last sentence of the passage we may
question, but we think it true 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 honourable people found the message of Christ an
acceptable one, and even if they had not found it so, it is no
disgrace to any religion that it becomes a blessing to the poor
and even vicious classes of society. )

*The number of them (apostles) was first twelve, not
without reference to the twelve tribes of the Israelitish peo-
ple ; later, He enlarged their circle to seventy men, in all
likelihood after the example of the seventy elders under
Moses, and the number of members of the Sanhedrim, also
in relation to the seventy peoples of the world.” Here is con-
fusion ; the record says, ‘“ He appointed other seventy also,”
not apostles, these were a distinet group. The symbolism of
the choice of our Lord we may adopt, if we wigh. It affects
the truth to no extent.

We come now to the most important portion of the
tractate under review. 1t deals with the causes of the arrest
and condemnation of Jesus, and the manner of the process
against Him. The definite beginning of the trouble was the
action of driving out, and this author says, inciting His fol-
lowing to drive out the sellers of offerings and money chang-
ers from the Temple,

Here, no doubt, we have a cause for action against Him
by the ecclesiastical authorities, but Dr. Hamburger lays the
condemnation of Jesus, not at the door of the Jewish rulers
as & whole, but of Annas and Caiaphas and their partisans,
and also at the door of the Romans. We believe it will be
understood that Jesus showed Himself to be justified by the
highest authority in doing what He did, and, beside's, we do
not find any record of His having incited His following to act
with Him in the case.

The triumphal 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 guilty of no crime against the
Roman authority. -

The grounds of offence against Judaism are enumerated
as follows: (1) The announcement of the Kingdom of God
as a Kingdom of Heaven, that is as spiritual. (2) The claim
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 contemni.ng of the
same. (B) The forgiveness of sins. But, continues the
writer, it must be repeated that neither the tf_mchmg nor
the personal views of Jesus were ground_ of action against
Him, but solely His resistance to authority and His inciting
of others to resistance. . .

“It is remarkatle that the accusation against Jesus as it
is given in the Gospels speaks only of criminal ?0“0“
against the Roman authority, and makes no mention Oh_pur_l—
ishable conduct in relation to religion. The cause of this is
that Jesus was not an ordained tea?he!'; and the penal regu,—
lations of the Law were to be applied to such persons only.’



