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BIBLE CLASS QUESTIONS.

Was Seth the next to Adam after the death of
Abell  Was Enos next?  Proveit. Gen.v. 9
Was Mahalaheel next? Ver, 12, Was Jared
next? Ver 15, Wnaa Enach next. Ver. 18.
Was Methueelah next?  Ver.21. Wae Lamech
And was not Noah the next?
who was Noal's futher 31—
Methuselah’s father? Enoch’s
father T Mahalaleel's father?

(Continued from last Number.)

PAALM L. 5, CONSIDERED.

Will not God’sredeemed be all finally gathered 1 ext? Ver, 25,
home to hun? Prove it. Maw. xxiv. 31, Ver, 29, Now
Will not this event owe its very bemg to the | Lameeh'sfather?
metita of the one great mcrifice of the cross? | fther?  Jared's

And will not all God’s children be found to have ; Cainans fubier? Enos's father 7 Setl'sfather?,

entered 1nto covenant with Uim 1 Does this pas- § Adom’s father?  How many heads of families
sage cucourage any other but such as have mades have you named? And did theseten form the
covenant by sacsifice to be pathered to Him? | ain links in the lineal chain of the promised
Da we not tind, that from the fall, God approved § sced from Adam till the flood?  Ig it nnt through
of worshipping hitn by sacrifice T See Gea.av. 4. these families that we are to trace the history of
And was it not the custom in patriarchal times, the church, and the development of the covenant

to ratify the sacred covenant by sacnfice? See
Gen. xv.9-10. Can there be any doubt, then,
that the words of the fiftieth Pralm, now under

of grace, during the first sixicen centuries of the
world’s existence? Did the destruction of the
world by water, make any breach upon this de-

consideration, refer to the typical as well astothe | scending hine of the promise, given first to Adam?

antitypical eacrifice?
prominent part of ancient and patrinrchal cove.

So then sacrifice was a ¢ v
| struction of the world by water, well calculated

But was not ruch a universal calatnity as the de-

nanting?  Is not God himself the speaker i thus | 10 induce the fear of rome such breach? Was

fifth verse of the fiftieth Paalm? Daoes he not
assert the final gathering to hunself of all, who,
in the true spirit and design of literal sacrificing,
have entered into covenant with Ihin1 Is nt
compatible with the character of God, to enstamp,
with such importance and approbation, any in-
stitution of sv sacred a natur , had it procecded
originally from the superatition or 1nvention of
fallen and degraded homenity? Does not the
claim put forth by God in this verse harmonize
with the claim asscrted by Christ1  John xvii.
941 Here, then, do wenot find,

1st. That by the united testimony of these
two passages, all the children of God shall be
gnthered home to him at last 2

9d. That this gathering together of the people
of God will he by the merits of the one great
sacrifice of the croas?

34. That those thus gathered recognised the
nature and design of those merits, by literal sac-
sifice, down till the death of the anttiype super-
added the farther use of the sacnficial type?—

nd
A4xix. That thie typical reference to the merits
of the antitypical racrificr, to meet the divine
spprobation, must have been by divine appoint-
ment 1
The distinguirhed partics to whom God gavethe

promise of Christ in Patriarchal times.

To whem was the promise of the Saviour first
made? Was it not immediately cier the fall
that this promise was made to Adam?  Did all
the posterity of Adam, tilluts nextrenewal, make
the proper use of tlus promise? By which of
Adam's sons snd lus posterity was it abuced?
Did Cain and his posterity give away to the
wicked one?l See 1 Joha ui. 12, Did nm
wickedness spread and aboun’ in the world,
through the apostacy of Cain aad his descend-
anis?  Did not the ntenmarriages of the aons of
God, that is, the descendants of Seth, with the
daughters of men, that 1, the descendants of
Cain, contribute much to the spread of wicked-
ness? Gen. vi. 1, 2, 3, &e. Was God pro-
voked to destray the whole race of man with the
exception of one family 1 By what did he de-
stroy the world? In what age ¢ the world was
this! Whom did he save?

Ange. Noah and hix sons.

What became of the promise to Adam, when
the world wasdesiroyed 3 Prove that the pronnse
was rencwed to Noah. Gen. vi. 18, Whe
spake these wordsto Noah? Dut whether God
the Father, Son or Holy Ghost? Wasnot Christ
the contracting party for the elect, in the cove-
nant, of grace? Could he not, therefore, with
the utmost propriety, say of this covenant, It is
my covenant? \Was not Noah ane of the sa-
cred linel’ See Lukeiii.36. And to him did
not God renew the promise given 1o Adam?
Can you state the sacred line, that iy the descent
of the promiscd secd, from Adam ull Nosh?

not, therefore, the renewal of the promise to
Noah, both necessary and seasonable?  And for
these reasans viz., the necessariness and scasona-
bleness of the renewal of the promise, were not
the wisdom, fathfulness and goodness of God,
strikingly dieplayed in renewing the promise in
the face of such discourapements?  And thus,
do we not find, that God condescends to accom-
modate the administeations of his grace to the
present wants and circumstances of the church?

MATTHEW WILKES.

Matthew Wilkes belonged to the samo school
of preachers with Rowland Hill ; and yet there
were some striking points of difference hetween
them. They wero unlike in their origin and
cducation : Hill was of noblodescent, and was a
graduate of St.John's College,Cambridgo 5 where-
as Wilkes was of an obscure family, and had the
most common advantages of education. Hill’s
manners were the mannors of tho Court: there
was no society in which he could have been
placed, so high, or =o polished, but that his pre.
sence would have befitted and graced it bat
Wilkes was exceedingly plain, not to say clown-
ish and vulgar in his habits, and von might casily
have mistaken hin for a day-labourer in the
street.  Hill's mind was more highly cultivated 3
but Wilkes' intelleet was propably stronger—cer-
tainly he was moro sagacious and far-seeing.
They laboured sido by side—tho one in Surrey
chapel, the other alternately in Tottenham Conrt
chapel and in tho Tabernacle, for about half a
century.  Both were eminently bleseed in their
laboure ; both were highly gifted and cceentric
men ; both enjoyed, through a Jong life, an un-
sullied reputation ; and tho memories of bath aro
still deeply embalmed in the affection and grau-
tude of thonsands.

1 am satisfied, however, that I did not at all
aot o the bottom of his character. 1 should have
judged that he was capable of being somewhat
blunt and uaceremontous; but I saw notlunz to
indicate that terrible power of sarcasin whieh
constituted, perhaps, his most striking character.
istic. I heard a number of well-authenticated
anccdotes in respeet to lum, two or three of winch
Iwill relate, az giving a betteridea of onepart of
his chiaracter than I can convey inany other way.
One or two of them, it must be acknowledged,
scem hardly conastent with due reverence for
the word of God,

There was nothing for which he had a more
cordial abhorrence than any cxhibition of dandy-
1sm in young numsiers ; and nothing of this kind
ever came in contact with him without meet-
ing a rchuke. On ono ocecasion, a young
ninister, of a good deal of flounsh and preten-
sion, went from the country to London, and ear-
ricd Mr. Wilkes a letter, which was designed 1o
procure for him an invitationta preach.  «Well,
young man,” said Matthew, with a nasal twang

that is perfectly indeacribable, but which nobody
who hag heard it can ever forget, * Well, young
man, You want to preach—yon waut to preach in
London, don't you ! ¢ lam going to pass a fow
dayr here, sir, and if it should suit Mr! Wilkes'
convenience, 1 should be very happy to give his
people a sermon, while T am here”” < Wel),”
replied Matthew, “yon can preach—you can
preach—come along next Wednesday mornin
to the Tabernacle, and I'll mecet you there, an
you ean tako my lecturo for that morning.”  The
youny man agreed to do so, and was on the spot
at the appointed hour,  Matthew met him at tho
door, disgusied, ashe had been before, with dandy
airs, and addreseed him thus—* Go along into
tho pulpit, young man, and 1 shall sit below and
look at you, and hear every word yousay® Tho
young preacher darted through the aisle into the
pulpit in 2 manncr that cemed better to befit o
ball-roomthan a place of worship. He perform-
cd the introductory service with an air of insuf-
ferable gelf complaceney, and in due time opened
the Bible and read his text, which was the last
verse of tho first chapter of the gospel by John,
« Hereafter vo shall ece heaven open, and the
angels of God ascending and descendingupon tho
Son of Man.” He had written his sermon, and
committed it all to memory, a3 he suppossed, to
a word ; but unfortunately had left his manu-
script behind him. When ho had vead his text,
he found it impossible to reeall the first sentence.
He hesitated and hemmed, and began thus—
You perceive, my brethren—you perceive—that
the angels of God—are hero represented—as as-
cending—and descending” Ho then set up a
good stout cough, in tho hopo that his memory
might getto work in the mean timo; but tho
cough was as wnproductive as it was artificial,
and he could do nothing but go right over again,
with the absurd sentence with which ho had
started.  Ho coughed again and again, but his
memory was in too profound a slumber to bo
awakened by it.  After three or four minutes,
during which he was a speetacle to the congre-
gation, and cspecially to Matthew, who was all
the timo watching and listening, according to
his promise—he shut up his Bible ir verfect con-
sternation, and abruptly closed thr service. Of
course, he came out of the pulpit with a very dif-
ferent air from that with which he entered it
But the worst was yet to come—he had to meet
Matthew, and hear his scathing comments.
“Well, well” gaid he, “young man, you'vo
preached—you've preached in London—ha'nt
yvoul I've heard you; I'vo heard every word
you've snid—and I've only just ono comment to
make—if you had ascended as you descended,
then you might have de dec asyou ded.”
It is necdless to say, that the young man was, by
this time, cured of his ambition for preaching in
the Tabernacle.

Another young minister, of a similar character,
paid him a visit, and Matthew olserved that ho
sported what he thought a very indeeent number
of watch-seals.  He eyed them for some time, as
if he wero scrutinizing the material of which
they were made, and then said, with a terribly
sareastic air, “ It secms to me that youw've &
good many seals to your ministry, considering
how young youare.”

He was onco procching on some public occa-
sion, when there were not less than fifty persons
in the congregation who were taking notes of
his sermon. At length ho stopped suddently for
a minnte, and the stenographers having nothing
1o do, all looked up, and were gazing at him with
astonishment.  * Behold,” said he, “ how I havo
confounded the seribse !

On one oceasion, as ho was on his way tos
mecting of ministers, ho got canght in a shower,
near the place called Billingsaate, where thero
was a largo number of women dealing in fish,
who were using the most vulgar and profane
Janguaze. As hic had stopped under a shed in
the midst of them, he felt himeelf called upon at
least to leave with them his testimony aguinst
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