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AN ESBAY.*

Sacrivices are known to be nearly coeval with the fall of
man; for we read in the Sacred Record, that Abel offered
“ of the firetlings of his flock, and of the fat thereof"+
They muet aleo have been appointed by God himself,t as it

® It is proper here to state that the Essay in Its present form exhibits
severdl featnres which were wanting in the original composition.

+ Glem. iv. 4.

} The most plavsible arguments in favour of the human orlgio of sa-
erifices are drawn from the following passages of Soriptare:—* For I
spake not unto your fathers, ner commanded them in the doy that I
brought them out of the land of Egypi, concerniog buornt offeriogs or
sacrifices.” Jer. vil. 22.—* I will not reprove thee for thy sacrifices or
thy burnt offerings, to have been continually before me, 1 will takeno
bullgek out of thy house, nor hesgoats out of thy folds. —Will [ eat the
fesh of bulls, or drink the blood of goats? Offer unto God thanksgiv-
ing, and pay thy vows unto the most High.” Pz L. 8—14.—% Thou
desirest not sacrifice, elsa would I give it} thoa delightest not in burat
offering.” Py, .18, * Baorifice and offering thou didst not desire;
mine eary hast thou opened: burnt offeriog end sin offering hast theu
notrequired.” Ps. xl. 6.—It la replied that the expressions of the Pwlm-
ist must bo understood sither in a comparative sense as importing that
sacrifices were not so pleasing to God as moral obedienee; or as denot-
ing their insuffictency to make a proper atonement for sin; according
to the Apostle, * It is not possible thet the blood of bulls and of goats,
should take away sins;” (Heb. L. 4) and ss reproving, therefore, the
vain dependance of those who rested upon them for »ardon acd divine
neceptance, without looking by faith to thejr great antitype, the sacri.
fice of Christ. It cannot be sapposed that the Psalmist mesnt that God
had neverinstituted sacrifices, becsuse he had certainly done so by Moscs,
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is morally impossible that Abel should heve possessed a cor-
rect knowledge of their nature and intent without an express

revelation.

Generally speaking they had s threefold object: first, they
were designed as an scknowledgement on the pari of men
that they received all their good things from God, and that
He hed a right in the whole of that of which they offered
Him a part; secondly, s8 means of repentance and homilis-
tion for sin, of the desert of which they were reminded by
the suffering and desth of the wictim substituted in their
room, sud punished in their stepd; thirdly, they were

Wiih respect to the pessage in Jeremlah, It cannot import that sacrifices
were not appolated by God prior to the deliveranos of the Israslites out
of Egypt; for tha paschal lamb, * the sacrifics of the Lord's peasover,™
{ Ezod. xli. 27.) was expreesly g0 lnstituted. For a better understanding
of ity it must ba taken in connestion with the words Immediataly follow-
ing: * But this thing commanded I them, saylng, Obey my voice, and I
will be your God, and ye shall be my people: and walk yo in ali the
ways ihat I have commanded you, that it may be well enio you.”
Two senses mre therefore attached to the passage: fret, that after
God had brought Tsracl out of Tigypt he did not first speak to them,
end commend them, concerning rificial rites, bot ing mg-
ral obedience. It was bgfore the new lostitutign of secrifices st
Mount Sinai that God ¥ wade for them & statnts and an ordisance, and
proved them, and sald, If thou wilt diligentiy hearken to the voice of
the Lord thy God, end wilt do that which is right in hia slght, and wilt
give ear to bis commandments, and keep all his statutes, T will pat
none of thess diseases apon thes, which I have brought opoa the Egyp-
tiang,” (Ewod. xv. 35, 28.) Secoadly, the woRls may be taken in n
comparative sense: “ God did not commsnd the fathers ecacerning sa-
erifices, but this be commanded them, to obey his volce:™ that in; He
did not command them concerning sscrifices, so moch as concarning
maoral obedisnge;  to obey being better than sacrifice, and to hearken
iban the fat of mme” (1 Som. xv. 28.) Accoedingly, God is said to
“ degire mercy and not sacrifice” ( Hos. vi. G.) or mercy rather than
sacrifice. In this maoner megatives are frequently used for compara-
tives. ¢ [t was not you that sent me hither, but God ;" (Gin. xlv. B.)
not #0 mueh you, aa God. % Your murmurings are not agalnst us, but
against the Lord;" (Exod. xvi, 8.) not so properly aguinst us, as the
Lord. * Labour not for the mest which perisheth, but fof that meat
which endureth unto everlasting 1ife;" (John vi. 27.) thet is, oot with
s0 much assidulty and suxiety for the former as for the lattar. See Jem-

ning's Jewish Antiguities, B. L. c. v.
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intended to typify, and to assist their faith in, that promised
sacrifice of atonement which the Son of God was to offer in
due time.* .

That Abel was aware of this genersl purport is evident
from the Divine approbation bestowed upon his oblation.
4 The Lord had respect unto Abel and to hie offering.”+ It
will be probably urged, thai although Abel could not of
himself have discovered the typical nature of sacrifices, yet
that he naturally discerned in them a part of their proper
intent—an acknowledgement of God’s dominion end tempo-
ral mercies, and the desert of sin, and that his offering was
good as far as it went, and proportionably scceptable. Ifso,
then upon the same principle Cain's offering would have
been entitled to some degree of approbation, inasmuch as
that likewise waa correct aa far as it went, involving an
azoknowledgement of the goodness of God, snd man’s depend-
ance thereon.  * Cain brought of the fruit of the ground an
offering unto the Lord” Yet we are told that % unto Cain
and to his offering he had not respect.”t Wherp lies the
essentia] difference? The Apostle furnishes an answer; “ By
Jaith Abel offered unto God a more excellent sacrifice than
Cain. Now this faith necessarily implies aa its ground
and foundation soms divine promise connected with the rite,
And what could that promise be but the atoning sacrifice of
the Lamb of God? A religious act typical of such mysterics,
and withal 5o conformeble to the Divine will; was indeed % &
more excellent sacrifice” than sny which could have been
invented by man.

Ag sacrifices were acceptable rites of worship before, so
were they after the deluge, and previously to the establish-
ment of the Mosaic economy. Thus Noah when he went out
of the ark “ builded an altar unto the Lord; and took of
every clean beast, and of every clean fowl, and offered burnt

* Thid, t Glem, iv. 4. { Gen,iv. 3, 8. § Heb.xl 4.



