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eeems more absurd, than that of a certain elass of' so-called theologians, wbo,
while they admit thc highi moral character of Christ, deny that le realiy
wrougaht miracles. Carried away by a fantastie love of ordet, and by a helief
in the inviolable com~tancy of the operations of nature, they start 1roM the
4ltheistie presumption that miracles ire impossible;- and find it nccessnry in
order Io be consistent with this principle, to explain away by the most arbi-
trary and improbable assuinphions, every supernatural act ascribed to Jesus;
ivhuie at the saie time they arc loud in praise of the virtues and beauties of
his rharacter, bis piety, bumility, syinpathy, seWf-denial, faitbf'ulnesa, rectitude,
and truth. It seems strangre that they cannot see, not only that their first
principle is virtually pantheistie, and destructive of' ail belief in the existence
of a personal God, but th-,t their admission as to the mural cl-aracter of the
Saviour, is fatal to the conelusioti to wlîich they wish to corne. Let the truth
be estabished,-anld whn e*au deny it 1-that the moral character of Christ
was stbove suspicion, -and it follows as a necessary consequence, that the won.
derful works hie perfonned were miraeulous, the pro'luct of Divine power; and
that He was himself ail that le professed to be ; nay more, that ail that is
told us eorieerning Him is the trutli of God, supernaturally revealed. The
works tbat He did in bis Father's name, bore witness not only to bis personal
character ; they testified further to the truth and divinity of the doctrines in-
volved in bis incarnatioli, strfferings, and death.

The power of working miracles in the naine of God was bestowed only upon
those who otheriise deserved and had lis favour. We ean easiljy sce the
inconsisteney of the supposition that He vould bestow suca a gift upon a wick-

cd nduody man. They ouly who enjoyed the ordiuary gifts of Bis grace,
were thus extraordiuarily favoured. When Jobn on one occasion, came and
told Hlitytf a person, whrm they found casting out devils ini His name, and
whom they rebaked because lie followed not with them, the answer of Christ
to them was, "cForbid him flot ; for there is no man whieh shall do a miracle
in my aane, that eau lightly speak evil o? me; for lie that is not against us is
-on our part" (Mark ix. 39, 40.) It was on the same prineiple that He con.
f uted the unbelieving Jews, who accused him o? casting out devile! by Beelze
¶,ub, the prhice o? thie devils. Lt was inconsistent to suppose that Satan would
do anything contrary to the interests of lis own kingdom,. for if it were divi-
ded against itiscîf, how could it stand ? And if therefore devils were cast eut,
the power by wbieb this was effeeted must bc a power bestowed fi-cm above,
by the Spirit of God,-a fact which implied that Christ possessed the favour
o? Hlm wbo bestowed these miracutous gifts. The possession of this gift there-
fore is au unauswerable argument in favour o? the moral character of the Sa-
'viour, even were that not otherwise fally established; while it also shows, ns
He se ?requently asserted, that He was the expected Messiali, of whom it was
foretold that He should, --open the eyes of the blind, and unstop the ears of the
,deaf." But the perfection o? His moral character is alsocelearly shown by
ais biographers, in what they tell of Ris sywpathising and pitying kinduess
,on the oue band, and his stern and faithf'ul adherence to truth and rigliteous-
mess on the other .- in Ris labours in behaif of those who were poor both for
time and eternity, and bis keen and searcbing dencuciations of the hypocriRy
and malice of the "1Scribes and Pharisees," who, while they pretended to the
utmest sauctity, were at the same tine --full o? extortion and exes." *Bc-
naesty aud truthfulness and straightforward candour, were characteristie of the
~defeacs 'which fie made agaiuist the attacks of Bis enemies; of the weighty
words of wisdom which Hie proclainied for the instruction o? the people; and
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