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ostig one. H1e must feel in refèrence to its dlaims, not as lie
wouild in reference to the dlaims of a more stranger, fair less of one
-whoin lie knows to bc a fool, and suspects to bc a linave, but as lie
wouid in reference to the clainis, of a liorsoîl of whose wisdomi and
wortbho lihad reason to think higlily. The dlaims are of sucb a kind,
and the consoquences of admitting tîhen are so momnentous, th-at
even, with ail these favourablo presumptions, they arc not to be ad-
miitted without satis*Iactoiry evi(IOfCC ; but they obviotisly deserve
to bc exainoiid, and respectfully and diligentiy exatinied.

But tlîis is flot ail. A porson iii a great m casure ignorant of what
truce christianity is, as a moral as -vell as a doctrinal system, inay,
without mach difllculùy, bc persuaded by an ingenious sceptie or
iinibliever, that that religion, like so many others, bas originated
in impostuireor delusioi, or iii a mnixture ot botl. 1t isto ignorance
of Christiaiiity, as its principle intcllcctital cause, that wve are disposed
to trace the fèarftilly extensive success of infidel pIiilos(>phy amnong
the nominal Christians of flic continent of Europe in the period immo-
diately prcceding the French Revolution. But on a person well iii-
formed as to the moral p)art or Chiristiaitity, ail1 sutli ing-ciiouis so-
phistry wvi]1 be thrown away. lic is in posses,,ion of infornmation wvbiclh
satisiies iîn that ail thoso hypotheses, on one or othier of whichi the
denial of the truth and civiniity of Christianity mutst procced, arc ai-
together uinteziable. Thero is a character of uniform, sober, practi-
cal good sense, bolonging to tiie niorality of the New Testamient,
-which makies it oneý of the miost improbable of ail things, that its
writers slzould have bocu the dupes either of thocir o-%ni imagination
or of a desi-zingj impostor . and there is a sustainod and apparently
,altogether unassuznced and natural air of simplicity aiid godly sin-
ccrlity, -%vlbîch forbîds us, cxccpt on the most satisfactory evidence, to
admit they wlio wore it wvere other than what they scmed to bc,
hionest nien. To tlic question. WTere the mon ivho dclivered these
inoral miaxiins, fools or knaves, or a, mixtuire of both? WVere they
stiipi dupes or -%ickcd iîniposto's ? the only rcasonable answcr is,
the th)ingý is barely possible, it is in thie vory Iilxihst degrc imi-
probable. Evidence tcnfold more strong- tilan jîildol philosophy
lias ever dreanied of w'ould bc ]iecz-sSary to give any thing- like
v'eris;i1zfftude lu any of these bypotheses, on on'- ur otlier of wvhichi
înust lie biflt the disproof of lie claims oU Chistianity on the atteen-
tion, and rii, ;and obodience of' xniniizd.

There is stili another aspect iii 'V'lich bbce mlorality of Ghristianity
inav lie coîîsidercd, iii reference lu bhe evidence of the Divine origii
or lat religion. Vioevcd in ail its bcarings, it seen-s to bec of the
nature of' a moral miracle. Compare lthe niorahity of the New Testa-
mient -with the inoraiity of ancient philosopliy ; compare Jesus
ivith Socrates ; and Pauni, and Peter, and James, and Johin, wvit1î
Epicteluis oIr Plato, or secneca, Or Marcus Antoninus. rThe1 differonce
is prodigioiis ; the supcriority is im esuaie ow, lîow arc we
bu a*ccouxît for Ibis différenice, Ibis Superiority ? On1 tI]e supposition
thl-i the -triter-s of the New Tecstamenit wvore uinispircd moin, w
apprechend it is utterly unaccountable. on u ieamsin

310


