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of a message firom.God, conveying intelligence of a fu-
ture state of ren^-ards and punishments, and teaching
mankind how to prepare them^elvds for that state,

is not in itself greater than the event, call it either
probable «r improbable, of the two following proposi-
tions being true: namely, first, that a future state. of

- existence should be destined by God for his human
creation; and, secondly, that being so destined, he
should acquaint them with it. It is not necessary
fur our purpose, that these propositions be ci^le of
proof, or even that by arguments drawn from thelUbt
of nature, they can bo made out td be^ probable ; ^p
enou^ tiuki we are able to say concerning them, that
they are not so viplentty improbable, so contradictory
to what we ab-eady believe of'the divine power and/
character, that either the propositions themselves, or
facts strictiy connected with the propositions (and
therefore no farther improbable than they are impro-
bable), ought to ^ rejected at first sight, and to be
rejected by whatever strength or complication of evi-
dence they be attested.

This is the prejudication we would resist. For to
this length does a modem objection to miracles go,
vii., that no human testimony can in any case render
them credible. I think vthe reflection above stated,
that if there be a reveUtion, there must be n^iracles,
and that under the circumstances in which the human
species are placed, a revelation is not improbable, or
not improbable in any great degree, to be a fair an-
swer to the whole objection.

But since it is an objection which stands in the
very threshold of our argument, and, if admitted, is
a bar to eveiy proof, and to all future reasoning upon
the subject, it may be necessary, before we proceed
ftrther, to examine the principle upon which it pro-
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^ ^*^^^^ i "^Hhlth principle is coocisely this,

That it I»4)«ntrary to experience tlut v^mlruis lAbuld
be true, but not contrary to experience that testimony
should be fi^se.
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Now there Appears a small ambiguity in the term
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