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»nd invftriatble eflRnita following from
con>t«Dt mecbanifsl caunfii. But evo-
lution hu to do with living foriiiP, and
th*pe %n, *x hypiitbeoi ; inflnitely variabi*'.
Granting tbat proloplnnin in chrtnically
tb^ oaine in the germ uell cf , man and of
• flih, of an elep ant, of a worm, of an
oak tree, of an eiig>, of a palm, this onl.v
maken it all the more certain that a pn^
"•iding mind directo and ehapen the very
diderent renultn, wince thene emhryeii in-
diotinguwhable from each other under the
bigheMi powen* of the micro-cope, or when
aiialyiied by the chimin with all the ap
plianoea of bia lalioratorv, in one caiie
develop into a man, in another into a fi-h,
or an elephant, or a worm, or an oak 'tree,
vr an eaale, or a palm. But il we admit

** •. °"P'"«"'ne "'ind i* behind the
network of nature, directing and
controlling her forcee, we ehall
recogniw tbat a miracle in only an
instance of the same control charged with
» more manifeiit purpo-<e. The will of
Oori, acting on brnie matter and compel-
ling it«obe<lience, in notditFerent in kind
nrom the will of man energizing throufih
the material organisms of the body ; and
the ooa ia no more than the other a
violation or 8u'>pen'<ion of phvsical law.
IftheprooesM by which the loaves were
multiplied, or by which Laaam^ was re-
stored to life, were laid bare, a man of
ecience iniitht be able to correlate it with
the partially revealed proceMC't which are
daily goingon in the Jaboratorv of nature.
In abort, teAt,u!jie objection to miracles.
If we are to use language with etrjct accur-
•uj, there ran be none ; and men oJ tKsience
tbemaelvee, who are not wedded to a fore-
gone conclaxion, are foremost in making
the admiaeion. Dr. Carpenter, for ex-
ample, io his assault on miraclex, on the
groand of " fallacies of teatimony," makes
the fbllowing admission: «I am not con-
scious of any such iKsientific prepossession
against miracles as would prevent me
fh)m accepting them as facta, if trust-
worthy evidence of their reality could be
adduced. The question with me. there-
fore, is simply : Have we any adequate
bietorioal gnmnd for the belief that such a
denature has ever taken plane."

Since, then, it is admitted that there can
be no antecedent objection to miracles
ypoo Bcientiflc gronnds, we must admit
tbat miracles are {wssible. Let as now go
a atm farther and inquire, are they ptobi-
M«7 And here I wonld oae the ume

argument a* in mv third lecture of this
series, wherein we conoiderad the proha-
biiiy of God revealing Himself to man-
kind. It IS the highest dwree improbable
tbat the Creator of the Universe should
reveal Himxelf beyond what He has done
in nature, unless there were some very
adequate cauHe for nuch revelation, judt m
It 19 the highest degree improbable that
the Uominion Government should send us
shipload? of pnivisions and clothing free
of charge m our preiient condition. But
just a« we Khould expect the Government
to wend us aid if we were in a starving and
pennilesH condition, through some calam-
itv, suoli a* a are like tbat which dea-
troye-l 8t. John^ a few years ago—
M) we expect God. whom we believew be benovelent and loving, to reveal
Him»|elf to us, since it is evident ihat the
world IS not in its natural state. " Dis-
order—destitution is as plainly written
upc,n the face of society and upon the
mo-a) state of the individual man as orderw upon ihe face of nature. Sin is here!
Whoever ignores this tragic, tremendous
fact can have no approach to a true
reading of the state of the world. Ita
blighting touch, ita sirccn breath, its des-
troying hand, are everywhere upon the
body, upon the soul, upon society, opon
tie world Itself, h has broken the hai-
niany and unity of tha world. It baa
violated the integrity of nature. It has
ma.le awful discord in the anthem of
creation."

I hold then that an interposition in
favor of mankind would be in the highestde^ reasonable. It would be a denial
of Himself if God didnot intarvene. But
this intervention, in what ever way made
wou d of necessity be miraculoue. It
would be a manifestation of God for a
apecia] purpose, and in a apecal form.
I have shown satisflactorily I think, that
Jesus Christ ia such a revelation. ButHe was not a Messiah, snob
aa Ihe Jews expected. Thev looked for
one who would deliver their land and tn»
them from their conquerors. But instead
thereof He spoke of a spiritual kingdom
and told of heavealy promisee. And as
men kioked upon Him ther wanted toknow where were his credentials. "What
•!ra^ehoweetthoor» What dost thoa
wiah t

But, you say, were not Hia character andHw taaehiBg enoogh r Nay, tfa^ might be
for w, bat not jfor them. In thcae ««!/


