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Thec is certainly -no absurdity in sueli
sippositions althougli science lias nlot di.,-
ffovered any mediuni thi-oughl wbich, the
action ean tale place-nor iis there any
proper reason wlîy the Creator, who is the
engin of ail the forces of tIno universe both
ipiritital and physicial, slnould not, tO biis
oivn Soli grart a potencey whichi Ile con-
stantly exereises. If we bave the proof
,bat Jesus is thea Son of God, and tînat, lie,
attempted Snell wvorks it is certain they
were dlone. The moral certainty neutical-
izes the naturai iinprobability. To be as-
înnrC(l that Christ wrougflit thcse miracles it
h only ilctcssary ta know that bce was mise
ý,sd and fite.

WVe approacl another point-the Incar-
nation. We, may observe lie neyer affirmed
this exjýlicitly of' hutaiseif. But is it -hot
the only legitinnate explanation, of his life ?
Jt lias been said tliat thse accoant of lus
ornin must have been derived from, tic
nother of 3esus. WÇ%ell but Unis account
a bc judged of by its verisimilitzude witli

the otiier facts. The trutin of Ulie motlier's
accoint is eorî'oborated by tlie son's charac-
ter. lad flot tic lite of Jesus alrcady
wcessitaecd the incarnation as a logical
potulate prior to a word oii tie subject
ironn Mary ? Sucn secmns to ]lave been
John's jndgenient. We belicld. bis glory
the glovy . as of thse only begotteas of
dhe Fatiier fuît of grace and truth." Wliy
bas none likec lîim appeaî'ed on cali?
Dnts flot tlic reply Sound natural-because
noune had a sinailar origîn. .After Alexan-
der canne Hannibal, Coesar and NTapolcon,
a-id witln Socrates are associated I'luto
sud Aristotle; but Jesus sits on luis onn
unapproacliablé tlîrone. We speak of or-
dus of warriors, pocts, pliilosophers, pro-
phots, but tîncre is only one Christ. It is
no disparagement of Socrates, to, say tlîat
ho ilit have sat at tlie fect of Pauli and
lLstcnedl to buis wondlerftil discoursinigs, %vitln
apture, yct Paul afar off worsliips Christ.
If Plato had lîcard Johin lie %would have
given uip lis chîarming dialectics to ivoadcr
ai the diseourses lnispin-,d by tic word tbat
was made flcslî. The influence of Jesus
npoa tile disciples, and upon tic %vorld, is
be standing,, miracle of lnistory. »id all

thuis -*nfluencellow froi a man like ourselves?
Yes like yet liow unlike-like sininers yet
holy. And wlience the bohiness 1Iis it the
foi wchl of humanity tliat lias evcr kept
pouring out muddy, dirty, sliuny, fetid wva-
ters before annd since, whicl for one short
honir sent out sncli a swer stream, tinat flie
centuries as it flowed dowa have rejoicedl
to drink of t? Strange inexplicable life if
God be not his special Father. Ah, it is tic
incarnation alone which explairis liov tlîis
sweet life flows fromn tIno bitter fount of
humanity. Tell me flot of the imp ossibili-
ty of tIne incarnatilon. Jesus ]liad been im-
possible withont iL. The incarnation is tlie
only correct solution of the RBL~
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Wliether ia an enquiry of this kind wvo
shîould stanrt %vitl tlîe assumption of tlîe
incarnation or arrive aL iL as our goal, is a
question for ecd enquirer. :freanndr, the
autîtor of IlEcce Deus," and others, take
the former eourse. The autînor of " Ecce
Homo" 'lîaving commeaced with tlie mere
man life, lias ascended to sometbinug ap-
proacliing a Divine origia. Il t pleascd
the FatIner to beget 110 seeond son hike
liim," is an expression pointing this way.
The -course pursucd by Strauss and Renan,
and others, assumning the miracle as impos-
sible, if; ntterly uinscieutifie. Itseems fairer
to assume nothing, to interrogate thse facts,
letting tînem, develope conclusions, rather
tlian assuming coînclusions t~o make the
facets accord witl tînei. The hast mode
was tliat of necessity pun-sued by thse disci-
ples. Hlaving seen the workcs, eompanicd
with thse mnri heard lus words, consîdcrcd
lus clamne, tlney wvere at; hast in a position
to -answer the question, IlWhomi do you
say that I amn V' and intchigently to affirn,
"lThon art the Christ, tlie Son Ôî tic living
God2'I. IL May be, howevcr, tliglit tlîat
this is aon expericence whicln cannot& ho ne-
peate. They hnave annonced a conclu-
Sion wvlicli it is for lis to verify. Tine
discoverer of a lawv in nature stands in a
différent relation to it from.anny one wlio
may corne after him. It ie allowable for
tIse followcr to interrogate all tise facts
wlich have led to tlic discovery, but front
the beginning lie ivili have refereace to, the
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