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can up-set it. If the rniracles are dis-
owvned, our faith is sbaky, perhaps
doomed to a native outgrowth of
earth.

Dî. %Vce bas flot stopped to notice
the prefiace of St. Luke: 1 Forasnuch
as niany have taken in lband to qet
forth in order a declaration of those
tbings which are miost surely bel ieved
aniong us.. . ." It is therefore likely
that the cireer of Jesuis gave binth to
many biographies wh'iclx have flot sur-
vived thc persecutions. This is cer-
tain, hovever, that Luke lind amiple
opportunity to, gather a succinct bis-
tory of our Lord, even althotigh lie
had flot been a comnpanion of 'Paul,
nor had freqttented the cities of
Jud-~.t-i

It is establishied that Luke is the
author of the third Gospel, and it is
knowvn that bis accesses to, parties of
informnation were abundant. Whatof
the other Gospels ? If one be t.-ue,
does it follow that the other three are ?
Not altogether, for fertile fancies niay
have paral)hrased the wvork with liberal
additions of their own. Stili, a
close f eading- %vould detect Nvba-t inser-
tion %vas original and wvhat wvas imiitat-
ed. The hiis tories are no t exactly alike;
it would be suspicious if tbey were.
When Garfield ivas assassinated,
mnany biographies were dasbied
off su rapidly as to sig nalize Amiiri-
can swiftness of action. N'ýoi, if Nve
overlook the scandalous volumies. the
trustworthy ones difèr in thonsands of
particulars; and if there ivas an error
in one as to a date of a speecb, wblo,

would say that the whlole volunie %vas
unhistorical ? Thcre are seeming
discrepancies in the Gospels; but,
even if inspiration of a mnecbanical
kind be threatened, who is so sliallov
as to conclude that the narrative is
not genuine ? The reports of Mr.
Gladstonc's speeches are not scrupu-
loulsly correct as to, every figure, and
every word, and every punctuation;
and he who would, because of these

puny defects, discredit the substance
of the speech as reported, evinres an
incurable stupidity. He is like the
g reat an- -12 '«D ý vAho 'vas boru out of
due season " for be should bave lived
in the first centuries, and bave been a
mneiber of the broad-iuded scbiool
of Masorites wvho speut their days in
counting thc nuniber of tinieF a dot,
or a letter, or a ivurd, etc., wvas used
in the Scriptures.

The evidences for the three Go-,.
j)Cls are produced; and adm-issions
from hostile critics aire collatcd.
:\ltogetber tbe production is very sat-
isfactory. It avoids a treatmient of
niany viewvs for wvbich the public have
no relisli.

Internai evidences are excludcd
forially. This is the only feature of
the wvork whose wisdomi caîi be called
iu question.

The inainstay of the reasoningl is
that the authors were either eye.
witnesses of wbat: they recorded, or
had plenty of chance to verify any
report. It is obvious, bowever, that
the me re fiact that tbey were couteni-
poraries doesnfot of necessity dissipate

th ieedry -lerncut wvhich ditigures
it in sonie eyes. For even in a curi-
eus and critical age, there are steries
that a-rise, and Mihen circulated catch
the popular synipatby. The dccisive.
point is the clia1.,acter of the wviter.
If, for example, Luke ivas a credulous.
e.uy-going soul wvhich linted matters
of fact, it is likely enough that hie in.
terivove the historical with the roman-
tic. But the reverse is true. Th-
style is ca-utikas and exact ; it is of
one to, whoni what lie relates is truc
everywbit. Indeed, there is a short-
ness and dryness wvhich are nauseous
to, those who, are greedy for novelties.
We venture to, affirrn- that it woculd
have been a greater miracle for an.
author se, fastidious as Luke te have
indulged in the niythical than that
miracles were performed. He does
not stand aghast at a wonder; and


