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*' ,*• ""'•>"* '» "• I»*« ovef indi-

vidual •«ul»-lu power of pewond renovtiioo

^ *"*if^ T*^ «»«^«w<« 'bow them • few
dhoten dlwdrieMo wliom they nude linownthewcM. of wi^iom, wliiell were too pr^^. «« »* Ttyf\tA to the many. iW
•hook their head, at the ni»ttj and %norance
and men and confeiMd that they c<>uTd do no-UUM to help them. But none are lo fallen,
•o diyraded, to wretched, but the work of
Christ mat reclaim them. All thiii»io.tu-
pendou. tfiat enlightened rea^n mutt refuM

mK'drvinr" """• .^"^"«' ''''^

in^^ SSP""?* »°'^«. Character, the teach-
ing and the work of Chriit to prove that Hewa» a revelation from God, our next point

ThuS'^^^J'^ °^"'« RcurreS
2.1 •.''if**'?.,"**'

'•"• '"««ht us into oppo-
sition withsull another class of unhelietirL
vtt.. the io-oUed Rationalists, who, while aT

ly mspired, and receivwg the Bible in a cer-
tain sense as the Word oT God, yet reject, asunworthy of credit, all that is miracuC

"
U, and, consequently, deny that lesus itMe
from the dead on the third /ay. "'

In diacusung this question, we again met
onropponents on their own ground/and ad-
dncedMewd.nceonlythoie*l5rst four Epi..

less criticism, have been admitted by almost

SidtS^.!!^'*''**'" '** ** *»*««> »>y that^tle withm twenty or thirty years

denul allusions to history contained in corres-pon^nce was, as a rule, more reliable than

J?v}^ '?**" theApostle makes twenty-fiveW thirty references, direct or indirect, to the

fS!l"T*J'?' "^ ««? only Msertt that it was

« 8*J^^'*''"*'^''*~» hwl been seenon su different occasums after He bad risenfrom the d«d, and un one of these occasions
«ve hundred brethren w-re preoent, of whomAe gi^ter p«t were still alive at Ihe time of

the other apostles is unquestioned. No one
tas dared tosay that they intentionally deceived
their converts. The only explanition that«n be put forward to refute their solemn de-^^ojsuthat they they were lh.mselv«

Two tlwories have been propognjed by un-Wieyer. in proof of this. WfirSTu^M
the vuion theory, which is that the disdptaL
anxKHisly ttpecting their Master to risea^
took the word of an eaduUe and enthu2utie
ivpman, who declared that she had uu-n H.m
Thi» theory b dkpoaed of^Ae^^^

ofSt Paul, that Jesus app ired repeatedly not
only to one disciple at a time, but to numbm
assemMed together, and there was no more
likelihoud of them all hdng deceived than
there would be of our being deceived if aomt
person well known to us, who had died a short
time ago, shoukl appear in this church now
and hold converse with us. Anin, if it were
on^y a vision ihedl«dples saw, why dM not
the Jews pnxloce the body of Jesus, whkh
must still have remained in the tomb, and so

f prove once and for all the falsity of the rniort-
ed resjirrection. If, on the other handTthe
disaples had the body, they could not poadbly
Jave been deceived as to the facts of the case,
nut were deceivers of the worst sort, which
even sceptics deny.

The wconii tli*ory i* cftllMl ih* "Swoon
Tlieory," which Piipi CM H that Cl.ri.t rfhl
not rvally di|., bnt r<tini<Ni sway, •.<] «ft»r
while revived, cwut fr«.m the tomb and
retomed to Hia follower!.. Tb« sbHordity
of this in evident when we eonaider the ap-
pparance the vtctim wwild mvwnt after
th«- iHJOunfiBg, the Iom of Mood, th« Mony
of crnoiflxioii which had been «ndared l»
Hiin. Clirii>t conld n.i» ha^a thtui A*-
ceivei Hivdiraiplearvin if h4 hnd d«-
ir-d todow). And unrely It reqnirM
greater creilulity to believe thH» explan-
ation", than it doea to l«Ii«ve iba Mtanl
reaarrection—greater faith to It an infldel
than it do«* to be a Cliriftian.
" To anyone who cun*idrrM the matter

diapaaaionMalv," (ra... Canon Maocull)
"tliereanrrvotiODofCbriat will appear to
r«»-t on evider.ee aa irrefragable aa thf •-
M^aination orJnlin- Cea>ar. In Peitber
oa!>e IS ma benistieal proof powible, aor
woold iiineitltereaMe be rMUKioabia to
demand if, Cbriaiianity in not a speeula-
tiye philowpli), bnt a n>ligion fbr tbe
gaiaanoa of hciman condnot and the t«-
generation of human aaturet and it e«r
tainly demand*! fkitb in ito profMora
But what practical pyatem that ban to do
with oondoct doM not f Trace to ita laat
aDslyxia the evidence on which
J^ioae the ranctities of domestic
life, the inheriUnce of property,
the right of our grMsioas Queen to t£e
tkrooe wblob nhe adomi, and you will
find yonreelvaa brought to bay by an
otgection which i» from a ItMftl poW ofWW nnanswerable. namely tbat tba

r^*?**J" •*' • ^'"^ ''»»'«'» emnt be
tMicd. Tbe wboia adiSct rtnk in iverrwe on th« nnooi>anh«d v^nei^ of •
•jiifle woman. Teal tbe righl toftterr
tiUe and property in tha \min^ on no


