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llerftkles, a deinigod or a hero ? Always iii closest intimaoy with Jehovali,
he is yet a proper man, as human in ail lis thoughts and actions as the înen
of to-day. How is it, again, that the Jehovah whonî he worships ià not like
Zeus, an incongrious conception of supernatural attributes, human inîperfec-
tions, and even vile pasBioiîs-Iîatred, oruelty, and lust î While the wor-
shippor lias no single trait of divinity, the Jehovah whom le worships lias noi
single trait of humanity. How is it that these conceptions of the lunian
and divine, and of thoir relations, 50 incomparably transcond ail the myth-
ologies of the vorld, that in fundamnental ideas we have neithor surpassed nor
altered therm since 1

Howvis i f, agrain , that the morality tauglit in the Book of Genesis so sin-
gularly transcends even that of Plato, as niight easily ho shown in important
details ; nay, that it is so wonderfuilly accordant with the moral conceptions
and feelings of our day, se, that Christian preachers deduco the greatest reli-
gionq lessons from, them 1 The characters cf thoso old heroes-Abraham,
Jacob, Joseph-are fully dolineated, and their faults and immoralities e--
posed. The moral portraiture is suffused with the colouring cf thoir owfl i
age and feeling; and yet wrong is never confounded wîth righit, we are noveri
permitted to approve the wrong, or disapprovo the.--ight. Even b tho deline- i
ation cf Jacob, one of the mo3t complex and tortuous characf ors in history,
the lino betweon right and wrong is nover once bliurred or transgressod. Tho
wroug cf Jacob wlorn God- choosos, tho right cf Esau whom Godl re ects, are
clearly and firmly set forth, and the roligicus principles which justify botI
are clearly indicated.

Are we then asked for a vindication cf thle B3ook cf Gonesis ? WVe will net
contend about the science cf its fir8t chapters, about the chronology cf itsi
generatiens, about the ethnelogy cf its dispersion. Lot science daterrnino
how much or how little cf these aro exact. W-~ appeal te its religions evi-i
dence, te its wcnderfuni delineations cf moral character, te its grand concep-
tions cf Qed as the great firat cause cf ail things and as the ruler cf mon, te
its lofty and unique morality, te its noble types of roligieus manhcod. Thej
evidence cf theological and moral greatnoss is surely fain more than that cf the j
science or the histery ! How camne it to pass that whon the philosophy cf a
Plate and the morality cf an Ariatotlo were se signally defective, this old
bock cf three thousand years ago anticipated the f undamental. theology and
morality cf our nineteenth Christian century ? Is net the only possible ans-
Bswer-These were mon 'whom Ged had healod, and thia ia God's record ceu-
uerning them ? Dioeiculties cf science or cf history ha 7e ne weight agaia
these moral evidonces ; they are negativo only-difficulties cf eur ignorancei
ror cf our erroneouq interpretation, which greater information might remove.
But there can ho ne mistaka about the positive features cf these religieus
aud moral characteristicB,anud before the dlaims cf the record can le rejected
these mnuat be accounted for.

Turning te the New Testament, r'till gray. der moral delineations are pro-
sented te us. Peorlessansd divine itands the moral portrait-ira cf Jesus
Christ. Wlhence is it ? cf man or cf Qed? a more human con>option or a
divine inspiration?7 Is it history or is it romance ?

Whatever we may tlîink about Ohristianity, Christ himsif la the greatesti
moral miracle cf human history. Who but -He, when the Pharisees asked for 1

ia siîgn, could have robukod theni bec.ause they dia net see the divine attes8ta-
tien that lie hinisoîf wsas- the divine beauty cf his life, the divine truth cf
hie words?1 Had they been 1'of, tihe Truth> they would have « 1heard, bis
voice.' Blis worl<s would have appealed te their truc hearts, as thse Alpine
hema appoals te the answering mountains ; they would ne more have asked i
thse spiritual Christ te attest his divine mission by miracles, than they would
have asked the astroncîner te demnonmptrate tho noonday sun. Who but hoe,

1 when Pliilip rEquostod te sec the Fatiier, cuuld. have replied, 1' Be tb-ot hatli
55011 me hatli seen the Father?


