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MIRA.ICLE ANVD LA I V,

The miracles cf Jtsus Christ Pl Ofcss tu bc superna-
tural intîerpositions for 1,10 accomplistimtnt of an lIm-
trediate benevoien purpose, wivlle in combianuon
they atrord a body cf evidence testifylng ta the panwer
and benevolent mission of a divine Savieur ci the sin-
fui. Their directly bc:îevclent alrn is conspicucus
throughout. jesus never pcrforms any wonderful
work for dlsplay cf poiver ; when a desire Is indicaleà
fur signs in tl:c heavens thtu' arc rcfuscd ; %vlicn Ili
own wants arc concernied there is no exerclse (if
power Io dcîiver H-iniself frein sufféting ; hut whcn a
poor sulfterr appeaus for dcliverance, lie is ready tc,
aci ; or hen the iccble, oppreascil condition cf ont
who has becn a long lisne in ibis case cones under
llis e>e, lie is nmoved ta compassion and gives une%-
pected deliverance, evcn without intervention of te.
quest. Mi tbis is donc, not nis if il wcc any part ai
the divine p%rposc te kcti men exempt frein sufferiuig,
not as if il were inconsistCnt with the divine benevo-
lence to allow fi% return and continuance, for He is i
pains te warn that even a worse thing rnay coint ; but
as if delivcrance front sufféuing wverc in hariony wvîtm
theo mission, and peculiarly appropriatc, as illustra-
tive cf a Saviour's design as %vell as of H-is divine
poer. lly way cf sign, he would rescue (rom disease,
In order thercby te point te a grander delivcrance,
even frtet sin, which causes ait the warid's sorrow.

The question litre calling for attention is, IlHow
do these miracles stand rclatcdi te the laivu cf nature
which we now recognize as fitd and unchangeable?
The.fin.i portion of the ansiver must bc that they arc
Incapable cf explanation under these laws. They arc
veritable examples cf results incapable of being
attained under the operation of naturat law. 'rit
eirects secured were indeed only such as would have
been attained hall medical science been able tu ac-
compiih the result, for the great majotity of thera
belong te the region ini which the grand healing art
wcrks eut ils beneficent contribution te huia well-
being. B3ut in respect te the motte of execution, they
wcre i'n no .renj ana/ogvzîs te nimat is achicved by un.-
eupected advancc in scientiic Lknowledge and skill.
There was notbing in the whole course of our Lords
lité bearing resemblancc te the, wcrk cf him wbo
laboriously pondiers the varied aspects cf sorne selected
fcrms cf disease, and ultimately finds the cure in a
new mode cf trealment, or a dangerous and difficult.
ferra cf operation. The wead spoken te the leper or
paralytic ; the anointîng cf eyes with clay, and send-
ing the blind man with clay.covered eyts ta wash in
a pool; the command te Jairus' daughtcr, IlMaid,
arise ;fl and the cail te the man cf I3ethany, IILazarus,
cone forth," Prescrnt ne likeness te the conduct of ont
mnere4y e.zcrcising a deeper knewledge cf the rcmiedial
measures which are constantly being employcd in
saine mode or other for the relief cf suiffering. Whaî
ne witness in the varied form of Fis werks is super.
natural exercises cf divine ai-.Jiority and power.
There is ne cempetent v*tndicat.:,n et the sacred nar-
rative by reduction cf cur Lord's wvorks te the level of
those formns cf knowledgc and skill wvhich art within
the reach cf humant discovery. The sacred writings
effer ne suggestions poinîing in Ibis direction ; Chris-
tian faith, in the defence iî offers for its recognition cf
the miraculous in Christ's fle, dots net slie!ter itsd1
behind such a poor breaLstork as that which is gainied
by eliminating the supernaîttral, seeking te defend it.
self by surrendering ail that is dislinctive of the God-
man, who net only spake as man neyer spake, but
whe, with profuse libeyaIity performcd works cf hecal.
ing that made the cars of the nation te tingle, cern-
pclling reluctant wiînessses te testity that it was neyer
iýa seen in Israel. The supernatural works of Jesus
belong te the saine place in history as that which re-
cords the supernatural attributes belonging te lts
personaiity.. .....

The record cf Scripture presenting the narrativec cf
Christ's miracles, dots nct in any sense represent or
Saviour as interposing te :iay, for a bncie period, the
action cf flxcd law, or ta prevent the application cf
such law in the bîsîory of a part icular s nd ividual. na ali
these wonders cf healing neîbing more happrned as
te actual resu?4,having agenerai bearingeon procedure
in the physical world, thin dies Iappen when a cure
of a particular phase cf disease is accomplished by
m=as cf sorie newly discovered applianct at cern.

e __________________________ -

tnand of medical un. MTheie two cases are essentiallY
différent as te mmidu cf action, but lhey art sttlctlY
identical as te resuli,nn iis ldentity ametnis tona
demonstatlen cf harmony with sclentific tequire-
nients, as thcse actually guide maen te the discovery
cf new rnethcds. That there Is ldentity of result only
i soine cases dots net affect the -argument, but arises

freom the essentlal tentures ut the coniparison, as a
prcdurt cf supernatural intervention must trinscend
what Is ultimaity attalned by labor-lous pr-,cesses of
hurnan research. Blut that there is In any case an
identlty of resuit under the difTerent conditions, fi an
Indication ihat supernatural intervention la not an
interféenace wiils the laws cf nature, such as would bc
Involvedi n tîmeir stisptnslin or subversion. There laa
grent différence betîveen rccovcry front suipended ani-
ciation and resurrectien fronti thoe dead as In the case
cf Lazirus, but the fixed order cf tht universe la ne
more disturbed in tht latter case than in the former.

A further consideration bcaning on the miracles of
Christ needs te bc statcd, îhoukh it cornes mere
direcily iet relation with philiosophv than with science
prcpertly se called. Ever ane of these miracles was
perforrned avowcdly for moral ends, and under appli.
catmons cf moral conditions, while for imnrndiate ph>'.
sical effecîs. There is moral law as weIl as physical
law, and eut Saviour subordinaies thc latter ta tht
fariner in dcîcrinining the use Ht makes cf supernat-
ural agency. The cvidence cf ihis Is Inttrwoven
throîîgh, the very texture cf he narrative, se that an
attempt te sever His miracles frorn their moral pur-
pose can result cnly in ttaring tht narrative into frag
ments-muilating the record which musi be studied
and intcrpreted as it bas been put int our hands.
Mloral law is as unchangeable as physical law, though
tht character and fertn cf ils sway di ffer freont those of
physical iaw, and it is casier for a man wilfully ta

-violat tht higher law cf lite than te violate the lower.
'(et se closely are the bigher and iower connected in
human histery, that tht easy violation of moral law is
fallotwed by painful censequences under the reiga of
physical law. ItIýy within tht purpose cf Jesus Iode-
liver front both, and it is only in reccgnitic.-à of this
coinbined or complex purpose that ne discover the
rational basis an which supcrntatural deliverance from
discase becemtes a natural vehlicle fer presenîing te
rational beings requisite evidence cf divine interven-
lion in their bchaîf as they are entangled in ahe disas.
trous consequences cf violating unchangeable moral
law. If, con ather grounds, it bc apparent that super-
natural interference fer restea-atien cf health or ïife
dots not inveive interterence wiîh physicatl aw by
which the geverrament of tht Universe could be in any
degret affzcted; an the grounds now contemplated
we camte te recegnize a barmony cf higher and iower
erders cf fîxed law beating on tht history cf 4he
human race, and 1cr this harmany cf laiv eut Saviaur
rnanitesied a supreme conctrr.-Prof. H. Calir-
wood, ini Sdence and Religion.

11011' AND BY WHOM TILE REIPISIONV
WAS MlA DE.

The revised New Testament is now in tht hands
cf the general public cf the English-speaking wvorld.
It is in erder, therefore, ta recaîl tht history of the
Revision and te give a lisi cf tht revisers, with their
denominational, conriectian.

il was eleven years on the sixth cf the presenit
monih since the Convocation cf Canterbuiry provided
fer a contrinte of biblical scholars te revise the
English Bible cf 16s i. Il was re-'agnized as a fitting
îhing that ibis venerable ecclesiastical body should
laite the flrst steps taward the perform-ince cf a vork
ihat had ceinte te be regarded as necessary te be
dnce; and when tht committecthaus appainted, upon
tht autharity given, iiivited learned mcn cf ather
denomrinations te assist in tht revision, the invitation
was cordially acccpted. A committee, upan in-
vitation, was also fcrrned in tht United States. Twe
committets, cachi ccnsisting of two companies, were
formed, one each sidt cf tht Atlantic-a-ne company
for tht revision cf the Old Testament, which is flot
yet comnpletedj and ont for the New. It was
announced a year ago that tht New Testament revis.
ers had campleted their .vork ; but various delays
have accurrcd te prevent publication sonler.

Tht EnRlish and American cammittees embrace
scventy-nine members, cf whom flfiy-two are English
and twenty-seven American. Iusides these, mor-ne
twcnty-two wert lost to the cemmîltees by deatb

and resignatlen, se that sot scholars-bave been con-
necteti wlîh the revislon. The àemberi of the Eng.
llsh Neîv Testnment Company are :

Charles J. Eilineitt, D.D., lhishop of Gloucester at<Id
Bristol (Chai ran>.

George Maoberly, D.C.L., Blshap cf Salisbury.
Edward I ienry Ilickerstcth, D.D., Dean of Liclîlleid.
Arthur P. Stanley, D.D., Dexn cf WVestminster.
Robert Scott, D.D., Dean of Rechester.
Joseph Williams lllakestey, B.D., Dean of Lincoln.
Ricl.a.d C. Trench, D.D., Arcbshop cf Dublin.t
Charles Wordsworth, D.C.. lhiShop Of St.

Andrews.
Joseph Angus, D.D., preident cf i3aptîst College,

London.
Davld Blrown, 13.1., principal of Fre Churcb

College (Presbyteri.tn>. Aberdeen.
Fenton J. A. haort, 13.1. (Anglican), Cambidge.
Tht Rev. WVm. Gtbson liumphry (Anglican),

London
B. H. Kennedy, 13.1., Canon of Ely.
WVilliamî Lee, 13.1., Arcbbishop ut Dublin.
JuseFli Barber Lîghtfoot, D.D., l3istop cf Dutban.
William Milligan, D.D. <Presbyterian>, Prefessor

cf Divinlîy, Aberdeen.
William F. Moufton, 13.1. (Wcsleyan), matter of

the Ltys Scheol, Cambridg.
Samnuel Newth, 13.1. (Congregaîlonal), principal

of New Coluege, London.
Edwin Palmner, D. D., Archdeacon of Oxford.
Alexander Roberts, D.D. (Anglican), Prafesser of

Hurnaniîy, St. Andrews, Sceîland.
F. H. A. Scrivcner, LL.D. (Anglican), London.
George Vrance Sinith, D.D. (Unitarian), Car.

mlarthen.
Charles John Vaughan, 13.1. (Anglican), master Gf

tht Temple, London.
flrcele F. WVescott, D.D., Canon cf Peterborough.
The Rev. J. Troutbeck, (Anglican), WVcstmn*tssîu.
Of ihese twenîy-flve members nineteen are Anglican

and six Dissenters.
The American New Testament company ccnsimm

cf thirteen members, as fellows:
T. D3. Wools.,, D.D., LLD. <Congregationàl), New

Haven, Cana., (chairnian>.
J. Henry Thlyer, D3. D. (Cengregational>, Prefessor.

in Theologi-.,î Serninary, Andaver, Mlass.
Ezzrd Abbor, 3.13., LL.D. (Unitarian), Divinity

Schaol, Cambridge, Mass.
J. K. Burr, D.D. (MNethodisi), New jersey.
Thomas Chase, LLD. (Friend>, President cf.4ave-.

ford College, Pennsylvania.
Howard Crosby, D.D., LL.D. (Presbytcriany, Chan.

cellor cf tht New York University.
Timoîhy Dwigb:, D.D. <Congregatianal), Professas

in Divinity School, New Haven, Can.
A. C. Kendrick, 3.13., LLD. (flaptist), Professeor

in University cf Rochester.
Alfred Lee, 13.1. (Protestant Episcopal), Bishcp of

Delaware,
Matthew LI. Riddle, D.D. (Protestant Episcopal,

Professor in Theclogical Serninary, Hartford, Ceein.
I'hillip Schaff, 3.13., LLD., Professer in Union

'lrheological Seminary, New York.
Charlts Short, LL-D. (Protestant Episcopal), Pro

fesser in Columbia College, New Ycrk.
E. A. WVa%hburn, 13.1. (P'rotestant Episcopal)

New York City. Died in Fcbruary lait, a!ter thetre-
vision was camnplcted.

Tht principles, on which tht revisien bas beeri
made are as follows:

Il . To introduce as few alterations as passible int
thetext cf tht authorized version consistcntly witb
f.tithrulntss.

Il . To limit, as far as possible, tht expression of
such alterations ta the language cf te autherized or
earlier versions.

il3. Each cornpany ta go twice over the portion
te be revised-once provisionally, tht second lime
inali>'.

40 . That the text te be adopîed be that for which
tht evidence is decidtdly prtpandetating, and tbat
when tht text sa adopted differs from that (ranm which
the autbotized version :vas made the alteration be in-
dicaîed ini the rnargin.

"s. Te matke or retain ne change in the text, on
the second final revision by each cernparty, exccpl
two-thlrds cf thcse present approvie ef tht saine;
but an the flrst revit ion ta decide by simple
majarities.

Il6. In cvcr tase of proposed a.Iteration, that may

3AC ilumi 31ýl 1831.


