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facilities for the promulgation of the gospel, and were so im-

portant that they may be pronounced essential to its incipient

Knphs, cannoi account for iu peculiar power and efhcacy

atra? period : they cannot solve the problem why the primi-

tvadmnstritionV inspired truth, should be more efhca-

c ous than the present ;-for. in all these respecs, we stand

on more elevated ground than that occupied by the apostles

But there are other circumstances pertammg to that age

xvhich ought to be stated, in order to place this subject in iti

true liffht There never was a period when the gospel had

to ford its way through stronger moral obstrction ;
where it

had irencounL more deep-roofd enmity against hohne^^^^^

than in that day of its most «'g"al success. The pre^udi^^^^^

of the Jews were never more fixed and violent. Iheir opin-

ions rejecting the Messiah and the objects of his coming,

vere unsSal to the very foundation ;
and their rejection

of the gospel was not accidental and capricious, but sy^emat-

ic and deliberate. It was a part of their religion. Nor did

the structure of paganism ever present more formidable bar-

riers to the prog?es°s of gospel truth, than when assailed by

he first hera'd^'of the c^ss. This system had niu;plied al-

most to infinity ; it appeals to the pride and sensualit>-to the

hopes and fears 6f men. The chain ofmoral servitude which
'
e^ghed <lown the immortal mind, was fastened by a thou

s^^^^^^

rivets The Greeks and Romans boasted of the multitude

and tho sp endour of their gods ; and it in some instances,

in more elevated minds soared above these imposing supersti-

^

io^ their systems of,/a:/o.oy.y were not less hostile to the

nXu of the ffosnel. The Stoic with his cool-blooded apathy

S^oblJnL' Mission to fate ; and the Epicnrean w^^^^

his refined selfishness, cherished an enmity to the gospel
his retinea sen ,

ti,at5 which inflamed the heart of

thi m: t t^p d tr^hlpjer of ?dols. In the light of those

fartsTmav be safely affirmed, the peculiar success of the

g" d n th apo^toliJage, is not to be attributed to anything

f„"t'he.piritofthatage favorable to its reception.

2. The difference, in question, is not to be ascnUea to IM

^^^'nlrS'stms to have been designed to accomplish two

obiects The first was to qualify the ppostles and their coad-

ciou. influp^nce upon the heart. 1»«P^'; "
intellectual, the


