
îuul ta ropose iii as îscivre ;-..anîd
wu vroîidtr a,. munch i t aur previas
bliiiîhiess ta the wisdom of God ii the
Scriptureq, as that tèic paintcd sun, the
coloured lamnpe, the pictured hindscapcs,
ihould have attractcd us more, thantlîc
sun and tic stars and the liaîîdscapesthiat
Godl bail forimod. Tho iiniitable sim-
plicity and dignity of the apostolic wri-
tilîgs, corresponds witl the simplicity
and magnificence of nature, and cqualty
demonstrates thoir divine arigiin to tia
licart capable of appreciating thoni
and Patil actcd upon a correct principle,
bath in tziste and truc philosoplîv, wvlîn
in declaring the testimony of (;ne, lie
rejectedl tie enticing words of mans
ivisdomn-"Ard 1, bretthren, wlien 1 came
ta yoti, camne nat witli excpilency or
speech or of wisdonm,decaring unto voit
the tcstimony of Gotl."

The Apastle points aut anatiier clif-
ièrCicc in the mode of teaching which
ha pursued front that ini use among the
philosophers offorinth. Theyroasoned;
he declared a testimaony. Naw ta illis-
trata the nature of this peculiarityý, let
tis ta?ze for example the restaration of
tie b!hnd man ta sight,as rcarded intho
nth ai Johin. This fact might be praved
ta aur conviction by reason or human
testimony ; or it mîght bo declared
by a divine teilinony,. To prove it by
reason, the anly ruethod open ta unin-

cle ; wv inglii ill rrogntî. th aisî
Iiiiiîself ; andî :,oine very goaîl eviîlencr,
ive tlîink, nîiglit bc extartcd Vc t'o) frnm)
the uubelieviiiîg Phniribccs Wlîo torneil
hinîi out or the Synhagogue ;Rnid wvlînt-
cear migbht bcoaur conîclusion as ta tlu'
fact, tlîls mode of procccding wvoui il-
histrato the nature of' An investigantion
by rcasom frontlin inan tcstimonv.' Nove
tie sainc FACT Might bue proved in a <tif-
feront %way ; it might bc proved h.v a
divine ie3iimony. If Paul Iîad decl;-rc'd
the truth af tliis narrative toa cornp.-or.
of Coriiitliin, anul the v domnnded qvi-
dence, ho had anly ta sinle out une o!*
the numbar, and srike bîm blind ordent!
by a wnr<l, and reste Min ta lig!it or
hle t"et-n in a sýmikcr %vav-and notliinr
farther wvotild be necded ta, enforce con-
victiomi. Ile ruiglit then argua witlî
them Ltiq-" Cau voit believe, O, yc
Corinthi.iîîs,tlîat titi God of truth waîiM
enable nie ta conrirm mv statemient %vitfi
such a mirarilaîis paweýr, if these stAte-
monts wvere fas:c ? Can voit believi-
that the God of lcaven would givr-
sucb supernatural credantials ta an îm-
postor ? Do not thos.- mirrncîî!o:~ pow-
or$ that 1 exerf, bea1r decisive rviAelict'.
that I came frora God, and tiat the tes
timony which 1 defiver is frrte, for the,
miracle is God's attestaoion to itstrutî.*'

Now this is the mode af tcachitîîg
wvhich thc Apostie followed-a. mode iii
which F-e could bave noimnitators among

a5pirca mon, it wouild ne iiCeessary LU the philosophers of Coriîîth. HIe dclit-
hava recoursa ta tiae isual rides ai evi- Irtea the trtith-the suimeu fact-Il,
deuce. WVe might call his parents and
other witnesses who knew the man froin
infancy3to prove that ho was born blind -
we rnighlt call rnany of' the multitude
wlio bad observed hlm far years sittingy
at the beantiful gate af the temple,
a3king alms ai the passera-by :we
nîight question scparatcly and minntely
tie twclve disciples, and others, wbo
îvitnicsi:cd tia performance ofithis mira-

mysteriaus dloctrines-the blessed hopes
of the Gospel-and ?auinded then nat on
aniy abstýract proof or reasnning,, but or
the rniraculous pawverconerrcd ou Mîin,
which was as thc tetimony ai God.
Ho needcd not therciare tha wisdam of*
wvards, nor the persuasive poivers ni'
eloouence. Ilc wvieliled a mare rom-
manditig wenpon,tieswordl ol'tli mririr.
i 4that: our fnii:i s>îoîld not étand iii the


