
of is ordinary bcaring and me nner among thein ; while He was still the
-aeek and gentlo and lowly JTesus.

Taking these therefore as the data from which to start, it will not be diffi-
cuit to establish the conclusion to the truth of' whichi Lus mirae'es testified.
He frequently asserted that fle was the espeeied Mcessiah, Ilthe One that
should corne," the One 6"whomi God had manctified and ment into the world,'1
and Hie pointed to bis works as a proof of it. He must havre known whether
or flot in making thiese assertions Hie spoke the truth, for bis clearness4 Ofjudg-
ment, and freedoni Prom everything that savoured of fanaticism, were niot the
least remarkable tra~its of [lis character. If tiierefore Ris honesty and truth-
fuiness were above 8uspicion, to what conclusion d- the above considerations
force us? He must have asserted what was true when fie appealed to, ii&
miraoles as a proof of lis Divine commission, and thus Rlis simple statement
proves heth the reality of the miracles performed by i, andi the truths they
weve intended to confirn. If Christ was not what H1e profesmed, then how is
it that Rie wrouRht these works in the naone of the Father ? how is it thut Lie
was in everything else, true, honeat, faithfiil, and self'-denying ? how is it that
Ris enemies have neyer found the shadow of a ground for aseribing to Ilini
ambition, selfishncss, or unworthy motives of any other kzind, in an>' one trans-
action o? Bis life? If' He was not Nihat Ile prof'essed to be, then are thosEr
who assert it, force] to the awful conclusion, that insincerity, untruthfuiaess,
and a dishonesgt ambition, were the ruling motives of Bis liPc. The ingenuity
and hardihood have neyer yet been fouud together, that wculd pervert; the
staternents of Seripture to support such a theory. It is however the inevitable
conclusion to which a denial of Christ's divinity, and miraculous power, leads.
The assertion o? Bis Messiahship was net one, to be confirmed or denied by
an>' eue act of Bis life, and to extend ne farther. If truc, it included the
reason for which He came to earth, as well as; every event e? His history, and
the end for which LHe Iived nnd suffered and died. H1e does not bide Bis
knowledge o? the reason o? Blis incarnation, or o? the special and peculiar
purpose which Ris liPc and denth were te subserve. He continually asserts
theni. If Bis assertions are truc then is 11e the Divine Saviour; if' net (and
ma>' God pardon the r-upposition!) then do the>' contradiet what every act o?
His life confirmq, Bis honesty and truthfuhtiess. These qualities udmitted, as
they are and must l:e by every eandid render of the Scriptures whatever the
dogmas he may otherwise bold, sittle corwIasively the question as to the divine
tharacter ofBHin ",who spake as rc-ver mian spake."

It would thus appear that the a -'ument for the Divine nature of Christ and
the Divine character of the wondttwftul works which Be performed, rests upon
the foundation of Blis truthfulness and honesýy. If hc meant te be candidly
and unequivocailly understood i,. what Be said and did, then the question is
Fettled te every candid mmid. Ris' miracles, as they we.-e performed, bore
evidence that it was by Bis owni inherent and orighial 'Power H1e wroughs
them, as He 80 often as8erted. Some whose character ehowed that they were
net actuated by the Divine Spirit sometimes performed actions that exeitcd
wonder and that seemed'miraeiiieus; but such actions were 'wholly differera
from the miracles of Christ. They were but the clever tricks of legerdemain
performed te catch the popular eje. The works of Christ on the other hand
ehowed uumistakably, that it wasa by Divine power they were wrought, espe.
ciali> when viewed in connexion with the doctrines which 11e taught, and with
Bis personal character. The>' were works that could coasist only with f'aith
in God, and holiness of charaeter. The>' presu*me these qualitie8 as a sn
çua non, to their being performed. The power exercieed in the performance
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