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and judicial a spirit as possible to consider
flho contention as to whiethcr tie clains for
Clirist's divinity can possibly rest upon
these things. And as all cannot be treat-
cdl of iii a single article, we takie up first
the Il miracles."

Aud as the miracle tliat gave evidelice of
gralest power wvas undoubtedly the raising

of tlhe dead, we remarli, thiat if Luis be con-
Sidered as eridence, thiat Jesus wvas divine,
tixen, by the saine reasoiing, Nvc mnust con-
clude that tie disciples îvere divine, for
Jesus, ou commissioning the disciples, saidl,
IGo-preachi-Laal thme siàk-raise the

deadl." And the record is tixat not only did
Jesus raisc the widow's son, Jairuis' daugbitcr
and Lazarus, but thiat Peter, raiseil Dorcas
and Paul raised Eutychius. Now, if the cvi-
dence of Chirist's divinity consists in Mie
raising of the dead, thiere is just as good
g(rounld for the contention thiat Peter and
Paul were divine as thiey certainly raised
thme dead, if the record is to be believed.

But in exainining the record coiicoriugi
the léraising of the dead," wve -vere sur-
prised to find that only.Mattlmew, out of the
four cvangelists, records tîmat Christ in-
structed biis disciples to raise thme dcad.
Markz, Lukze and Johin are sulent as to this

-conîand. And thon, as wvo have no record
as to any of the disciples cxcept Peter obey-
ing the command, it necessarily follows tlhat
the contention of the Roman Oatliolic
church tlat, Peter reprcsentcdl Jesuts lias
soxmîe foundlation. Hie certain]y represont-
ed Jesus lu the maLter of raising the dead.

But whiere didi Paul gcL bis authoritv to
i-aise Lutycius ? iPaul was not one of thme
twelve nciLher wvas lie one of the seventy.

And mnay iL miot be possible timat many
more dead werc raised than the record
statem?

\Ve presume thiat Matthiew, Marlz, Lukie
and ,Jolin, and thme Apostie Paul only re-
corded suchi incidents as lu their Judgment,
wvere neocessary to prove the trutlî of
Christianity being Nvliat thc.y claixned, rviz..
the best forni of religion extant.

Mien l as to hiealing the sick, wvhile Jestis

certainly hecaledl Peter's wife's m-otiier, the
noblen-an's son, the leper, theù paralytic,
the inliri man, the mnan withi the witlîer-
ed biaud, the ccntUrion'S servant, the
deniioiacts, tie blind mani, the Syroplieni-
clani wvoan's daughiter, the deaf and dumnb
man, the ton lepers and mny othiers, is it
xnot a fact tixat Peter healed the man at the
Il3eautifful gate - of the temple -%vho liad

been laine froom his mothier's womib '? And
did not Philip lieal mafny thiat mrere palsied
and laime ?

Did niot Peter hieal Aeneas whio haà kçept
bis bed eighit years ?

Did not, Paul liea,)l a certain man impoteni
in bis foot, a cripple froni lus mnother's
womb mvho no-ver hiad vaikzed ?

Did nîot Paul hieal himiiself w3; m bitLten by
Uic viper at Melita ?

And were tîmere not special miracles per-
forrned by Paul Ilinsomuell thiat unto the
sick woe carricd away from Paul's body
bialiffercliiefs or aproiîs and dlisoases depart-
cdl froin thiem "?

And wliat about the miraculons power by
Mîvhicll Paul srnote Elymas the sorcerer
blind ?

If liealing, Llie sick is any evidence of
Clxrist's divinity of birth or that lic -was lu
anywiso different fromu otlier meni, thon by
cold log-ic is Dot the saine bealing of the
sicki by Peter, Phiilip and Paul, cridence of
tlreir diviinity of birtx ? WVhy is muot tie
sainu! contention made for timeir inimaculate
conception as for thiat of Jesus?

\Ve are miot attaching Chiristianity. Wec
nevor hiad as unbounidedl confidence iii
Cbiristianity as we have at this moment.
A Chiristiauity thiat -will miot bear the gllitter
of day upon iLs overy vestige,-%ve character-
ize as spurious. A Cliristianity thiat shrinlis
and shiivrs-thiat frets and fumes at hionest
examui'ation lias iiotliing to dIo with Jesus.
As Jesu aslied doubting Thmomas to exaumine
the w'ounds on bis body, so wvould lie lhave
aIl thie evidencos on w'hich bhis religioni is
based subinitted to the lieenest scrutiny.
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