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AN EXAMINATION, ETC. S7

here be remarked ; that in almost every miracle related by the
evangelists, the facts, separately taken, were plain, intelligible,
transpiring in public, and about which no person of ordinary
obscrvation would be likely to mistake. Persons blind or
crippled, who applied to Jesus for relief, were known to have
heen crippled or blind for many years; they came to be cured ;
he spake to them ; they went away whole. Lazarus had been
dead and buried four days; Jesus called him to come forth
from the grave ; he immediately came forth, and was seen alive
for a long time afterwards. In every case of healing, the
previous condition of the sufferer was known to all; all saw
his instantaneous restoration; and all witnessed the act of
Jesus 1 touching him, and heard his words* All these,
separately considered, were facts, plain and simple in their
nature, easily seen and fully comprehended by persons of
common capacity and observation. If they were separately
testificd to, by different witnesses of ordinary intelligence and
integrity, in any cowrt of justice, the jury would be bound to
believe them ; and a verdict, rendered contrary to the uncon-
tradicted testimony of credible witnesses to any one of these
plain facts, separately taken, would be hable to be set aside, as
a verdict against evidence. If one credible witness testified to
the fact, that Bartimeus was blind, according to the uniform
course of administering justice, this fact would be taken as
satisfactorily proved. So also, if his subsequent restoration to
sight were the sole fact in question, this also would be deemed
established, by the like evidence. Nor would the rule of
evidence be at all different, if the fact to be proved were the
declaration of Jesus, immediately preceding his restoration to
sight, that his faith had made hiia whole. In each of these
cases, each 1solated fact was capable of being accurately ob-
served, and certainly known ; and the evidence demands our
assent, precisely as the like evidence upon any other indifferent
subject. 'The connexion of the word or the act of Jesus with
the restoration of the blind, lame and dead, to sight, and health,

of Moral Evidence, ch. v ; Mr. Norton’s Discourse on the latest form of Tufidelity,
and Dr. Dewey’s Dudleian Lecture, delivered before Iarvard Uuiversity, in
May, 1836, * See Bishop Wilson’s Evidences, lect. 7, p. 130,
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and life, as canse and effect, is & conclusion which our reason i
compelled to admit, from the uniformity of their concurrence,
in such a multitude of instances, as well as from the universa]
conviction of all, whether friends or foes, who beheld t}e
miracles which he wrought. Indeed, if the trath of one of the
miracles is satisfactorily established, our belief cannot reason-
ably be withheld from them all.  This 1s the issue proposed by
Dr. Paley, in regard to the evidence of the death of Jesus upon
the cross, and his subsequent resurrection, the truth of which
he has established in an argument, incapable of refutation.

§ 39. In the fifth place, as to the coincidence of their testimony
with collateral and contemporaneous facts and circumstances.
After a witness s dead, and his moral character is forgotten,
we can ascertain it only by a close inspection of his narrative,
comparing its details with each other, and with contemporary
accounts and collateral facts. This test is much more accurate
than may at first be supposed. Every event which actually
transpires, has its appropriate rclation and place in the vast com-
plication of circumstances, of which the affairs of men consist;
it owes its origin to the events which have preceded it, is inti-
mately connected with all others which occur at the same time
and place, and often with those of remote regions, and in its
turn gives birth to numberless others which succeed. In all
this almost inconceivable contexture, and seeming discord, there
is perfect harmony; and while the fact, which really happened,
tallics cxactly with every other contemporaneous incident,
related to it in the remotest degree, it is not possible for the
wit of man to invent a story, which, if closely compared with
the actual occurrences of the same time and place, may not be
shown to be false.* Henee it 1s, that a false witness will not
willingly detail any circumstances, in which his testimony will
be open to contradiction, nor multiply them where there 1s
danger of his being detected by a comparison of them with
other accounts, equally circumstantial. He will rather deal o
gencral statements and broad assertions; and if he finds 1t
necessary for his purpose to employ names and particular cir-

* | Stark on Evid. p. 496—499



