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met the severest opposition? Has it ever

occurred to us that this is a strange in-

consistency? If this position had been

developed among a people and had been

exerted by a class of men and women

who were unbelievers in revelation, who

were professedly infidel to the doctrines

of prophets, to the teachings of patri-

archs, to the spirit and revelations of

Evangelists and of Apostles, we would

not be surprised; but we find that the

most powerful agencies that had been

brought to bear for the suppression of

Christianity, for the overthrow of its doc-

trines, for the retardation of its success

throughout the land, were fostered by

men who, from their professed adher-

ence to the scriptures of divine truth, to

the writings of Moses and the Prophets

which they claimed to be in possession of,

should have been its warmest friends; it

should have received from them the most

effective support; but on the contrary,

it received from them the most heart-

less and unprincipled opposition. And

it appears that there was but one solu-

tion to the problem, and that solution

in their minds was this: This man is

a promoter of sedition, we must have

him taken out of the way, and so clam-

orous became the demand for the surren-

der of the great teacher and founder of

Christianity, Jesus of Nazareth, that the

populace cried, "away with him, away

with him, crucify him, crucify him;" and

when the judges of the land, after in-

vestigating the charge brought against

him, had discovered there was no cause

for death in that man, and, moreover,

as it was announced "in this just man;"

while they did not choose to impugn the

judgment of the judge as to his purity,

or call in question his reading of the

law, yet they nevertheless cried out "his

blood be upon our heads; never mind if

it is not right, never mind if it is not le-

gal, we do not care for that, away with

him; release unto us Barabbas; give us a

robber, give us a thief, give us any kind

of individual and release him in this ju-

bilee of release to criminals; give anyone

a chance but Jesus of Nazareth." This

was the state of affairs. And why did

they want to get rid of him? Why did

they wish to dispose of him in this way?

What had he done to them? What doc-

trines had he taught that were in oppo-

sition even to the law or to good moral-

ity? None whatever. He was acquitted

before the highest tribunal of his land,

and one of our ablest jurists, Alexander

Innis, in reviewing the trial of Jesus of

Nazareth, concluded that in the light of

the nineteenth century, in the advanced

state of the science of jurisprudence, the

crucifixion of Jesus Christ was a judicial

murder. He went about continually do-

ing good. He berated men for their sins,

to be sure. He chastised them for their

iniquity. He did call them hypocrites,

he did call them some uncomplimentary

names, but they richly deserved it, and

any man who is acquainted with the his-

tory of the times, with the morality of

that age, with the depths of degradation

to which men and women had sunken,

and the almost extinction of the first con-

ception of morality, knows full well that

his accusations were only too just, that

there was no other cause for their ire be-

ing raised against him other than it was

true, and they could not endure it. There

are a great many people in this world of

ours, in this age, as there were in the

age of which I am speaking, who can-

not endure sound doctrine. They prefer

having men who will teach them plau-

sible and flattering theories, who will


