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iAtUiet and authoritative a voice on the side of

rignteousness? Would He have so constructed

the creatures of our species, as to have planted in

every breast a reclaiming witness against himself?

Would He have thus inscribed on the tablet of

every heart the sentence of his own condemnation;

and is not this just as unlikely, as that He should

have inscribed it in written characters on the

forehead of each individual? Would He so have

fashioned the workmanship of His own hands; or,

if a God of cruelty, injustice, and falsehood, would

He have placed in the station of master and judge

that faculty which, felt to be the highest in our

nature, would prompt a generous and high-minded

revolt of all our sentiments against the Being who

formed us? From a God possessed of such

characteristics, we should surely have expected a

differently-moulded humanity; or, in other words,

from the actual constitution of man, from the testis.

monies on the side of all righteousness, given by

the vicegerent within the heart, do we infer the

righteousness of the Sovereign who placed it there.

He would never have established a conscience in

man, and invested it with the authority of a

monitor, and given to it those legislative and

judicial functions which it obviously possesses;

and then so framed it, that all its decisions should

be on the side of that virtue which He himself

disowned, and condemnatory of that vice which

He himself exemplified. This is an evidence for

the righteousness of God, which keeps its grounds

amid all the disorders and aberrations to which

humanity is-liable; and can no more, indeed, be
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