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been suggested that Mill was at bottom a religious man.
Such a notion is clearly in direct contradiction to the
facts of his life. But he was, as we have had many
opportunities of seeing, a man of uncommon warmth
and intensity of feeling; and it is in the light rather
of his emotional than of his religious character that the
following words should be regarded :—
** Whatever else may be taken away from us by rational criticism,
Christ is still left; a unique figure not more unlike all his pre-
cursors than all his followers, even those who had the direct benefit
of his personal teaching. It is of no use to say that Christ, as
exhibited in the Gospels, is not historical, and that we know not
how much of what is admirable has been superadded by the tradi-
tion of bis followers. The tradition of followers suffices to insert
any number of marvels, but who among his disciples or among their
proselytes was capable of inventing the sayings ascribed to Jesus, or
of imagining the life and character revealed in the Gospels ? . . »
But about the life and gaying** of Jesus there is a stamp of personal
originality, combined with profundity of insight, which, if we
abandon the idle expectation of finding scientific precision where
something very different was aimed at, must place the Prophet of
Nazareth, even in the estimation of those who have no belief in his
inspiration! in the very first rank of the men of sublime genius of
whom, our species can boast* When this pre-eminent genius is
combined with the qualities of probably the- greatest moral reformer
and marty if to that mission who ever existed upon earth, religion
cannot be said to have made a bad choice in pitching upon this man
as the ideal representative and guide of humanity; nor even now
would it be easy, even for an unbeliever, to find a better translation
of the rule of virtue from the abstract into the concrete than to
endeavour so to live that Christ would approve our life. When to
thin we add that to the conception of the rational Sceptic it remains
a possibility that Christ actually was what he supposed himself to
be—not God, for he never made the smallest pretension to that
character, and would probably have thought such a pretension as
blasphemous, as it seemed to the men who condemned him—but a

