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HONOURED as St. Peter had been
while nis Lored was on earth, he became
after his ascension a still more distin-
guishea character: and when the time
was fuily come for opening the Gospel
‘dlbl)f‘ﬂ%d[lon, and the Apostles were
bapuzed with the Holy Ghost, St. Peter
was the first who exercised the ministry
intrausted o him by Christ. It would
Le superfluous to pass any encomiums
en the close reasoning and enerpetic
cloquence with wiich be pressed on the
consclences of his auditors, that Jesus,
whom they had crucifizd, was Lord and
Christ.  The success which attended
his discourse suflicicntly proves its pow-
er and excellence: three thousand souls
were converted to the Falth; a circum-
stance which could not fail to encourage
the Apostles to prosecute, with unwea-
ried diligence, the great work they had
so happily begun.

In contemplating the wonders of this
memorable day, we are led to observe,
that the mighty rushioy wind and fiery
tongues were ounly transient symbols.
Othw miraculous gifts of the Spirit,
having accomplished the purposes for
which they were bestowed, have long
disappcared; nor are they likely to re-
vive, at lIcast until God bare his arm to
bring his Church out of the wilderness.
T'hose, however, which constitute the
very life of our Religion remain. The
enlightening, sanctitying, and consola-
tory mﬂuemcs of the Spirit then shed
abundantly on the Apostles, are still
promised to every Deliever; and how
much are thcse to be preferred to mi-
raculous gifts! Let any one read the ac-
count of St. Paul’s perils, labours, and
sufferings; and be will ')erccivc, that
even miraculous gifls were inadequate
to such a \Vul‘fu{e- They overcome
not the world. They reconcile not the

soul to want, contempt, pain, and death,
"Those supcrnatural weapons must have
blusted the hands of the Apostles, had
they not been under the guidance of
Divine Wisdom ; had they not been
armed with power from on high ; and
had not the eficet of the spirit’s eﬂuslon
been a courage, zeal, patience, disinter-
estedness, deadness to the world, and
devotedness to God, far greater thun
human nature was able to exert. From
this era we read of no contests among
them for pre-eminence ; we remark no
confident rashiness, no intemperate zeal,
no dastardly fear.  Firm, tranquil, unit-
ed, they exhibittheir beavenly conversa-
tion with meekness of wisdom. They
are the patterns of the doctrine they
teach. Tor wealth they entertain the
most perfect indifference : they seek no
honour from man: they preach unot
themsclves; and they ever speak and
act, not as lords over God’s heritage,
but as helpers of their faith. For them,
life has no allurements—the grave, no
terror—death no sting: They are cru-
cified to the world and the world to
them: Theiraffections and conversation
are in heaven. Here we lose sight of
the fishermen of Galilce, and recognise
the accomplished Apostles, whose cha-
racter, no lcss than their high oflice,
stamps them the best and greatest of
nen.

Such were the benefactors of the
world, who, after planting truth, and
peace, and righteousness among clvi-
lized and savage nations, to give new
vigour to those noble plants, gladly wa-
tered them with their blood. Venerable
names ! ever dearto the true followers
of Christ! Ye still live and speak, and
your fires still, from time to time, warm
the cold bosom of the fainting Church.
O Lord, arise and look upon the Church,
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Antioch; but that though he would
now draw all ecclesiastical authority
to himself, yet if he does not discharge
the proper duties of his office, if he
does not administer the Holy Sacra-
ments, if he neglects to instruct, to
admonish, to- teach the people, he is
not, in any adwissible use of the terms,
cither a bishep or even a simple pres-
byter. The word ¢ bishop,” St. Au-
gustine observes, is not an empty title,
but denotes a function, giving us to
understand that he is vo bishop who
aspires to the rank, while he declines
the service.

On the contrary, we maintain that
neither he, nor any other among men,
can with more propriety be calied the
head, or universal bishop, than he can
be called the bridegroom, the light, the
salvation, or the life of the cburch;
that these are the exclusive titles and
prerogatives of Christ, and to him
alose are strictly and-fully applicable.
Never before the times of Phocasy of
whose elevation to the imperial dignity
by the execruble murder of Mauricius
his royal master we are not left igno-
rant, a period six hundred and thirteen
years {rom the birth of our Saviour,
never was it heard that a bishop of
Rome bad suffered himself to be ad-
dressed by so ostentatious a title. We
know that the ceuncil of Carthage
guarded by express provision agalnst
the use of the style “ Sovereign Poun-
tiffy” or Supreme Head of the Pricst-
hood, to any bishop of the Church;
and affirm, that since the bishop of
Rome assumies this style, and exhibits
claims in prejudice of other men’s au-
thoritv, he not only acts in undisguiscd
opnosition to the decrees of anclent
councils, and to the decisions of the
fathers. but (if be will hear Gregery,
one of his predecessors) appropriates to
himsclfatitie whichis at once arrcgant,
profine. sacrilegious, and antichristian
—1is the Prince of pride—the Lucifer,
who exalts himsell above his brethren
—has cast off the faith—and is the
forerunner of Antichrist.

" With respect to our ministers, we
“old that they must be duly called, as
sell as regularly and in order ap-
ointed to their situations in the
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Church; and as we by no means al-
low that any man at his pleasure or
discretion may intrude into the sacred
office, the greater is the injury we sus-.
tain from them who do not cease to
represent us as totally devoid of order
and decency, irregular and tumultuous
in all our proceedings, and every man,
indiscriminately and as it may hap-
pen, as being a minister, a teacher, or
an expositor of the Scriptures.

ISEY Y,

REPLY TO MR. HUME’S ARGUMENT
AGAINST MIRACLES.

Tue credibility of Miracles is a doc-
trine upon which all Revealed Religion
may be said to depend.  Ior, as the ex-
ternal proofs of Revelatien are divided
into Miracles, properly so called, and
Prophecies, which, taken along with
their accomplishments, are but another
species of Miracles; if fucts like these
are themselves incapable of being prev-
c¢d by any testimony, they are also incu-
pable of being appiied as cvidences ol a
revelation from God.

On this account it is of the bighest
importance to the interests of Chris-
tianity to refute an opinion of Hir,
Hume, which he seems to have adapt-
cd on account of the powerful evidernce
which attests the Miracles of the Gos-
pel, an evidence not to be overturnzd
or shaken, but by this bold and novel
paradox, namely, that they are incapa-
ble of proof by any testimony whatever,

Mpr. Flume’s position is this:

"'hat no testimony in behadf of Mira-
cles ought to be admitied, unicss the
falsehood of such testimony waouid be a
preater airacie than the supcruntural
facts asserted to have taken place, in
which case the value of the testimony
would be no more than a balance be-
tween two contending improbabilities.

Now, in the first place, it is little bet-
ter than nonsense to consider the fulse-
hood of a proposition as u Miracle ; for
a Mivacle is a fact, and a Miracle per-
formed 1s a fact already past, DBut, as
no interposition of the Almighty in ar-
resting and suspending the common
course of nature, which is the idea cfa
Miracle, can make an event to have
happened which has not happened, or
vice versay so neither can any similar
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mtexp()qxtlon rhmunoh one shade of pro-
bublitty which attaches to the evidence
of such an event. T ue falsehood of tes-
iz':}dny may, therefore, be improbable
i tie highestdegree; but itis an abuse
ol Iaiueze to call 1t miraculous.

if the impropriety of the terms em-
pioved vy My, HHume on this occasion
be sot yet sufficiently clear, let the rea-
der ~ubstitute to the word “miracu-
jeny,” a pdraphrase, which 1s exactly
equh.u' bil LO lL

NG e ,umony in bebulf of Miracics
1s o be adiited, unless the falsenooed of
suct wsthrony would be a fact inferring
a oieeier violauon ot the order of na-
tuve. than the Miracies to be proved,”

Moo lake advantage, however, of
I‘v?r. Hume’s waccuracy in the use of
feomss i waich, however, no small
pwazf;n of the alizcy of his argument
convasts ) oangl i order 1o afford to his
opiv en every fulr advantage in the re-
aoeatstion, Jet him be uaderstood to
v rundess the fdschoed of the
ot ony wore mpossible,” whichnear-
Iy aotiies o the seme thing with suy-
1 caat 10 1St to be admitted at all.
‘iy this Uroey perhaps, the reader
Moy T8e) BOMe alXIcy 1o lcam on what
f,"‘ s oso extrasordinary a sentiment
wia tooaed, [t s, we are told, becatse
Ritnocius are contrary to experience,
:s;r:zi wserlence 18 the proper test of
Lo lu\
he wibignity and fallacy of this
shoooton are ovident; for whatever 1s
s s atesty, by which truth and
wodare o he distinguished from
oo hery wpast be something positive

v indte; whereas experience is in
e nenest ucme fluctuating and un-
ool nuy, the term itself is scarcely

Poob e, undess in combination with

e beeson, age, o country, to which
D u:oand even then. whose expe-
Vo are we to select? This is no un-
sy gquestion; fory compare only
wiericnce of oney, who has ch‘lCCly
sey thyng bevond his own village,
00 thet of a a“"(md, who has travers-
i tae kmgdom, wnd the experience of
tits second person with that of a third,
Wi s nequalnted with every quarter of
the “"iObC s compare, ag: \1n U\e o (‘nCl’dl
—Xl)»ix(‘llcc, of an cnlxr .nenul age with
that of some dark md unobscrvmg pe-

riod which went before ity and by such
a test we must be compelied to reject,
not Miracles only, but some of the most
obvicus and well attested tacts in na-
ture.

A native of the torrid zone has never
beheld water congealed to ice,* and is
almost as slow in admitting the fact up-
on testimony, as Mr. Hume is in allow-
ing the reality of Miracles. Yet do we
not consider this conduct of the un-
derstanding as irrational. and absurd?
Does it not lead to a conclusion obvi-
ously faise ! For, after all, such a sub-
stance as ice really exists.

Again, I have never beheld, and,
therefore, have no experience of the
fiery eruptions of Ktna or Vesuvius: I
have never felt any onc of those earth-
quukes which have shaken centinents °
and laid cliies prostrate; am I, there-
fore, warranted in refusing my assent
to the fact, that mountains may break
forth into flames, or that the earth may
be agitated by internal convulsions?

Oncu more —Yew of the phanomena
of clectricity bad been observed before
the last century; yet would it have been
rigiit to deny the existence of such a
property in matter a ceutury before,
had any of its effects been casually dis-
covered at that time, and delivered upon
competent testimony?

And thus, with respect to any other
qualitics in nature yet undiscovered, a
philosopher may, indeed, have reason
to suspend or withhold his assent {o the
evidence on which the discovery may
rest; but supposing that evidence to be-
such as had never deceived him in any
other instance, however extraordinary,
however unlike to any thing observed
before the appearances might be, he
would not hold himself at liberty to re-
ject them as incredible in themselves.

*Mr. Hume was so pinched by this argu-
ment, as to maintain, for consistency’s sake,
that the King of Siam was right in rejecting
the evidence of Europeans for the existence of
ice? What! right in rejecting the evidence
of a real fact? But the use he intended to
make of this strange position was, that the
evidence in favour of miracles ought, in com-
mon sense, to be rejected, even though they
were true ; and, indeed, this accords with the
tenor of the whole argument, which is direct-
cd not so much against the existence of Mira-
cles, as against the proof of them,
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Neither is this trial of the understand-
ing at ull unfrequent., The science of
chemisiry exhibits many appearances
little less revolting to an uninformed
mind than Miracles themselves,

To this argument, however, two ob-
jections will be opposed. 1st. That in
the instances adduced above, two expe-
riences are opposed to each other, and,
as the stronger are allowed to prevail,
experience is still assumed as the test
of credibility, 2dly. That the instances
themselves are physical facts, and,there-
fore, neither prove nor disprove any
thing with respect to phznomena con-
fessedly miraculous.

The first of these admits of an easy
solution; for the medium through which
alone the experience of one man can be
brought into contact with that of ano-
ther, is testimony: thus, for example;
A, who has never travelled cut of Eng-
land, believes in the reality of volca-
noes, not upon B’s experience, not be-
cause B hath beheld such appearances,
but because B is a credible witness, and
affirms that he bath seen them.

The second objection seems entitled
to more consideration. If, however,
the real difference between the essence
of physical and preternatural phaznome-
na be attentively considered, it will ap-
pear to be much less than is commonly
supposed, so little indeed as to remove
every thing formidable out of the argu-
ment. Forif we reason upon theistical
principles, and this essay is not addres-
sced to Atheists, Miracles are, in reality,
no farther improbable in themselves,
than as they are unusual ; in other words,
there is no antecedent presumption
arising from the nature of the Godhead,
or the constitution of things established
in the present world, which should lead
us to think it unlikely that the Almigh-
ty, for great and wise purposes, may
suspend the operation of his own esta-
blished laws. But there 7s a presump-
tion arising from the wisdom, the dig-
nity, the general order of his govern-
ment, that such interruptions would
rarely occur. Both these suppositions
harmonize with the Christian testimony
in favour of Miracles. But to proceed.
‘Whoever attends to the process of his
own understanding in cousidering this
‘subvect, will scarcely fail to discover a
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fallacy which he puts upon himself, ag
if miracles were more difficult to be
achieved than ordinary facts, and there.
fore more difficult to be proved. Sure.
ly, while we reason thus, we forget in
whose world we are,or whose operations
we are discussing. To a power short
of omnipotence, the common opera-
tions of nature wouli be impossible ; for
the Almighty it implies no more power
to raise the dead than to expand a flower,

In order to set this idea in a clearer
light; let it be supposed (und it is at
least conceivable, though contrary to
fact) that miracles, as we call them, were
matters of frequent occurrcnce; that
diseases, for instance, were as frequent.
ly healed by a word or a wish, uas by the
operation of medicine ; or, that the dead
were as often restored to life by similar
means, as the living are swept away by
violent and accidental causes. In either
of these cases, the frequency of the facts
would occasion them to be confounded
with the ordinary course of nature, and
no one would conceive the production
of such effects to require more power
than any of the common operations of
Providence. The degree of iniproba-
bility, therefore, which belongs to Mira-
cles, will be allowed to arise merely from
the circumstance of their being unusual.

But if no extraordinary degree or ef-
fort of divine power be required to the
procuction of these effects, however
stupendous, and if there be no antece-
dent improbability that in certain cir-
cumstances they may be produced, an
important consequence will follow,
which is, not only that they may be prov-
cd by evidence in general, but by the

same evidence on which we admit the
truth of other physical, though extraor-
dinary facts.

The last observation apphes directly
to the testimony of the Evangelists ; for
in their narratives we have the evidence
of two original spcctators at Jeast, with
respect to miraculous operations; and
these " operations are mingled with a
great number of ordinary facts, general-
ly arose out of them, and were occa-
sioned by them. The evidence of the
one and the other, therefore, is precisely
the same. Is it then reasonable to gar-
ble this evidence at pleasure, to admit
whatever is natural in it, and reject
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what is otherwise, or abandon both to-
gether, on account of the conceived
improbability of one; or shall we not
rather, and does not thc preceding argu-
ment leave us frec to admit both, in
consequence of those unequivocal cha-
racters of probity, simplicity,and origi-
nal information, which are stamped
upon every part of the evangelic story?

It must also be observed, that the
actions there recorded as miraculous,
were as properly objects of observation,
and that to ordinary men, as the most
familiar appearances in nature. They
were not like the result of many philo-
sophical experiments, which require a
scientific eye to remark, and a scientific
pen to report them, A Galileean pea-
sant, who had eyes and honesty, was as
capable of attesting that he saw sight
restored to the blind, and limbs to the
lame, and life to the dead, as a philoso-
pher of Athens.

To the same purpose it is to be ob-
served, that in order to produce assent
to the Miracles related in the Gospels,
we are not called upon to lend our minds
to long trains of reasoning, and adopt at
last conclusions formed by the Evange-
lists, but we take a plain story related
by plain men, and conclude for our-
selves,

Hitherto we have been reasomnw
principally against Mr. Hume’s conclu-
sion. It may now be worth while to
consider whether his minor ought to be
allowed ; or whether, after all, experi-
enceisagainst the existence of Miracles.
If an advocate for the reality of these
mighty works were to reason thus, I
afiirm that such suspensions of the order
of nature have taken pluce in muny
ages and countries; surely then they ave
so far forth agrecable, to experience—
what could be opposed to the argument,
but that all this is lcarned from testi-
mony? And how has Mr. H. been able
to collect a much wider experience on
the other side, but from the same source?
In fact, there is partial experience on
both sides, and that cxperience is acquir-
ed by means of testimony.

But,in the last place, it will be asked,
whether cxperience be allowed to have
ho concern in regulating our assent to
evidence? Undoubtedly it has a very
important concern; for though we have
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shewn that no experience, however ex-
tensive, can render all testimony what-
ever inapplicuble to any given facts, so
as to constitute them antecedently inca-
pable of proof; yet it has an extensive
province of its own, which is, not to sit
in judgment upon facts to be proved,but
upon the characters of those who are to
prove them. Experience will decide
that testimony is generally found to be
true or false, according to the integrity,
competence, and original information of
the witnesses ; and when it hath decided
that an union of these circumstances
alone, without regard to the nature

of thé facts to be proved (supposing

them to imply no contradiction) is enti-
tled to belief, experience, instead of an
adversary, becomes a firm and faithful
ally of Revelation. O0.U.1I.
-
THOUGHTs ON SLOTH. _

SroTH and self-indulgence are extreme~
ly nawral to man. Whoever has in-
formed himself respecting the character
of our fellow creatures in their most
savage, which is, unguesticnably, their
most natural state, will be prepared to
admit the truth of this observation. The
native Indian, as Dr.Robertson remarks,
will lie on the ground for many days,
and even weeks together ; and will only
shake off’ his sloth when excited by ap-_
petite, or raised by some violent gust of”
passion. The case of personsin civiliz-
ed society is not altogether different.
Their artificial wants, indeed, are mul-
tiplied, and in cansequence of these a
systcm of more permanent industry is
produced; but when appetite, as well
as ambition and vanity, are satisfied,
cven civilized man, except so far as Re-
ligion has new created him, relapses
into bis native Sloth.

Let us proceed to point out the man-
ner in which the spirit of idleness and
self-indulgence shews itself in this coun-
try among the higher and mlddhno'
ranks of life.

How many hours are needlessly spent
by sume on their beds ; by others in the
most idle and frivolous conversation ; by
others in reading, with a view to the
mere gratification of the fancy; by
others in unprofitable amusements, in
amusements, we mean, which tend to
kill time rather than to afford that re-
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