THR CATHOLIO,

Chiust had not yet cpunly dsclused citlier to the
public, or to hus diseiplos, who he really was .
whot Suoty by the susperation of heaven, de-
vlared him to bo the Christ, the sun of the living
Gud.  Jesus uncdiately pronounced Lim bies
~ud, fur havong heen thus selected to announce
Jus important tiuath to maskand andcinreturn
1er tho dedlatativn winoh he had mado,appoint-
« + hiwm the Cephas; o vk, on which the cliurch
should be built, promised to him the keys of the
Lingdom of heaven, and engaged that whatso-
e he should tand orfovse v earthy sivuldd be
botud or Juused 1 heaven.  Sunon bad aanl.‘
“ihou art the Chirst.,” a wourd espicaang the
ofiico of bum, who was the Rolocmer of the
sorhd., Jesusansweicd. abii baey aisv unto
thee, that thouart the ruch, 'a wota eapressive
of the office to o hich Suron was called, of be-
ing, after Chust, the recd on whadh the charch
was to be foundad. Tocom cousgguence ofbiny
clevation tu this wiiice, a proaase was made to
himof the-keys, the sy wluis of pre-ctuncnce
and authority ; and a declarationg was a(l}lqnl,
thatin the excreise of that authonity, lus decs-

swn on earth shivuld be raufied i heaven,
In this exposition of the words, ¢“thou art Pe-

ter, ard on this rock T will build my church,”
tl cie is nothing forced er unnatural.  Itis what
tirst ofters itself’ to the mind ou the perhisal of|
the passage. It isthe sense in which. ‘it was
zenerally understood by the ancient writers;
and, Tam happy fo add, tho sense which has
been given to.it by the mare-candid'of the Pro-
testant exposifore; who, theugh' they may hot
a-lmit the papal supremacy, yet acknowledge
that St. Peter was appointed by Christ to he the
rock of the christian church.
paraphrases the passage* ““As a suitable refurn
t ar thy confession, I say also unto thee, that
thou art by-name Peler, that is a rock: andupon
thee, who art this vock, T will-build my cliurch.

Aad T will give unto thee the keys of the king-
dom of heaven, the power of maiing laws to
govern my church.”*’ Tt is explained in the
~ame manner by Dr. Hammond.  “Seeing thon|
liast so freely confessed mc before men, T will
also confess thee. ‘Thou att Peter, &e. that is,
tiie name by wiich thou art styled and knowni
by mie, is that which-sigmfies'a stene ot rocl:, |
and accordingly my churct shall be so built ony

thee, founded in thee, that it shall never ba des-|!

troyed.—WWhat is here meant by the keys, is}
Lest understood by Is. xxu. 22. where they sig-|

ity ruling the whole family or houso of thejt
Ling, and this bemg by Christ accomimodated toft
the chureh, denctes the power of governing-inji

T add the testimony i
[ -Dr Tomlne, the prescat bishop of Lincolu,

who in.his elewents of christinn theology, re-i:
reatedly supposesthat by the words, “Uustoch,?y

it.”'t Tothese T wil only

was meant .Peten himscli. ‘Thus aftor teling i

us, that tho many reiathablo circumstances re-g

corded concerning Peter in the gospels.andacts), TFiow att Peter—aund. T wilk g
: 1/ whatsoever Hiou shalt bind,?-&e,

* Whithy, in Matt. xvi. 16. Tom. 1. p. 143. .

Taamozd, ibid, p. 92.

Dr. Whitby thus||
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iseem to point him out as the chie'(‘-.bﬁtho,’ty‘vch;c
apostles, he adds. “‘our Saviar said té-him-in
explanation of tho name, which he himself.had
given him . thou art Peter, and upon this reck
wall T build ipy-chirels®  and again e informs
us, that by being.the first.who preached to the
Jews and afterwards (v U Gentiles, Peler may
Lo said to have founded- the umversat .chageh:
, which-is supposed-to have besn tig ficaning of
rour Lord’s words, “upon-tliis rock-will.k buik
my charch.»® .. . o o -
To this exposition, hdwever, the Bisliop.of
 St. David's has opposed threc.feshly and evasive
answers, Ist. He tells us that the r‘oé‘k\' oy
which Chuist promised to build his church, was
the profussion of faith-in:the Messahship of Je-
sus. Now thatsuch profession was. the immedi-
ate cause, why Christ .pranouncedSt. Peter to
be the rock, will be granted; Lut.if thedearned
Prelate meant to disjoin- the ‘faith from-the pee-
!son of Peter, and-to confineito it z_\l'onéﬂ’\e,br'dm-'
10 of our Savior, he both viojates tlie propriety
'of language, aiul-contradicts the.obvious measi:
ing of the speaker. “I alyy say lo tee-that
thou art the rock, and on-this;rock-E will-build
my church;”’ are words perlectly intelligible,
and matually illestrative-of cacti other. -1t pointy
’out why Simon was originally called Peter, aud
shows that on him; as on-a rotk; the churel
was to bebuilt. Butif, instead of.this, you sub:
stituto the- expositivn of ‘the :bishop;.the Wwiigle
passage will becomo ‘unna;u'ml,},im‘qh;cd»-ang
incoherent. ““And Isay unto thee:thiat thou
art the rock, and gn_the, confession.of my Mes-
siahship, as on-awock, 1 willbuild my; church.s
"It nust, moreover, he evident to the reader, ihat

‘8. But, says the Bishop of St. NDavid’s, ““thero
is a-change of the-térnis in thie words of our Sa
wvior, '!‘hou art Petros (Peter) 'aml'oh‘l_l'xi;;‘ pe
tra:(rock )1 will build iy chuich. If bur'Sa
vior ‘had meant that St. Peter’shoulil b the
rocl:, the same term might have be’én;rcpqafcd
thou art DPetrus ahd' on this petrus ‘U will Luild
iny church. He was not the fountlation on
v- hichi tho -churchiawas to bo built, butid'part of
it: IIe was not potra-bit<péttus;”*" thit is, he
was hot the rock, biit-ono-ofi the stones”to-be
cuployed in tlié ‘buildingrop thic-rock:* Thisis
onc of the Juminous and imppertant- distinctions
farawhich wo aro inddbicd:{o: tivo.genius of “he
reformation.  As longns:Chfistenidom was en-
velaped in: the darkrness off popety, it Wwas hot
given t6- man‘tordiscover tho. trie medning of
that clegant distourse,.which we atoiiow; told,
took placé betwieen Ghrist and.he apdstlé: -
-Christ. Whem do! yo say, that: K. the Son of
Manyaml, . o .0 b o
Simon.. Fhou art-Christ; the Son-of «tHosliv-
ing.God. o I
Clizist., And:Tisay.also uato thee; thow a¥tin
stanz,.(Potrus) and .on-this rock ¢petrdy 151N
buiflmy.churchit:. . vu . T "f\ +
» ButAIs Right: Rev. Prelate shotld récailect,
that petrirs-and:pelrd aro not the words of Chiist,
but of tle teanslator. Christ.did ot speak in
Griéle, "Bt in° Sirochaldait. I oy the samd
‘wotdicdpas]thié ‘tranSlator empiéyod both Pe-
(s’ and peted; iti8 Aot dificuli’to dssign tue
reason. ifcadopted Pefrusin thé first fhstance,
bécausow masEdlitic terinination was Mot6 pro-
per for the Hatid ofa- fon, and Fita the kecond,
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Jesus, in his answer to-Peter, mednt. to confer
1on him some reward in rclm:n,fq:/_h::,; confession.
| Yet where could have been thisréward; it Christ
'had only told him that the chareh yould.be
"huilt upon fuith, and that.he, no_less: than his
!colleagues, should” bo instrumental in raising it
on that foundation. o

. 2. Dr Burgess observes, that as Christ.ad-
.dressed the question toall, and St. Peter answer-
;cd in the name of al}, so the rc_ply of.oqr,Savior
| was intended forall.  Now supposing the prem-
‘iscs to be true, vet -1 sce not how the conclusion
can be maintained. As well might it be pre-
tended, that when a shenifl; for examplo, -is
knighted for prescuting an address,.the same
honor is intended to be conferred on all the free-
holders of the country in whose tiames. hois
ccunnissioned.fo act. In efiect, if it be.possible
for language to confine the mcaning of anan-

|
t

swer {o one individual, it is so in the present in-
stanre.  The evangelist declares that the words
of Christ were .addressed to Peler: “Jc__;sus.an.
swering, said unto im,” and the stords, them-
sclves are exclusive of all-other. persuns: < Bles-
sed art thoy, Simon, son of Jona~~1 say.unto thee

ive: upto.thee—

o
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At the gloso of this-part.of
bishop lays down {he three following: proposi-
tions; that “the.first christian church was the
church of Jerusalem; that the presidént:of the
firstzehiristizivcouneit wasHorStaPefer) Bit St.
James; and thattho«first-christian. bhishop. was.
St. James, the bishoptef Jerusalem.?; These
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* Bish. of St. David’s; p. 5. ' .
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1 Dr. Burgess.wyill not allow St Petertio be the rack; b
causc there i a'chiange of terms, Pelros and’Pede. - Wald
he then acknowledge him to be-the vock, ift there were no
change of termst Lhat there.was -renein the original dis-
course of Chiist, is cértain, e mustthavénscd Ceplhiasiny
both -places. The.same word is-also.used in-botlr places,
in the &y riae, Arbic, and.the other ériental versions. - .

$1b. p. £0. Another extmordinary assertion,hzzarded
by the Jearncd Prelate, is, thit “St Paal was the firktfoin-

der'of the church of “Rome.” - Frofa trhat ancic ritér
this mformauox) has been derived, we are not-to 33 it
Pant him-

possible té conjecture. -It could not be:fitim-S
gclf:-for he wrote .a long-¢pustlaito; that- chin
beford it could have been - jn his {0 !
may Task the Bishcp of St-Duvid's“one’quéstion?” Ifho
knows any thing of ccelesinstical-antiquity, Yie mnst know
that the Sec of ‘Rome.was slways .called the Scoof Peter,
sedes or cathedra Petri. Now if St. Paul-twns thicifirst
fnundcr_of that church, how. came it not.to'be called the Sz
of Paul instead of thie Scc of Feter I+ Even sap posing that,
according -to the .discovery of:the-bishop, St.xPeter aftérs
wards assisted St Paul.in; preachung tiie Gospel:at Roine,
fcs why should that ¢horeh derive its distingnishing aggels
ation: (rom tho assistant ratber than'tho principal 1 Truly,
I thinit be must surrender.one.of histwo favorite vpigions.
Iie must acknowledgoe. that cither St: Paul‘irasnot.thié fing

seme yesta
nd it. . Bus

*[i founder of the chireh of Rotae, or thiaf the.name of “Pelep

supierseded that of Panl, on accoant of th superids digaity
of tie formcer.



