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Asit isnotour province to reconcile
the conflicting opinious of these divines,
2s to the fact, whetliee the supposed im-
possibili ¥ or absurdity involved in our
di ga, may or may not be taken as an
cloment of interpietatton, we procecid
with the case as kud down by the Bishop
of Lincoln, and wiich every day comes
before us in someshape or other,

By a referenco to the passage as above,
st will Le tound that he transiers  the argu.
ment to the apostes, and considers its pro-
Lab'e workiog on their minds,  He asks
it tone even bordering on triumph,
law they could possibly tako his words
hterally, and not at once fly to the figu-
rative weaning.  Bat it must ve remem-
teced, he enly ashs.  Ue does nothing
mere thanast.  How could they 3 “Was
it pessible for them ¥ [1e dors not think
it even worth his while to prove any thing
on the subjuct. At all events, not a word
have we, atlemping 0 shew that thar na-
‘ural reasoning must have antallibly led
them w0 the figurative ueaniag.—Let us
Browever proceed.

We freely grant that the immediate
heaters who were petsounally .ddressed,
are the real judges of the meaning of
words, 1t 1s a sonad mavim of iblical
interpretation.  Now, as regards the apus-
es, we must, as far as possible, place
odarselves 1 their situation that night. The
e meaning of the speaker must Le thin
wheht Le koew woeunld by affixed o his
woids, by those who heard him. Woe
wust then know the meuns they had for:
vxplasnng lis words, and which he hnow !
they would use; and therefore we must
savest ounsclves with their feelings and
mane the inqu.ry in theie position,  The
vhaie questiont on the potat is now raduced
ITRIHES

12. Would the apostes at the moment
thewr diviae master pronounced the words,
toubt of his omutpotence or his seracity 3

But supposing that tho tone of the
Apostles’ intellect was not so low as this:
supposing that thoy could detect the re-
puguance of a certain conceivable propo-
sion to an unchangeable faw of nature,
wo have only to examine whether they
would, vn the instant, form a decision to
that cilect on the literal import of their
master's words,  ITence we must, it pos-
sible, dizcover what estimate they formed
ol lus power, as exhibited in his works
of which they were witnesses, and we
shall then see whether thoy were fully
prepared to heae amd believe any declaras
tion : cspecially on this occasion when
seated with them the night before he sul-
fered, he told them that he would not
address them in parables—but that he
wuoeld spoak plunly.

The JApostles had seen their wmaster
perform the most stupendous iniracles, on
a variety ol occasions, all teading to ims
press on their munds the cenviction of his
vintgpotence.  They had seen hun open
the eyes of the blind ; unstop the ears of
the deal’; unstring the tongues of the
dumb ; make cripples walk, und heol all
maoner of discases, —restoring a withered
Limb to lfe und vigour, &c. Ner was
this all—three times at lenst they saw him
raise the dead to life; in one instasce——
that of Lazarus — when decomposition
must have taken place, and of course
where a change of matter from one stale
nto another must have been etlected.

Powerful as miracles liko these were
in preparing their minds for the unwaves-
ing convicuvn of lus omnipotence, there
were others more peculiarly fitted to
ostublish his power over the received laws

that is, would they adopt the fmpossibitity
r the absurdily spoken of as the ouly
eritenion by which they would i:nc-;nul‘
Lis meaning 1—and X

22, How far could tke Saviour have.
capected e to use this eritcism—hat !
i, 20 Joubt of his eonipolencs or veracity |
in watchis g the sense of hes words, Hence
we mud see what was the nellectual
~pan of the aposties’ minds at this peried.

{1 is well known that they were illites
rate — ignutant — uneduciued, some ofy
them pour fishermen of  Gallilee ; and
Yience to judge of the operations of their
minds at i tLme, 2s you now would of
Newtonr or Ceperaicus, wonld be worse
than idle.  Indeed, Chnstianuy has been
repraached with the fact of ther original
They must L: cias-ed with
tat e of which wo have exmples
caouglh W cur owa day —that ordivary
class of virtueus, sensible, though 1gun-
mat wen, Utler strangers o the sobile
Jsticet wns of the present day that would
fritter away every doctriue of the gospel.
To wlk to such a class on the subject of
inposs:bilty or contradicloriness o laws
of nature, of extension or wnpeneteability
of moatter, and such like, would be htle
Let esthan a wild waste of busnan breath !
Thae idea of possibilily 1+ measured
wicly by tho degree of power used to
overcunc o dofficunty, not by any degree
of vesistance 3 and when once that cegree
of power amounts with e 1o vmnpo-
tence~—"us useless to (alk of resistance ;
there e be no resistance.  You inay
peak of contradictions us long us you
please, but the only contiad.ction ey
can concaive, is that @iy thary should Le

Shurnee.

of nature; to shew them that wub tum
notling was inpossible, and that therefore
they should not rashly test his declaras
tions by any apparent impossibility, or
contradictoriness 10 those lnws,  For ex-
ample ; gravitaticn 1s one of the proper-
ues vniversally adtributed 10 bodies, and
did one of them planta foot on the lake
of Genezerath, he would surely sink,
This was known to them.  Yet they saw
the bady of their master for a time deprived
ol this property, and nble to nalk without
sinking on the swfece of the waters!
They had also »ecn lim change one sub.
stance 1nio another i the marriage feast
of Cana, and certamly these were not the
men to make the disinction between the
possibility ¢f their master’s power to
change water into wine, and the impossi-
bility of his changing wine into bloud, the !

basis of any interpretation of hes words.

‘I'wo other occasions musiat onco res |
cur to the recollection of our readerss,|
where w the presence of the Aposties he

;
in amanner still more remackatble con- |
trofled the laws of nature : and that i
sucis a manner as could not fuil o con-
vince them, that in the interpretation of
any thing he mught ever teach, they
should never take as the criterion of his
meaning, cither impossilality, or the con-
tradictoriness 10 the established laws of
pature.  We allude to the miracles of
the loaves, where bys omuipotenco is so
signally exhibited, that the last vestage of
such an dea as hiniting his power by the
assamplion of mmpossielity, must be w

smpussible to vmuipaicnce !

minds rondered fully preparcd to bow
dow ut without a donbt to his declarmions,
Ho fueds five thousand men with five loaves
und two fishes; and four thousand with
seven loaves.  According to the history,
it does net appear that the multiplication
of the loaves took place by any addition
to their aumber, either through the crea-
tion ol new matter, or by being miracits
fousiy brought from some other place;
but by actuaily causing the same subdstance,

—

on which thoy are supposed to spend all
this acuto reasoning and so suddenly too,
was able to pass through closed duors,
and oven penetrate through the stony
vault of the sepulehre, to the uiter discom.
fiture of their previous reasoning ou tho
laws of nature, or tho boasted arguiment
of to-day resting on what is called the
incompenetrability of matter 1

‘The trame of wind thus formed by what
they had seen, was not weakened by what

the very loaves, to bo the nourishment;they had heard in their master’s school,
of thousauds.  The miracle is never dess.So lus (vom limiting their ideas of possi-
cribed us consisting in an increase ofibility, he lubours to enlarge them, by im-
number, but in o sufliciency of what ex- pressing on them in the most solemn
iste.  And as to the fragmeats, they aro{manuer thut nothing was impossible to
not spaken of’ as additional pieces, but as{him; he nover reproves them so scverely
part of that very bread, of thoso very'ag when they doubted his power, * Why
loaves which had been broken, distributed .are ye fearlul, O! ye of litile faith? O!

‘and enten by the people ; and to show ! thou of ittty faith, why dost thou doubt1"

the tolly of attempting to interpret his‘Anor the parable of the camel psssing
worls or judge hi actions cithor by theitireugh tie eye of a needle, ho adds,

establighed experie w0 of mankind, the
laws of nature, or the maxims of science
—the quantity thus lelt on each occasion
was far greater than what originally was
there, und from which that very remuinder
was takken!  What here becomes of the
laws of numbers? What here becomes
of the laws of nature 7 Hence, the repe-
tition of such acws as theso must have
gone far to weaken the confidence of
sunple nunded men in any distinction that ;
we can conceive them capable of dl‘i\l\'illg'g
as to the precise fact in which they would!
admit, or reject his omnipotence, or his
authority over the laws of nature, Facts:
hike these of which they were witnesses
must have, atter three years® intercourse
with their master, left them very little
aunldied, and still less disposed to make
cither impossibility or contradictoriness to
the laws of nature, or our modern *f ab-
surdity,” the basis of their reasoning
when trying to understand the declarations
of lnm who performed them.  And with
such notions of his omnipotence necessa-
rily imbibed from what they saw him per-
form, is it reasonable to suppose that
when they heard him say that what he
then held in his hand was his body, they
wonld for the first time test s expression |

by its repugnance to the established laws
of nature after they bad scen him so
often controul those  ws by other exhis
ltions of his power? Can we suppose
thet at the supper table they would thus
have reasoned with themselves : ¢¢ 1t is
true we have scen him chango waier ioto
wine @ it is true we have seen him walk
upon water, having deprived his body of
its gravity 3 it is trur that we have scen
him feed thousands with 2 few loaves, and
contrary to all expaience, after that, the
remaiuder greater than the original sum,

all thesc things we have scen ; bat, the!

change here proposed—the ansitipresence
of one substance heie pointed outr, meets
the laws of nature at a point so nicely difs
ferent from the former cases,thut we must
Aere Yor the first time doubt whether his
power can go so lar, and we must unders
stand him figusatively ¥ But supposing
they did setile down iuto this figurative
interpretation ; what confirmation could it
have received after the resurrection, when

« With men this is impossible.” How
does he completo the antithesis 7 By say-
ing, *With God it is possible 1 Noj
he gives them a universul proposition in
contradistinetion to the first particular
one; but, **with God, all tkings are pos-
sible.” e encourages amongst all the
firm beliel’ in his absolute omaipotence.
\Vhen the blind men netition him, he first
puts the question to them ¢ Do ye delicve
that I can do this unto you? They cx-
press their conviction that he can.  **Ac-
cording to your faith be it done unto you.”
Thus with the Ceaturian and Martha,
and the leper. Nay, he tests the very
fidelity, or the holluwness of his disciples,
by their unqualified belief in his power;
they were to hear a doctrine apparently
involving an impossibity : those who
would judge his words by the criterion of
that impossibility, were to desert him;
those judging by the established convie-
tion of his omnipotence, weie still, though
in perplexity, t adhere to him. % This
is a hard saying, who can hear it2®
They waver and abandon him; but the
tried fidelity of the twelve is approved —

'« have I not chosen you twelve”?

As regards the Apostles then, we are,
wo trust, now entitled to ask; as they
were illiterate and ot scient:fic men, ac-
customed to see their divine master pes-
form works, apparently at variance with
the establishied order of nare, taught by
him to reposo the most unlimited confi
dence in his power ; can they be supposed
to take as the key of interpreting his
words, the iden that here there was a
greater violation of the laws of nature,
than thoy ever witnessed before, and that
in this case, and this only, his pawer
failed hiwm, the thing being infallibly im-
possible—absurd 2 But tu close the mat-
ter, let us iransfer the conclusion to the
Saviour’s mind, and sec whether having
anceasingly both by wozd and sign, encov-
raged the most unlimited, unqualified be-
liet in his power, he would siill expecr,
that hete and here alvae, they should
judue of his expressions by the criterion
of ihe thing beivg impossible to himabsurd?
in itself. Having slways taught.them to
argue in (s manner : “Although the
thing may appear to us impossible, yet a5
gur divine master siys ity 1t must be so "’
is it within the range of rational conjocture
to suppose, that now, an a suddon he can
expect them to reason thus—-+* since the

once semoved fom their minds, and those

they saw and kuew that this cery body,

thing appears to us impossible, eventhoug.
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