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their asscttions tiil they get some proof, and proof must mean some-
thing real and visible to others as well as to themselves,

As to what is said by * O,” if T understand him anght, of put.
ting new wine into new bottles to prevent a rupture by a sccondary
fermentation, {t is proper to ask could bottles new orold resist the
power of fermentation?  As the pure juice, or what Moscs calls,
the pure blood of the grape (words wluch are not true of alcohol)
would be far sweeter and far more nourishing, than what is foi-
mented, and would be prefered by all except the lovers of
intoxication ; would it not be more rational to suppose that it
was put into new bottles to prevent fermentation.  1fthey designed
that the bottles should resist the power of fermentation, might they
not leave it to ferment before putting it into bottles, or leave the
bottles untied, and then there would be no danger of a ruptare ?
1 think * O’s"” view of the passagc very unsatisfactory; his view
of Isaiah Ixv. 8. is I think more so. The evidence in this passage
in favor of the pure juice of the grape being in the Bible ealled
wine, is rejected vn the ptinciple of anticipation. This it would
seem is a very convenient and favorite method of cvading an
argument. To support the idea of anticipation it is said that this
is a prophecy ; that verses 8, 9, 10, contain a prophecy no one will
deny ; but surely the part we have now to do with, (a8 the new
wine is found in the cluster,) is not a prophcey, but refers to a
presient matter of fact. The wino is found in the cluster as flour
is found in wheat—the meaning of this is in no wisc affected by
the rest of the passage being a propheey, nor was it fair to make
any feference to its beingsuch.  But # 0” adds—* Some process
must be implied, and why not fermentation 2 we answer because
fermentation destroys the nutritive juice of the grape, and converts
it into a new thing—a muost bewitching deadly poison, which
« gtingeth like an adder,” and because by pressure we get what
was formerly in the cluster, but by fermentation we get what was |
not in it. 1t is as contrary to truth to say that alcohol or ferment. !
ed wine is found in the clustcr, as it would be to say that whisky
is found in barley : flour or meal is, but whisky is na¢ found in it.
To say it is, by * anticipation,” is to introduce an artful way of
speaking, of which plain people bave no idea; by which men
may assert or deny what they please.,

« O~ thinks that as Mr. Ssirit has not found the thick syrup
of grapos frequently uscd in the Eust to bear the name of wine or
be uscd as such, it wasneverso.  This is plain evidencethat they
use the unfcrmcntcd jwee of the grape ; the thing disputed is the
name. “O” thinks that as it has not the name in our day, it
never had it. He pays no regard to Mr. Ssiti’s opinion,—that
the name may have changed in conscqnence of the increased tastc{
for alcoholic drinks ; saying that it is possible, but that no unbiasscd
mind would dcem it probable. It was not very prudent in one on his
sidc of the question to talk of bias respecting thismatter. We are
all liable to be biascd in favour of our own opinions, because they
arc our o:7n.  But one thing is obvinus, those who abstain frem all
that cag intoxicate, might admit the law{ulness of such drinks,
and not be bound in any scnsc or any degree to usc them; but
those who usc them if they adinit that the use of them is sinful, or,
considering their effcets in time and ctemity, incxpedient, are in
duty and consistency bound to give them up; and the Jonger they
have used them the fonder they are of them, the harder it must be
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0" would have nathink that the burden of proving that some
wines were not inchriating falls on those who hold that epinion
they need not fear it as a very weavy burden, but why should it
fall on themn?  When we consider the moral character of God,
Ins abhorrence of all intoxieation, aa it appears in the doom he han
passed on the d-unkard—wine heing in some passages the emblem
of the wrath «£God wh.ch lus encnues must drink, and in others
of spiritual blessing ; that the use of 1t is spoken of in some places
ag lawful, and in others as leading to every thing wicked and vl
which human beings can commit ; must not the opinion that such
opposite things are spoken of tile very same wine appear highly
improbable, of not ubsurd, implying 2 contmdiction 7 Have we
not thercfore a right to deny it, till it be proved ; and surely ot
needs very clear proof.

Would it not be more rational and sale to judge of the nature of
the wine spuren of in different passages by the cffeets ascribed to
it; by the comme.dation or condemnation bestowed on at, rather
than by the mere name?  What would be thought of the maa
who would asscrt that the word com in Britain nmst mean once
kina of grain. The view of any subject or parts of Scripture,
which wicked people are partiai to and which tends to enconrage
them in their sins, is surely to be suspected. The view which
many yet take of the wine wlich Christ made, and commanded
to be used in drink offerings under the law, and in the Supper, is
very palatable to tipplers and drunkards, and encourages them in
their ruinous courscs. But [ cannot think of making this article
much longer by dwelling onthesc points.  As to Christ inaking
wine, we may remark, that he, with equal case, could make wine
contain'ng alcohol, or wine without it ; but not with equal safety
to his ercaturcs whom he came tosave. The latter would be more
sweet and nourishing and wounld please temperate guests; the
former could not nourish, but would stimulate and please the lovers
of intoxication; and we are to consider which class would Cinst
be most hkely to please ; if the latter, then it will be hard to con.
vince men that he hates intosication so much as his words scem
to tcach. This would sanction what is calicd the moderate usc:
and the moderate usc would lead to drunkenness to the end of time.
And Satan might say, * Aha, so would I have it.” That Gud
should have commended such a pernicious thing tebe used in hiswar.

- ship is still more improbable, and lcads to very strange conclusions.

This represents him as approving und enjoining the cause, intox.

cating drink, and abhoring aad eternally punishing the effect,

intoxication ; as forbidding the usc of the same thing in onc form

in the passover, and as expressly enjoining it in another form in

drink offerings. Who can believe thison any evidences which hare

yet been brought forward to prove it ?

As to 1 Cor. xi. 2°. we may say that the view taken by many
of the text, besides its tendency to encourage a most ruinous cus
tom, is hablc to otherobjections. 1. Itisso unlikely that a church,
planted by Paut, should so soon have become so depraved astr
get drunk at the Lord’s table ; that if the word rendered drunkenbe
at all capable of another mcaning, that meaning ought to be pre-
ferred—sce McNiGut and CLARK on the text. 2. As the apostls
quotcd from the Greek translation of the old testament, madc before
their time, itis likcly that PavL would use the word,rendered drusk,
in the sense in which he found it used in that trauslation, Jer. xxi.
14. where it would be absurd to render it drunk, and our transds.

to believe that the use of them is sinful. Ttis casy then tosec who
are most in danger of being biased in regard to this unportant -
question.

tors therefore render it satiate. 3. Such a writer as Pavr would
s hardly have used such words as one is hungry and another it

! drunken as they do not cxpress things properly opposite or formisg



