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EXPOSITION 0F MATTIIEW XVI. 13-20.
.&Thou art Peter, and on this rock wili I build

,niy Churcli."
From an acute and vigorous tract rccently pub-

lisihed, entitled Il 6Thou art Peter;' a discourse
un Papal Infallibility and the causes of the late
cunYersions to Itoimaisma." 3y Robert Lee. D.D.

,In 'what respeot or sense was Peter the
trDCc? P Was it something Peter was, or should
w tPrors ocim? Ina opoint he prfse, rol
te ra s oig Ina he positd, o hul

Y'apal hypothesis, tiat Peter is here declared
o be the rock on which Christ's Church
iould bie buit, hecause he was, in these

words, constitutcd by his Master Prince of
the Apostles, Primate of aIl Bishops, Chief
Pastor and Ruler under Christ Fimself. Pro -
testants have generally maintained, that mot
1 cier, e1ther personally or ofllcially, but the
rcofso hich, ue Saout mpad, Ùud thae
rcofio whieh lie Sniurust ad, ind thet
Simon receiveci ibis honorable cognomen be-
cause he flrst of ulf'the disciples gave articu-
lite expression to the rniý4hty truth, that Jesus

Il~ "the Christ, the Son oi the living Codi."
Now every oxie mXust feel that the matter is
left in a very unsatisýfactory- condition, wvhen
it lias been«shown that the rock here spoken
of MAY be thc confession of Peter, and not
that Apostie himself; fur this proves only the
nncertainty, flot the erroneousness of tlie
Papal notion. Thev can still reply, the words
may indeed refer Wo Peter's confession, but
they may also, and more naturally, apply to
Peter himueif. It appears to me, that tbe
generality of Protestant commentators and
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divines have hardly done justice to their owný
cause, when tlicy*have satisfied thienselveti
siitlî maintaining thitt the words of our Lord:
MAY tipply to Petor's confession, ani not.to
P>eter himeif. 'l'le foWlowing pages are in-J
tendeci to show that they mus! applv to Pe-j
ter'a confession, if' Uie '«Ncw TItâtitment bei
consistent with itself.

As Christîailitv is a grs'at '4yetein of truths,
it must, flie every other sy% lexti that iis s)m-ý
metricai and self-consitsnit, sprinir out ofi
some great germinanit trtii. Or if ive con.j
ceive of it as a temple. tic supcrstructureý1
liowever elevateci, 1 ie 1 a -t -, liowever manyà
must rest tîpon some grat îriith ais their bwa4
sis. Thle foundatiop~ of Clîri.âtiaifty, then, or
of the Church, whiclî is iinerelv the coneretc3
fori of thristianity, lias for its foîmndationj
some doctrine or truth. Wliat is it? This4
is indeed the ivhole que.stion.

Now it is impossible to lielitve that the fial
teachers of our holy religin shcî'ild, bave left
undcîermiined or ocNcre eo, vital a matter a
ilfis. Tfli pages of tic New Testament muatb
return a perpetuai t nuswer to a question si'i
indispensablé'.- They ma- keep tilence oui
niany subjects regarditi- wlîici we desire in-.
formation, andi even th"iîik it probable that
tlîey would furiiish it; but on such; a subjeet
as ithis, what is that truth irlifch lies nt the
foundadâôn of CIÈristiaiàity mi of the Christ
ian Church P they cati icither be supposed t
remain mute, nor to, spcak obscurely.
they, then, es'ery wliere aliedgeth pma
or infallibilitv of Peter as theé toundation
If the Papal ;ii.v of the pasage bèfore us


