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aw of the Jows (" He came not to destroy
ibut to fulfil,” Maut, v, 17,) were used at the
Tmmediately preceding Passover Supper,
But liere two questions naturally arise,
viz., Ist. How can it bo explained that such
an egregious Llunder should evar have been
zommitted by tho Chuich as the substitu-
tion of alcoholic intoxicating (poisoning)
wine for unfermented nutritious wine, or
4 fruit of tho vino” atithe Lord's Supper?
and, 20d. How i it that such an one
should have been propagated by the
Ghiuich ju Leathon lands, aud porpetunted
in Christendom till now! Without at-
tompting an answer to the first question,
but in order to throw some light upon tha
2econd, we would observe that tho word
unleavened, or uafermented, occurs auly
nine times in the Neow Testamant, eight of
these ia tha plural numnber, neuter gender,
without any substantive expressed, requir-
jug owe to be uuderstood, which must,
according to aualogy, be things, viz, wu-
Josvened or unfermented things (as sbove
woticed); but in all of these instances the
translators of the authorized vorsion of the
New Testament have supplied the word
Sread without printing it in #alics (excopt
in 1 Cor. v. 8), a8 i3 usual when a word
s introduced not having a corresponding
word in the original; thus noindex is given
which might havoe induced the learned
xeader of theso portions of Scripture to re-
fer to that orizinal, and thus to make the
discovery that the translation should bave
been things instead of bread, wherover the
word “azuma” s used iu relation to the
Pasgover-feast and Lord’s Supper. This
anay partly account for the perpetuation of
4be arror in Christian lands, and for its
"propagation among heathen converts to
‘Clifistianity.
. But another .question we can conceive
wmight here bo started by some one—even
this: Why euch & pieco of work about a
natter of no very great morfient? Now
wa,cannot sllow that it is a matter of no
very great moment. On the otber hand,
- we hold-itito be a matter of the greatest

‘momant, inasmuch as it involves the glory -
©f Tmmanuel, the only-begotten Son of”

' <God, and the good of his rational, account-
able, -and immoital creature man, svhom
He:died upon the cross to redeem aund save.

1t Lias been. well remarked by Count de

v

. Gasparin, in hisexcollens work, The C'lasms,

-rof the Truth, “that nothing could be more
revolting or more incompatible with the
fee\mgs with- which God should bé re-
garded ‘by us, than to suppose that He
" would roveal to men truths in themselves

~iridiffetent, ‘the reception -or rejection of-

—— T

TEMPERANUE 121

-

whicht would be attended with nearly the
came resalts. Tho theory of furrmvless
errors is an fatal as it §s reprebonsible,  If
it bo derogatory te the wisdam of God, as
implying that He has rovented traths tous
that are of no importanee, it ie alo fatal
to the rouls of men, smothering l!v-m
undor a beup of iies, 2ud in the end Lltig
from them the fundamental doctiine which
it pretends to maintsin exclusively.”

The vecrion of the truth that Ja
commanded ¢ unformented bread and {ruit
of the vine” to be used by she disciples at
His Supper, iu rememlirance of Him, till
His second comiing, and the adoption «f
the fdseiocd that Ilo commanded for
meated biead nd fermented intoxicuting
wine to be the syinbels of His Lody and
blood, we confidintly affirn me most
derogatory to the wisdom and holiness of
[mmanuel,

Tn suswer to the question in the Larger
Catechisim of the Westininstor Arsombly
of Divines, * What are.tho sine forbiddon
in thie recond commandment,” wo find the
following: ** Corrupting the worahip of
God, adding to i, or taking from i,
whether invented. or taken up of ourselves,
or recoived by tradition from others, though
under the titlo of antiquity, custom, devo-
tion, good-intent, or any other pretence
whatsoever . . . . sacrilege, all neglecl,
contempt, hindering and opposing the
worship and ordinances which God hath
appointed.” And among the proof quota-
tivns at tho bottom of the page, Malachi
i. 7, 8, 14 i3 referred to, viz., * Yo offer
polinted broad upon mino altar; and ye
say, Wherein have we polluted thee? In
that ye sy, The table of the Lord is con-
tempuible.  And if ye offer the biind for
sacrifice, is it not evil? and if yo offer the
lamo aod sick, is it not evil? offer it now
unto thy governor; will he be pleased with
thes, or accep? thy person? saith the Lord
of hosts. But cursed bo the deceiver, which
hath in his flock & male, aud voweth, and
sacrificeth unto the Lord a corrupt thing:
for I am a great King, saith the Lord of

heathen.”

}o We sulunit to all who seck the glory of

God, and love the Lord Jesus Christ in
sincerity, the simple question whether, if
it was wiong in the Jews to offer up such
polluted sacrifices as those above-mentionad,
to Jehoval, contrary to His conunand-
ment, it can bo rightin. Christians at the
present time, with surpassing privileges,
and far more accurate and extensive know-
ledge of tho benevoleat: charactor of their
God and- Saviour, -to offer to- Hlm, in.de-

r

hosts, and my name is dreadful among the ]

<pite of Hfis rolemn and pathetic injuncticn
addieszeito Hisapastles the night in which
H was betravod—instend of the pure
svmbol of 1his sin-atoning blood—* an
olour of a sweel emell "= that vile, pesil:
ous, polluted portion deseribed in the Okl
Tedament as the poison of dragons and
the erucl venom of nsps,” amd in the New
as v wine wherein is oxcess” (Ephes. v, 18),
“usotia,” destruction=-thal which Solomon
the wixest of mere men so pictorially ex-
hibits Lo our view, when “it is red, when
it giveth his coloar in the cup, when it
maveth iteelf aright "—not that we should
la iurel to aur vuin by these deceitfu] ap-
p2arancey, ae our first mother ve was to
hers and that of' the whole human fumily,
at the instigation of Satan, by the pleasant
look of tie forbidden fruit; but that we
wight be put on our guard ag.unut its
blandishments, by wisdom's warning voice
crying out, “Look not thow upon ity
“ Wine is a mocker, strony drink is raging:
and whosoever is deceived] therely is not
wises” “ At the Inst it bitoth like = serpent,
and singeth liko an adder.” For our own
part, wo must decliro our solemn convic-
tion. that if we were habitually to use such
divinely-probibited intoxieating wine, in-
stead of “the unfermented fruit of ithe
vino,” the only divinely-appointed aymbol
of Christ’s blood, at ITis Supper (as almost
all the churches of Christendom do),* we
should be covscious that we were Hus
habitually breaking the positive command
of our blessed Redeemer, whils professing
allegiance to His kingly authority and sitd-
mission to His law, and thus b gullty of
impeaching the omnipotent power, naatch-
less wisdom, adorablo goodness, immacu-
late holiness, anddall the other glorious
attributes of Immauuel, and thus be doing
what by our single puny arm we could to
wrest from Him Ilis medidtorial crown,
and the sceptre of uuiversal dominion,
For if true, as thus professed and implied,
that tho Lord Jesus Christ gave such dele-
terious soul and body-destroving alcoholic
wine to His apoatles the night of His be-
trayal, and commnanded it to be used
thereafter by His disciples till His second
coming, it is evident that He would have
mmqgrersed His own hioly commandment
given to His apostles and- disciples, * to
diink of unfermented fruit of the vine in
romembrance of Iim$” .mid hat other
commandment 8o impressively pronounced
by Solomon undar the- inspiration of the
Holy Ghost, “Look not thou upon the

* We dare notdo it ina. i&.}e innfne’. and
have not for nany years sinc#fRver our eyﬂm
opcned to'sec the evil'of jtvse, * 7 - ™ae



