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sacrament, is by exciting tsem te more serious andi
deveut meditation. Atd itere,itnuust liegrantesi,
that if tits doctrine could Le provesi to, tic satis-
faction of' christians, a deeper impression
wouid probabiy be made upoîstieir minsis, tIsit cas.
ho produced by the mont striking representation
of our Saviour's sufibérings, without tIe assistance
of this doctrine. But tîtis ie a supposition that
can neter bo realized. It in impossible te satisfy
the mmnd. of christians in general respecting a
doctrine socontradictory te ail Pense and reason.
And the more repugnant any doctrine is to tise
conimon sense and understandings of mankind,
the more readily muet doubto andI suspicions ariste
in the miaula of tîsose whoin we endeavor te per-
suade ofita truth. AndltIsermore doubtsand sus-
picions are occasinned by any particular doctrine,
the lesa influence muet that doctrine bave on tise
mind.

Any efet that tIhe doctrine cf transubstantia-
tien can have la exciting a more lively attention to
our Saioe suffYrings, je far more tie cun-
terbalanccd by tIse extreme difficulty of proving
such a. doctrine, and the uncertainty andI doubits
wbieh it muet generaiîy produce.

Au this argument for transubstantiation relates
entirely to the cifeet, wisich the doctrine is caicu-
lated ta produce on the minds cf mcii, andl flot nt
ail te the evidence of the doctrine, itîsn fair to con-
triat with thIe goosi efl'ects ascribeul to it, the bad
effects with wisicî it appears te us te be attended.
Among die bad efets which, we have reason te
attribute to this doctrine, tiuis is one, tisat a doc-
tine se full of contradiction, se contrary te ail tie
ordinary methouls of judging of tise nature of' bo-
dies, muet naturally be productive cf dousbt in tic
minds of tiefaithful theinseives. in consequîence
of these doubts, tie influence cf religion on the
minda eof cliristians is w'eakcned. It ie impossible
for persona cf any degrce cf reflection te avoirl
coidering tic many ansi evident contradictions
implieul ini titis doctrine. Ilowever tliose who arc
wholiy ignorant andl uninforncul may profcss te
assent to it, such; as have acquired any habit cf rea-
soning can nover view it without heing struck
%vith many difficulties. The doubts whîicls are
tîiue excited, andI the uncertusinty inte which tihe
mind is thrown respccting principles tîsat, are re-
garded as cf the firit importance, arc exceedingly
unfavorable to the influence of religion. Thcy di.
,ninish the authority of moral duty, ansd are sub-
versive of the practice of virtue.

The cifect et' the doctrine cf transsulstantiation
ie net less hurtft ins another view. These wisc

set tlieniselves againet ell religion, and endeavor by
every argument whlîi tlîii ingenuity tani deise,
te depreciate tic importansce of christianity, are
too îîssmcrous in evcry cliristian country. Tite
prejuilices of thiese persona are greatly atrengtli-
ened by every doctrine tiat appears to contradiet
tise good sentie and reson of mankind. And the
mnore these tenets abound ia the ehriatian citurch-
ce, the more violent will be the prejudieces of unbe.
lievers, the more nurncrous will tlsey bceme, and
tIse morec Iastingr will be tiseir opposition. Tite
particîslar doctrine in question has no doubt been
tise cause of the infldelity of thousands. Man-
kind EcIlom take tho trouble te consider what tho
gospel itscif teaches. Tisey take it for granted,
OIint clsristianity contains ail the contradiction
wlsich clergymen ascribe to it, when tliey defeusi
ansd explain the doctrine of' transubstantiation.
lIence they infer that a religion which centains se
much contradiction could net proced from God.
They rejeet therefore the wliole gospel as a fa-
ble.,

Tito defenders of transubstantiation maintain
that this doctrine, though superior to reason, ie
net contrary teit. Tiiey assert tJat, it la fot more
contradictory titan the cînnipresence of God, the
immuteriality eof thet human seul, and many oî.lser
doctrines of naturel or revealcd religion, of wisich
we casînot fully exîtiain tIhe nature. Tise omni-
presence of Gotl le indeed inexplicable to, thehu-
man understanding. IVe cannet eosnprehiend in
m-hat inanner the Divine flcing existe everywhcre.
But though this is inexplicable, it contains no con.
tradiction. It is allowed on ail isands that we do
not understand tIse nature of divinity, nor the man-
ner iii which God existe. The divine essence
must posses qualities which we cannot tsnderstand
nor explain. To say therefore, tîsat hie nature
is such as te exist every whereis no contradiction.
It is only saying tîsat lie possesses qualities wlîicit
we connot; explain. But, te say tîtat any humnt
being catn exist in two or more places at the sanie
time, is a contradIiction ; because weare acquaint-
cd %with' the qualities of human bcinge, and know
tîsat this ie inconsistent, witlî the*r nature. Tise
saine rcasoning niay be applied te tIse imnmateri-
ality cf tic seul. It is no contradiction, toasay,
tisere may be sucs an imniaterial substance as
tie soul;. or te say tlirt it may influence the body.
For wo are flot acquainted vîith tihe particular
mode of subsistence ofevery being in tIse universe.
But, it is a contradiction te say that twe or more
persons eat the saine substance at the Umie tinte.
We know this to bo inconsistent with the nature of
any corporeai substance. The doctrine of tlie


