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out minds we are prepared to dismiss suspicion.and
to say of the gospel, it is the power of God and
the wisdom of God; it is the divinely appuinted
antidote to man's depravity and wretchedness; 1t
is the lever by which a redecmed worid is to be
raised from earth to heaven; it in a manifestation
of the love and merey of God winch shall engage
the thought and the love of the umverse of telh-
gent beings for ever. Oh then ! beware of permit-
ting the objections of the caviller to prejudice you
agi‘mst its excellence, or cheek its woral inflo-
enceupon your own lieart, Study it more, and
practise it more; and it will rise before your mind
ina more glorious magmficence, and proclaim its
Author s plainly to the eye of taith, as this mate-
rial universe that surrounds us proclawmsg lus God-
hiead to the eye of reason,
N. M.
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CHAP. IV
Pretexts of Succession from the Apostles.

125. The ambition of the clergy was doubtiless the
<hief primary cause of the rise of the papal hierar-
chy. The hidtory of the Popes presents one continu-
ed iftustration of this great ruling principle, by which,
since the first century, the Roman bishups bave,
almost without exception, bren actuated.

In the potitical events with which a former chap-
ter was occupied, the Popes appeared in general as
secondary agents, as turningto theirown advantage
resolutions over which they had little or no coutrol.
Ia the transactions now 1o be enumerated, the ponitis
were under no constraint, and these, therefore, atiord
a less fallacicus index to the motives by which they
were influenced.

126. As their succession from the apostle Peter was
wery early a favourite topic with the pontils, which
they advanced successively as the ground, fiest, of the
superiority, then of the supremacy, and lastly, of the
wfallibility of their see, it will be necessary, be-
fure proceeding to the proper subject of this chapter,
to examiue the validily of an argument of which so
wuch use has been made.

197. That St. Peter was at Rome, andthat, together

‘with St. Paul, he preached the gospel, and suffered

martyrdom in the mperial city, arc affirmed by tra-
ditwn alone, unsupported by any historical evidence
Not anly so, the story is loaded with circumstances
manifesily fabulous,* which, notwithstanding are
supported by the same traditivnal authority as the
ministry of Peter in the capital.

128. To the silence of ancient writers may be
added that of the New Testament, Iuthe Actsof the

* The story of the destryction of Simon Magus by Peter, is
probahly founded on o fact related by Suctonius, Vit. Ner.c
31l of & person who was killed plingto fly inp of
the empezor,
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Apostles, Peteris said to have visited Samatia, Lydia,
Jup pa, Cusavia, Antioch, Corinth, Babylon, but of
his presence i flone no wention 1s made. ‘This s
the negative evidence against the fact 1 question ;
what ay be called the positive, arises (rom the
sulence of Paul onthe subject, when occasions of in-
troducing it prescied themselves.  From Rowe, the
apistie of the Gentiles addsessed letters to the Galas
tians, tu the Ephesians, to the Philippians, to the
Culossians, 1o ‘Limothy, and to Plulewon.  In such
amuhiplicity of cortespondence, it 1y incuneeivable
that, if Peter were at Itume no uveecaston should oceur
ol mentioning a person so celebrated in the church;
and parucalatly, that Paul should it to send his
siatutation t those churehes to which his own letters
were addressed.

That Peter was not in Rome when the Epistle to
the Collosians was written, appears demonstrably,
frum the following passage, 1n which, atter the enu-
meration of * "Lychicus, Onesimuy, Aristarchus, and
Justus,” there follows this express declaration :—
*“These alone ave my fellow-workers uito the King-
dom of God, who have been a comtort unto me,”

129, The same tradition on which the ministry of
Peter at Rome is founded, asserts that the two apos-
tles already wentioned, were hound in the same
prison, and together sufleied the pains of marnyrdom.
&n Paul’s second Epistle to ‘T'imothy, however, writs
ten, as himselt’ assures us, when * the time of his
departure was athaml,” it s stated that, “at bis first
answer no man stood by him,” but that, ** all men
forsoolk him ;% and, in the same chapter, he inforins
Tunothy, that “aid the brethren did salute him,”
namely, Eubulus, Pudens, Linus, and Claudia,” The
omission of Peter in a list containing olt the prin-
cipal Christians then at Rowe, proves that that apos-
tle was not there.

130 Fhe only seriptural argument, which the Ro-
manists Lave been able to ofter in oppousition to those
now adduced, arises lromn a conjeclure by some of the
fatiers, that ** Babylon,” in 1 [JchI v. 13, is intended
o denote the Romtan city, other ancient wrilers, it
may be objected, mterior to the former neither in
namber nor authority, suppose, that by Babvlon the
apostle meant Jerusalem, the scene ot our Lord’s sufs
ferings and death.

But both of these opinions depend wholly on cons
ljccture, there being not the least reason lo imagine,
Ithat in a didactic letter, the apostle would contound
lits readers by cmpoying the name of one city to
signity another.  The ancient Babylon, too, not only
existed at the periud in question, but was a place of
constderable importance, and contained multitudes of
Jews.  In whatever degree, therefore, itis probable
that Peter, to whom the apostleship of the ¢ircum-
cision was peculiarly entrusted, should resort toa
city, in which the greatest nuaber of his dispersed
countrymen was 1o be found, in the same degree it is
prubable, that the letter under discussion wa. written
from that place.

A cousiderable city of Egypt called also Babylon,
existed at the time of which we are speaking, and
trom 1t the apostle might send his Sccond General
Episile.

131. If, finally, St. Peter were really in Rome, or
suffered martyrdom there, these events must have
happened posierior to the perivd embraced by the
Beok of Acts, and to the writing of St. Paul’s epis-
ded); and if so, Peter could neither be the founder,
o'l one of the founders of ihe Romijsh Church.
“Y132. But should we concede the pomt in disnute,
-;. Colos. iv. 11,

{72 Tim, iv. 6,




