ip_ i "-‘::i'

‘incongruity of language, sith a$ would deprive Christ
of all future buman -confidence in the expression.of
His thoughts ; and convert:the language, of the Tes-
‘tament.into an unmeaning of incongrious symbol.
_. If, then, your meaning be correct, atfol.lqwslof. course
. that.that mode of expression must be just which de-
scribes’a man as ¢ eating'a -spirit, eating an image,
drinking a metaphor, eating-an allegory, and drinking-
a shadow.”. _ )
 Naow, sir, if all this language be perfectly just,and

-the ideas congruously expressed, it follows of course,
that all the other cognate words of ¢ the verb to eat,
" can be similarly used with equal justness and equal
correctitude: hence, sir, we can employ with equal
truth the words ¢ to wash a spirit, to weigh a spirit,
to bleed a spirit, to boil a spirit, to roast a Spil‘lt.,‘te
salt a spirit,” as well as we can say * to eat a spinit.
"Phe words are decidedly of thesame cogpate charac-
ter, and if one of them can be used with precision 50
can all the others. "Then it is perfectly correct to
say “to wash an image, to bake a metaphor, to boil
an allegory, to salt a trope, to eat a shadow, to wash
a shadow, to bake a shadow.” And then, again, sir,
it will follow that the image of a thing can justify the
soul. And again, sir, you represent Clyist as swear-
ing by two oaths that these are lis words and that
this is his meaning.

You have, thercfore, adopted the most incongru-

us and ridiculous form of words, such as no rational
human being has been ever krown to use; you have,
in the face of eaven and earth, translated the word
¢ flesh’ into ¢spirit, image, shadow, metaphor;” and
you have done all this, forsooth, because you could
not understand how ¢ he could give us his flesh to
eat.’” Butif you will reflect on the crib, on next
Cliristmas night, and ask how can a trembling, poor,
. naked, abandoned child be the eternal, consubstantial
‘Word, the King of Kings, your common sense will
be shocked till you see the Heavens opened and hear
the angelic choirs rerd the blue vault of His father’s
skies, saying ‘itis He) Our doctrineis just the
same kind of a mystery,and while we are astounded
at the statement contained in the words, we at t!le
same time hear him re-assert it over and over again,
and we bow and believe. And could no more con-
sent to believe the absurd, the ridiculous, the incon-
gruous, the newly-invented meaning of your altered
text, than T could consént to believe our Lord to be
anidiot or a maniac. You, therefore, perceive, sir,
how absurd is novelty, how ridiculous is leresy.

In order to see more fully the consistent language
of our Lord, I shall again quote some texts from St.
Matthew, chapter 26 :—

V. 26.—And whilst they were at supper, Jesus
took bread and blessed and broke, and gave to his
disciples, and said, ¢ take ye and eat,’ this is body.

V. 27.—And taking the chalicé be gave tlanks,
and gave to them, saying, ¢ drink ye ail of this.?

V. 28.—Tor this is my blood of the New Testa-
ment, which shall be shed for many, for the remission
of sins.’ .

Now, sir, according to your assumed meaning,
Christ said, this is my body,” meaning that this is
my spirit. Now, sir; since ‘the invention, improve-
ment, and perfection of human language, have you
‘ever seen, read, or heard of any human being in any
age or any country, use the word ¢ body’ to mean
¢ spirit.’ It is precisely the very opposite, and can-
not by the rules of language be employed even as a
metaphor as there cannot be any resemblance be-
tween two things which are metaphysically opposite.
Aud when we come to apply your meaning to v. 28,
it is hard to say whether one feels a greater amount
of ridicule, or pity, or contempt for the teachers ofa

~ doctrine which would go to say ¢ that the blood of a
spirit was sbed, the blood of a metaplior shed, the
Dlood of a shadow shed, the blood of an image shed,
the blood of faith shed, the blood of a memorial
shed ! Now,sir, in your own language, do you see
liow ridiculous is error, how absurd is human novelty
in revelation? .

T shall, in canelusion, quate by your own standard
of the Bible, and the criticism of language, some texts
on the subject from St. Paul to the Corinthians,
chapter the eleventh, of the first epistle :—

V. 23.—For I Lave received of the Lord that
which also T delivered to you, that the Lord Jesus
the night in which he was betrayed took bread.

V. 24,—And giving thanks, broke and said take
ye and eat, this is iy body which shall be delivered
for you; do this, in commemoration of me.

V. 25.—In like manner, also, the chalice after
he bad supped, saying, this chalice is the New Tes-
iament in my blood : this do ye as often as you shall
drink for the commemoration of me.

V. 27.—Wherefore whosoever shall eat this
bread or drink the chalice of the Lord unwarthily,
shalt be guilty of the body and of the blood of the
Lord. .

V. 28.—But let a man prove himself: and so let
lim eat of that bread and drink of the chalice.

V. 29.—For he that eateth and drinketh unwor-
thily eateth and drinketh damnation to himself: not
discerning the body of the Lord.

You see, sir, in these texts, that St, Pau! keeps
up the same consistency of word and idea as our
Lord: and that he asserts his having received the
above communication, not from the Apostles, but
from the Jips of Christ himself after Iis resurrection,
in order to stamp that communication with an impor-
_ fance beyond anything he had to tell them. Here
~ St. Paul clearly speaks of the guilt of the body and

blood of Christ. Now,sir, be candid with me, has
any manin any age or any country ever heard of
¢ spilling the blood of a spirit, murdering bread and
wine, killing 2 metaphor, sheddirig the blood:of bread
.and wine, killing a shadow, bleeding anallegory; tak-
ing the life of a trophe; and murdering a‘'shadow. But
above ull, can'you have the.cool hardihood to preach,
before’ an assembly of rational beings, that Christ

~

would pronounce a doﬁb]é'f dn’,’n‘:ijjé_'tiun.aggm.s; , Thal
for not ¢ discerning a body.in’-a:spirit; a'body:in a
metaphor, a body in faith,"a ‘body in:a‘shadow, a

an incongruity; an impossibility :—that is, he damns
a'man in‘double torments for'not seeing a part greater:
than the whole, for not seeing’a square -as.a.circle,
for not seeing the color™ of white as:black. What
Christian acquainted with the- life -of ‘Christ Jeould
seriously believe that his last will (hich David fore-
told, in reference to Melchisedeck, and "which be
himself foretold in his disputation with:the Caphar-
naites) contained the bequest of metapbors, figures,
and shadows, to feed and nourish and strengthen the
life of the soul! This is Theology with a ven-
ceance! DMay Gad, Almighty God, forgive you sir,
for teaching such insanity to your poor dupes;.and
may He in His grace open your eyes, and the eyes
of thie poor creatures who are doomed to listen to
stch abslird and ridiculous and degrading doctrines
as England and Scotland have adopted since the
days of Luther and Joln Knox.

. Your Church has never ceased to publish through
the world her great respect for the Seriptures, and
to express her horror at any robbery, as she calls it,
of the Word of God. Willryou, then, tell me why
you have, with such palpable shamelessness, mistrans-
lated, subtracted, and added to the most important
passages of both the Old and the New Testament.
I shall, therefore, select one text in reference to the
present subject, ramely, the 26th verse of the 26th
chapter of St. Matthew, As it happens that I
have not a Greek Testament with me, I must quote
from memory ; and as your journals here have no
Greek type, I must write in the English character.
You will, of course, supply the long vowels where
they occur. Your Greek original of the text alluded
to is:—¢ Isthionton de enton. Labon o Iesous,
ton arton, Kni eulogesas, ellase, Kuai edidou tois
mathetais, Kai eipe: Labete, phagete, touto esti
To soma mou.’

Your translation of this text, taken Irom an edition
in 1846, printed by Mr. Spottiswoode, Fleet Street,
London, is—*¢ And as they were eating, Jesus took
bread, and blessed ¢, and broke ?¢, and gave 7t to
his disciples,” &c. Here you introduce the pronoun
‘it ? three times, in order to carry the antecedent
¢bread,’ as it were, through the whole text, and
therefore show that it was this said bread that the
Apostles eat. Now the pronoun ¢it’ is not -found
in the original, and thus the Protestant Church, with
a palpable and shameful interpolation, corrupted
the Greek text in order to make out a lie to meet
their absurd doctrine on this vital point. I have
taken the trouble of comparing with the ariginal
text the gospel of St. John, the epistles of St. Paul
to the Corinthians and to the Hebrews, and T have
found one hundred and eighty-four texts mistranslated,
being either interpolations or new meanings opposed
to the philology, the genius, and -the received con-
struction of the Greek language.

There are upwards of sixteen hundred errors in
translations and additiops, or subiractions or inter-
polations, in your Bible. The Protestant church
can lie in print as well as in speech—the pen can lie
as well as the tongue. I freely admit the honor and
truth of their clergy in social intercourse, There
is, however, no lie however dishonorable, no mis-
statement however discreditable, to which they will
not stoop in watters of Catholicity. I should be
sorry to say one word hurtful to you personally, as I
can have no cause to do so ; and as I can have no
feeling towards you but those of respect—yet, con-
sidering the shameful forgery of the Protestant Bible
—1 would prefer thata Catholic should read the
worst books of immeorality than this forgery in God’s
Word—this slander of Christ. Old age can check
immorality ; but the forgeries of God’s Book—the
lies told of Christ—the wicked perversion of the in-
spired volume—the base substitution of words—tle
flagrant robbery of the text of life—are so many
hideous erimes of Protestantism, that in vengeance
of such blasphemous interpalation, the curse of all
crimes, and of all errors, and of naked infidelity,
seems to be inflicted on your entire nation.

You seem to smile in what you are pleased to call
‘indignant sarcasm,’ against the follies, ¢the non-
sense,’ of Transubstantiation. If, sir, you have
any sympathy to spare, may I beg you will reserve
itall for yourself, in order to console yourself in the
midst of the indignant sarcasm to which your clear
acquaintance with this question will expose you even
before your friends, Transubstantiation—though a
stupendous and mysterious fact, and beyond the power
of men—is yet, sir, a very common oceurrence with
God, and indeed may be cailed one of the most ge-
neral laws of nature, and may be seen amongst - the
very first evidences of His omnipotent will towards
the race of men on earth.

Firstly, then, he created man by changing ¢ the
slime of the eartly’ into the flesh and bones of Adam
in his first official act of Transubstantiation, that is,
by the word of God on matter. His second official
act, of changing the boney rib of Adam into the
flesh and blood of Eve, was also Transubstantiation
by the word of God the Father on one. The first
official act of Christ, on entering on the three
years of bis mission, was performed when he changed
water into wine at the wedding of Cana by the word
of Christ on water. The food, sir, (that is, the
bread and wine) which you and all men may bave
eaten on this day, has been changed into flesh and
blood on your own person, and on the personsof all
men, by the word of God on the vital action - of the
stomach. The universal crop -of wood and grasses,
and flowers and vegetables, and human and animal
food, which the-earth anoually produces, isan ‘an-

nual evidenice of Transubstantiation by the Word of

body in bread and wine :>—¢that is, lx}etlx_gg_»b’roanpg;{gd, :
double damnation on a--man for.not discerning.what |'i
cantiot e udiscerned, for not discerning an absurdity, | ir

the:Father.on the productive energy of the en-
tire earth: . The ‘hat on your head, the silk in your
cravat, theé “linen on ~your back, the cloth of your
wenring apparel, . the wool or cotton in your stock-
the Jeather in your boots, the Whitebaven coals
ur.grates, the gas in your lamps, the bread; the
1, the * cream, the sugar, the tea leaf on’ your
breakfast. table, the’ mutton, ‘the beef, the: bacon,
tlie 'fowl; the wine, the brandy, the ale on your
.dinaer: table; in . short almost every object the eye
‘beholds-on‘earth is one vast aggregate of evidence
of Transubstantiation by the Word of God on mat-
ter. Even the paper of your spurious Bible, the
leather on the back, ‘the Indian ink, are such evi-
dences of Transubstantiation that one can scarcely
conceive how you could read that very Bible without
being burned with scalding shame at the stark-naked
nonsense and incongruous maniasm you have written
to me’ on the subject. God ‘has supplied us, during
four thousand years, with this mighty, universal, con-
stant evidence, in order to prepare us for the more
mighty, infinitely more stupendous evidence of the
same.principle in new law by the power and the word
of Christ. The Father has given life and preserved
life in all living things on earth by this principle of
nature, in order to make us behold the uniformity of
action in the Trinity when Christ at his coming will
give life to the soul and preserve it in grace on the
self-same principle ¢the bread that I will give is my
flesh for the life of the world.

You will reply to me and say, that while God has
done all T have said, yet that man could not do it.
You mistake: a man could do it, when commanded
to Jo so, by the Word of God. Moses changed a
rod into a serpent, and changed a serpent into arod :
hé changed the waters of the river Nile into blood,
and the same, river of blaod into water, by the Word
of God on his lips. And do you not think, sir, even
in your common sense, that a2 man in the new law
could do the same thing as a man in the old law, if
he were commanded to do so. The Word of God
will cerfainly have the same power in every place, in
every age, and in every man on whom.tbat word will
descend. Now, sir, you bave seen in St. Paul to
the Corinthians the text where St, Paul, in an exta-
cy of astonishment, told them that he heard from the
lips of Christ how he changed bread and wine into
his body and blood ; and concluded by also inform-
ing them, that, in the same breath, Christ had or-
dered the Apostles, by two distinet commands, to
mark its impartance, to ¢ do the same’ in remembrance
of him. And lest it should occur to your common
sense that the Apostles bad not the power to execute
the command, will you hear, sir, the words of Christ
to them. ¢ All power is given to me in Heaven and
on earth: receive ye, therefore, the Holy Ghost.’—
This text, therefore, gives not only the gifts of the
Holy Ghost, but the third person of the Trinity
himself, as an official resident, wilh the apostles and
their successors, inorder to communicate the perma-
nent power under debate. Thus, sir, between the
clear texts of St. Tohn, St. Mathew, and St. Paul,
and the nature of the case, and the general fact of
Transubstantiation, and the double command, and
the permanent official presence of the Iloly Ghost,
equal to the Father and the Son, I think, sir, your
common sense must yield at leng(h, and acknowledge
with candar, that our case is complete, our warrant
of office in this great act most decided, and, of
course, the efficient exercise of our power beyond
the reach of 2avil ar cantradiction,

But you will say, that such a fact has never oceur-
red inthe new law. This is a mistake ; it happened
in the Incarnation. When the archangel (a erea-
ture) announced to Mary the will of God, who sent
him to wait on her, and to fell her that she would
bring forth a son ; ¢ she replied, how can it be,as I
know not man ;* he resumed, ¢ it will be done by the
power and operation of the Holy Gliost.” Here,
sir, is a position which might be argued as a clear
case of "I'ransubstantiation, in the very first act of
the new law: namely, the blood of Mary, the rela-
tive of Adam the criminal, changed into a human
body for the second person of the  Trrinity by the
power of the Holy Ghost. Thus, sir, if the re-
demption and the perfection of fallen men commenced
by an act of Transubstantiation in the Incarnation,
why not continue the same principle amongst all fu:
ture men by the power and operation of the same
Holy Ghost. :

. But you will certainly re-assert, as you bhave done
in your illogical, intemperate, un-theological letter to
me, that a thing must be always essentially what it
appears to be.  You are generally right, sir, in the
laws of natore ; but in the Jaws of grace, the senses
must be silent, even under your most favorable nosi-
tion, whenever the Word of God makes the statement.
Thus the dove which alighted on the shoulder of
Christ at the Jordan, had all the appearance of a dove
to the sense of seeing; and that sense was not de-
ceived, because its domain is entirely confined to ap-
pearances. But, sir, it was not a dove ; it was the
Holy Ghost under the appearance of a dove, to point
out the spotlessness of Christ. Again, the twelve
tongues on fiie, which descended on the Apostles,
were not tongues nor fire, but ¢ the form of 1onoues
on fire;” but they were really the Holy Ghost, in or-
der to express the new burning zeal and the gift of
languages given to the Apostles.” Will you say why
cannot Christ appear under the appearance of bread,
the form of wine, as well as 1he Holy Ghost under
the appearance of - a’dove and tongues and fire, 1n or-
der to point out how he feeds the sovl, and thus carry
oul the promise He has made when He said ¢the

bread that 1 will give is my flesh for the life of the
world.? : '

"Why da you nat tell your congregation at White--
haven not te believe that ¢the dove or the fiery
tomzues’ were the Haly Ghost? Yon are bound to do
§0 in your system of the infallibility of your Protest-
an! eyesight. You.ought!to tell them that you consi-
der the testimouy of the senses as the testimony of
Gud, and. therefoie the eye is right!! You ought
also to inform them, when you are alone in your draw-
ingroom, and can neither see, smell, hear, taste, or

feel the air, that, therefore, th .
J f » therelore, there is ir i N
haven. Tell them also that as the :;e?;fl?h:v Jh te-
_did not see the Godhead . in Christ, that therefor *h
was not God. ' Tell them alsothat as he a ea‘: (:1 .
criminal, it must therefore be a fact, (foun er:l o o
‘senses and God) that he was a malefactor, Tell &lhe
‘also’ that'the ascension of.our Lord is a mere’ belm
because from the laws of gravitation (to whieha u?’
-senses bear.unerring testimony) ‘no body can agepn;
upwards composed of flesh and bune, as Ris wa, iy
¢ The senses ar¢ God’s own law, and he cannot .y
tradict himself.” Tell them, also, that as fire caﬁon.
burn a man’s thqughts, that therefore it canngy re n?f:
the soul; that the senses tell you fire can only r;Lh
matter, and consequently (you have the teslimondcf
the senses and Gal) that there is at present no hyﬁ
as the body has not yet risen. Do, sir, tell the woel.i
all this Whitehaven theology, and let nothine be bre
lieved, unless it is as palpableasa railroad,"and ca.
be seen working like a steam engine! You also asﬁ
now can His body be present on our altar unsesy 7.
And when [ reply—¢by the sacramental mode,’ y,
cannot comprehend me, and you have recou’rse’ \:
yaur ¢indignant sarcasm.” Now, sir, as you are per.
fectly acquainted with the coals of Whitehaven }:vill
you be pleased to see it—hard coal—gaing into the
furnace ol a gasometer; see it very soon 'Eiluminous
tarry, liquid coal under the action of the furnace - se(;
it again the gasometer gaseous coal ; and see it a,uair
burning in your jets flaming coal—that is to sny° in
the furnace, impalpable in the gasometer—that it 1o
say again, invisible in.the tubes, and visible at the
jets—that is to'say again, darkness in the iubes and
light in the lamps. Will you kindly tell us how eay
the same thing be palpably end impalpable, vigible
and invisible, darkness and light ? “Now, sir, if al)
these modes—apparently contradictory and even con~
ttary—beleng even to the ordinary forms of matter
will you tell us why eannot Christ assume any bulk,
or any form, in any made of existence He pleases’
and still be the same, selfsame Christ, but ina new
mode of existence? This, sir, is the case on tur g]-
tar. It was the case when, after His resarrection, ha .
entered the clased doors, and stood-in the midst of \he
apostles.

I am now done with this mere cursory view of this
question, with one addilional remark on the words yon
have used, namely, ¢that we create onr Creator.’—
This phrase does not become you; and your bigotry
will gain notoriety by this phrase, at the expenss of
your education as a thenlogican. You are clearly,
palpably ignorant of our doctrine, and it is distressing
to reflect how a gentleman could not have honor to
spare the Carholics, and discretion to spare himself,
by publicly writing on a subject which decidedly you
have never studied as a scholar. No, sir, we do not
creafe our Creator! - Hear me. We just do what we
are commanded to do; hence, when He taok bread
and changed it into His body, He commanded us to
do the same, and we believe we do change it into His
body. In like manner he changed the wine iate His
blacd. But He has not said ¢ this is my Divinity, do
this,’ and therefore do not de thal ; and hence you ma-
lign and calumniate when you say ¢we create our
Creator.’ Qur office is chauging the bread and wine
into the Humanity, not the Divinity, of Christ; butas
the Humanity is now, since the Resurrection, essen-
tially united with the Divinity, therefore, wherever
the Homanity is present, there also must be the Di.
vinity, net by our creation, ag you are pleased to write
to your dupes at Whitehaven, but' by the essential con-
comitance of the two Natures of Christ, which, since
his Resurrection, can never be separated, standing be-
fore God for ever as the living triumph of his mission
and the eternal pledge and secarity of man’s un-
changing Justification.

I have the honor to be, reverend sir,
Your obedient servaunt,
D. W. Cane.

P.S.—You cannot retort on me, and against my be-
lief of the Eucharist, the same cognate words whick
I have applied to your new interpretation. This re-
tort would only prove that my belief may subject the
Eost 10 be profaned. I admit it may be profaned by
sinners, but adored by all the zood. “But even su, that
profanation since the Resurrection cannot be accom-
panied with shame, or sorrow, or agony. And when
the infidel asks you, can you believe in a God who
was mocked, blindfolded, spat on in the hall of Pilate,
flozged naked at a pillar, crucified between two
thieves, and his blood spilled and profaned ; will you
say, sir, what is your reply ? You admit the whale
charge and answer, that these facts, so far irom desiroy-
ing your belief, only confirm it, and prove beyond alt
other facts that he was the Saviour. If your repls
therefore, to thie infidel be valuable and invincible,
the same reply from me 1o you must be equally va-
luable and iavincible. If his retort on you would be
{oolish in Christian faith, yours would be equally faol~
ish against me. You cannot make an argument serve
two opposite pnints. An argument cannot be used
pro and con. If your retort against ms possess force.
the infidel trivmphs over you. Therefore, I admit
that the sncred Host may be protaned by sinners ; and
if everything in faith must be rejected which is ot
may be profaned, you must on this principle reject
the Father, the Son, the Holy Ghost, and grace and
faith, and the entire Christian law. All the cbjection.
yan can raise ta our doctrine is that jt exposes Christ
to be sacramentaliy profaned—a fact which he once
bore in his natural form. What happened once can
never, therefore, be deemed absurd, or incongruots;
whareas our objecticn to your interpretation is that it
stands before the mind, if 1 may so speuk, an evident
chsurdity—a plain impossibility. Our doctrine maf,
therefore, end in the profanation of Christ from &in-
ners—a position which I presume you frequently put
forth before your congregation; but our creed can
never be charged with a metaphysical absurdity-

IRISH INTELLIGENCE.

Catyovicism 1IN Quonrerarp.—We are happy 1
learn, from a highly respected correspondent, that
nothing can be more eatisfactory, under the peculiar
cireumstances of this locality, than the state and-pro-
gress of religion throughout it. Considerable number
af the perverts have returned, and despite all the ef-
forts of the proselytisers are remaining faithful. The
clergy are now laboriously occupied in condnchng
¢ stations,” at which there are frequently as many as
forty communicants.. Our con'espomlemattrihut_eslh'3
happy progress of religion to the confidence 10 the
Blessed Mother of God, which is now strong and oni-

versal among the Catholics of the parish.—Dublin Te-

legraph. -




