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inCongruity. oflanguage,îsu s éwould deprive Christi
of .cil fu ture huma'n confidence je the expressionof1
I-fis tlouugts eand convertthe languageeof the Tes-r
tament into an unmeanin or incongrdous symbol.1
If, then, your meaning be correct, it follows of coursei
tltthat mode of expression must be just whi de-C
scribes a man as eating a spirit, eating an imagej
drinking a metaplhreatincu an allegory, and drinking«
a siado w.'.0

Now, sir, if all this language be perfectly just,and
-the ideas congruously expressed, it follows of course,
that ail the other cognate words of ' the verb to eat,'
can be similarly used with equal justness and equil
correctit"ude: hence, sir, we can employ with equal1
truth the words 'te wasb c spirit, te weigh a spirit,1
to bleed a spirit, ta boil a spirit, te roast a spirit, to
sait a spirit,' as well as we can say &te eat a spirit.'1
The words are decidedly of the saine cognate charac-1
ter, and if one of them can be used with precision so0

cals aH the others. Then it is jerfectly correct toe

say 'te ivash an image, te bake a netaphor, ta boili

an allegory, to salt a trope, te eat a shadow, te washi
a shadow, te bake a shadow.' And then, again, sir,
it will follow that the image of a tlinug can justify tIe
soul. And again, sir, yous represent Christ as swear-
ing by two aaths that these are his words and that
thsis ii his meaning.

You ihave, therefore, adopted the most incongru-
ous and ridiculous form of words, such as no rational
human being bas been ever knownr te use ; you have,
in the face of lieaven and earti, translated the word
' flesh' into 'spirit, image, shadow, metaphor;' and
youb ave done all this, forsooth, because you coulid
not understand how hlie could give us his tlesh ta
eat.' But if you will refleot on the crib, on next
Christmas night, and ask how can a tremblinig, poor,
naked, abandoned clild be the eternal, consubstantial
Word, the King of Kings, your common sense %vill
be shocked till you see the Heavens opened and hear
tlie angelie chairs rend the blue vault of His father's
skies, sayiug ; it isl He.' Our doctrine is just the
sane kind of a mystery,and while iwe are astounded
at the statement contained in the words, we at the
same tiie hear him re-assert it over and over again,
and webow and believe. And could no more con-
sent te believe the absurd, the ridiculous, the incon-
gruous, the newly-isvented meaning of your altered
text, thn I could consént ta bolieve our Lord to be
an idiot or a maniac. You, therefore, perceive, sir,
how absurd is novelty, how 'ridiculous is heresy.

In order ta see more fully the consistent language
of our Lord, I shail again quote same texts fram St.
Matthew, clapter 26:-

V. 26.-And whilst they were at supper, Jesus
took bread and blessed and broke, and gave ta his
disciples, and said, '(taie ye and eat,' ibis is body.

V. 27.-And taking the chalicé he gave thanks,
and gave to them, saying, '9drink ye ail of this.'

V. 28.-For 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 iy body,' meaning that this is

my spirit. Now, sir; since -the invention, improve-
ment, and perfecti'n of hiuman language, have you
ever seen, read, or heard of any human being in any
age or any country, use the word 'body' te mean
'spirit.' It is precisely the very opposite, and can-
not by the rules of language be employed even as a
netaphor as there cannot be any resemblance be-
tween two things which are metaphysically opposite.
And wlhen we come te apply your meaning to v. 28,
it is iard to say whether onc feels a greater amount
of ridicule, or pity, or contempt for the teachers of a
doctrine which would go ta say 'that the blood of a
spirit was shed, the blood of a metaphor shed, the
blood of a shadow shed, the blood of an image shed,
the blood of faith shed, the blood of a menorial
lhed !i!' Now, sir, in your own language, do you see
how ridiculous is error, how absurd is human novelty
in revelation!

I shall, in conclusion, quote by your own standard
of the Bible, and the criticism o! language, saine texts
on the subject from St. Paul ta the Corinthians,
chapter the eleventh, of the rfrst epistie:-

V. 23.-For I have received of the Lord that
wiich also I delivered te you, that the Lord Jesus
tihe niglht in which lie was betrayed took bread.

V. 24.-And giving thanks, broke and said takce
ye and eat, this is my body whici shal be delivered
for you; do this, in comnemoration of me.

. V. 25.-In like manner, aiso, the chaice after
lie bad supped, saying, this chaice is the New Tes-
ainment in my blood: this do ye as often as you shall
drink for the conmemoration of me.

V. 27.-Wherefore whosoever shiall eat tbis
bread or drink the clualice of thue Lord unwortsily,
shall be guilty of the body and of the blood af the
Lord.

V. 28.-But let a man prove himself: and se let
hin eat of that bread and drink of the chalice.

V. 29.-For he that eateth and drinketh unwvor-
thily eateth and drinketh damnation to hinseif: not
discerning thue body of thue Lord.

You sec, sir, in these texts, thuat St. Paul keeps
îup the samne consistency cf word and idea as or
Lord : and (bat lhe accorts luis huaving receivedi tise
aboye communication, not freom thse Apostles, but
frein tise lips of Christ himiself cf ter His resurrection,
in order to stamp that communication with an impor-
lance beyond anythsing lhe hauid ta tel] them. Here
St. Paul clearly speaks of the guilt of the body and
biloodi a! Christ. Now, air, bie candid writhî me, ials
aay' mac n many age or any' country ever heard oa
' spilhng (ho blood of a spirit, mxurdermng breadi and
wine, killing a metaph-or, shuedding tise bloodaof bread
and.wrine, kuilling a shadowr, bleeding an alhegory, tek-
ing thue life of a trophe, atid murdering a shadow. But
above aill can-yon have the scool hardih'ood ta preach,
before' an assembly.cf rational beings, thuat Christ
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oiould pronounce a double dminationi againstamcn
for nt ',discernieg a body.n.sp yin
uetaphar, a body in fàith,lle bd>'in: hdoiv,,ef
body in bread and wvine :'-tuatisleihs'pononneed
double damnation on a -man fornot ihseerming.what
canoelcieerned, for noat diiscernicg an absurdity,
an incongruity, an impossibility :-thut inhe damas
c monalin doublé torments fornotieeing apart greater1
than the whsole, for not seeing c square as a circle,i
fer not seeing the color of wilite as blck. What
Christian acquainted with the ifte ofi Chèist could1
seriously bèlieve that his last wil (whiéh David fore-
told, in reference to Melchisedeck, and «which he
himself foretold in his disputation with the Capiar-
naites) contained the bequest of metaphors, figures,
and shadows, te feed and nourish and strengthlen the
lire of the soul 1 This is Theology with a ven-
geance ! May God, Almiglty God, forgive yau.sir,
for teaching such insanity to your poor dupes'; and
may He in His grace open your eyes, and the eyes
of tie poor creatures who are doomed to listen to
such abs6rd and ridiculous and degrading doctrines
as Englaind and Scotland have adopted since the
days of Luthier and John Knox.

Your Clurci lias never ceased to publish througlh
the iworid ber great respect for the Scriptures, and
to express ber horror at any robbery às she calls it,
of the Word of God. Willyou, then, teli me why
yo have, with suci 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, namiely, 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
fron memory; and as your journals here have no
Greek type, I must write in the Englishs character.
You will, of course, suIpply tIe long vovels where
they occur. Your Greek original of the textalluded
to is:-' Esthianton de auton. Labon o Iesous,
ton arton, Kai eulogesas, eklase, Kai edidou tois
mathetais, Kai eipe: Labete, phagete, touto esti
To soma mou.'

Your translation of this text, taken from an edition
in 1846, printed by Mr. Spottiswoode, Fleet Street,
London, is-' And as tlhey vere eating, Jesus took

-bread, and blessed it, and broke it, and gave it to
his disciples,' &. Here you introduce the pronoun

it ' three times, in order to carry the antecedent
'bread,' as it were, through the ivile text, and
therefore show that it iras 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 te meet
their absurd doctrine on this vital point. I chave
taken the trouble of comparing with the original
text the gospel of St. John, the epistles of St. Paul
to the Corinithians and to the Hebrews, and I have

| found one hundred and eighty-four texts mi'stranslated,
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 additions, or subtractions 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 dishsonorable, no mis-
statement hoiever discreditable, to whici they will
not stoop in uatters of Catholicity. I should be
sorry to say one word hiurtful 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 tbat a Catholic should read the
worst books or imnmorality thani is 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 Clrist-the wcieed perversion of the in-
spired volume-the base substitution of words-the
flagrant robbery of the text O life-are so many
hideous crimes of Protestantism, that in vengeance
of such blaspiemous interpolation, the curse of ail
crimes, and of ail errors, and of naked infidelity,
seems te be indictel on your entire nation.

You seem to smile in what you are pleased to call
'indignant saireasm,' against the follies, 'the non-
sense,' of Transubstantiation. If, sir, you lave
any sympathy ta spare, may I beg you wil roserve
it ail for yourself, e iorder to console yourself in the
midst of the indignant sarcasmi to which your clear
acquaintance with tbis 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 occurrence with
Goïl, and indeed may be called one of the most ge-
neral laws of nature, and may be seen amongst the
very first evidences of His omnipotent vili towards
the race of men on earth.

Firstly, then, lue created man by changing 'the
slime ai t e eaMth4' jnta thse liesh nd banes o Adam
in lhis first oflicial ct of Tr-ansubstantjation, thiati: a
b>' thse word ai Godi on matter. ia second offcialI
ct, of chanuging tihe boney rib et Adlam into the

dlesh and bleood ef Eve, iras aise Transubstantiaticn
by tise wrord et God thea Fatheor on anc. Thie fi-st
offeiaI cet ef Churist, on entering on tise (hi-ee
years of huis "mission, ires performedi wihen lue chuanged
m ater into wine et thue wredding of Canacby (ho word
aio Christ on wvater. Tue foaod, air, ((hat is, tIse
hi-ecd and wine) whiichu yen and ali mec may Lave
eaten an thmis day, lues been chansgedi inte iesh and
bloodi on your own person, ati on thue persons af aIll
mec, b>' the word of God on tihe vital action -ai tise
stomachu. Tise universal crop ai wvood and grasses;
and flowrers anti vegetablies, cnd hsuman andi animal
food, which tise earth enenually produces, is'an an-
nuel evidemuce of Transubstantiation by tise Word of

T.God tbe ather onthe productive energy of the en-
tiré ea rth- The Sat on your head, tie silk in your
cravat , thé ' ben oih your back, the cloth of your
.. àraIg apparel, tlhe wool or cotton in your stock-
Ingsbhe leatber;n your boots, the Whitebaven coals
in your:grates, the gas in yourlamps, tlhé'breàd; he
butter,-.the: cream, the sugar, .the tea leaf on your
breakfa.st table, the mutton, the. beef, the. bacon,
tËîe fo'wl, thé wine, the brandy, the ale on your
dinner:table, in, short almost every object the eye
beholds oKneaith is one vast aggregate of evidence
of Transubstantiation by tie 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 crould read that very Bible without
being burned with scalding shame at the stark-naked
nonsense and micongraous tmaniasm you have written
to me on the subject. God has supplied us, during
four thousand years, with this nighty, uiversal, con-
stant evidence, in order te 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 lire and preserved
life im ailliving things on earth by this principle of
nature, in order to miake us behold the uniformity of
action in the Trinity wlhen Christ at lhis coming ivill
give life te the soul and preserve it in grace on the
self-same principle 'the bread that I will give is my
fleslh for tie life of the world.'b

Yeu %vil] reply te me and say, tiat wliie Goi bas
done ail I have said, yet that man could not do it.
Ye mistake: a man could do it, when commanded
to do se, by the Word of God. Moses changed a
rod into a serpent, and changed a serpent into a rod :
hé chancged the waters of the river Nile nto blood,
and the same, river of blood into water, by the Word
of God on his lips. And do you not think, sir, even
in your common sense, that a man n the new law
could do the same thing as a man in the old law, if
he were commanded to do se. The Word of God
will certainly have the same power in every place, in
every age, and me every man on.wom,that word will
descend. Now, sir, you have 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 lie changed bread and wine into
bis body and blood; and concluded by aise inform-
ing them, that, in the same breath, Christ had or-
dered the Apostles, by two distinct commands, te
mark its importance, to ' do the same' in remembrance
of him. And lest it slould occur te your common
sense that the. Apostles bad not the power to execute
the command, wiil you iear, sir, the words of Christ
te them. 'Ail power is given te me in Heaven and
on earth: receive ye, therefore, the Holy Ghost.'-
This text, therefore, gives net only the gifts of the
Holy Ghost, but the third person of the Trinity
i.seif, as an officiai resident, wiLh the apostles and
their successors, in order te communicate the perma-
nent power under debate. Thus, sir, between the
clear texts of St. John, St. Mathew, and St. Paul,
and the nature of the case, and the general fact of
Transubstantiation, and the double command, and
the permanent officiai presence of the Holy Ghost,
equal te the Father and the Son, I think, sir, your
common sense must yield at lengthl, and acknowledge
with candor, 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 aofrnvil or contradiction.

But you divil say, that such a fact bas never occur-
red in the nev law. This is a mistake; it happened
in the Incarnation. When the archangel (a crea-
ture) announced to Mary the iviil of God, who sent
hlm te ivait on her, and to tell lier that she vould
bring forth a son; 'she replied, how can it be, as I
knowy net man;' he resumed, 'it will be done by the
poewer and operation of the HIoly Glhost., Here,
sir, is a position which might be argued as a clear
case of Tlransubstantiation, j the very first act of
the new laiw: namely, the blood et Mary, the rela-
tive of Adam the criminal, changed into a human
body for the second person of the - Trinity by the
power of the 1l.o1y Ghost. Thus, sir, if tie re-
demption and the perfection of fallen men commenced
by an act of Transubstantiation e the Incarnation,
why net continue the same principle amongst ail fu:
ture men by the power and operation of the same
Hoiy Giost.

But Voswill certainly re-assert, as you have clone
in your illogical, intemperate, un-theoiogical Jetter te
me, that a thing must be always essentially vhat il
appears to be. Yeu are generally right, sir, in the
laws of nature; but in the laws of grace, the senses
must be silent, even under your most favorable posi-
tion, whenever the Word of God makes the statemet.
Thus the dave which alighted on the shoulder of
Christ at the Jordan, had all the appearance of a dove
io the sense of seeing;i and thalt sense was not de-
ceived, because its domain is entirely confined te 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. Againl, the twelve
tongues onI fie, which descended on the Apostles,
wvere net Iongsues cor fire, but ' the form of longues
crn fire;' but they were really the Holy Ghosi, in or.-
antoepr gien to th Aposties.z W ud ye sa y

canneo Chr st appear under the appearance ef bread,
the formn of wiee, as well as the Holy Ghost under
the appearance of-a dove andi tonîgues and fire, in ar-
der te point ont how he feedis the soul, and thus carry
out the promise H{e has made whîen He saidi 'the i
breadi ,hat I will give is my flesh fer the lire of the !

Wvo y do yen not tell your ongren'ation et White-
harens not tu believe that 'the oTve or the fiery

tong~ues' were the Holy G host?~ You are bound to do
se in your systemn af the infallibility of your Protest-
ant eyesigit. You. ought te tel! them that yeu cansi-
der thse testimony af the senses as thse testimony of!
Godi, and. therefore the eye is right ! I Yon ought

igrocrn, arcd ea neither sce>e ehi hear, taste or

fel. the air, that, therefore, there is ne air in White-
baro. Tal thM aise that as the cyca cf the Jews

did net ses the Godhead in Christ, that therefora hawes net God. Tell thora aisty 1 at as he appeared a
criminal, it must therefore e a fat, (focneded an the
senses and God) Ihat he iwas a malefactor. Tel] hthenaieo that the ascension cf.'aur Lord is a mere fable,
because from the laws of gravitation (ta wrhich thesenses bearunerring testimony) no body can asent
ulpwards composed of flesh and bone, as B is %vas.-
erThe seses e God's own lar, and h eaannot con,tradiet limoecf.1 Tell (hem, aise, (bat as fire catinot
burn a man's thqughts, that therefore it cannotreamt
the seul; that the senses tell you fire can only reus
mater, and consequently (you have the estimony etthe senses and God) that there is ai present ne hell,
as the body has net yet risen. Do, sir, tell the world
all this Whitehîaven theology, and Jet nothing b be.liaeedi unless it i as palpable as a railrosd, and car
be seen îrorking like a stecin enginesI'Yon aise ask
hoùw can His body be present on our altar unseen ?_
Ansd when [ reply-' by the sacramental mode,' yoncannat comprehend me, ancd you have recourse se
your 'indignant sarcasm.' Now, sir, as you are per.
fectly acquainted with the coals of Whitehaven,iîî
you be pleased ta see it-hard coal-going into the
furnace 0I a gasomneter; sec it vcry seaon bitumuinous,
larr', iquid ceai under the action of the furnace; sec
lt again the gasometer gaseous coai ; and see it anir.
burning in your jets flauinig coal-that is to say, si
the furnace, impalpable in the gasometer-that is o
say again, invisible in.the tubes, and visible et the
jets-that is toasay again, darkness in the tubes and
light in the lamps. Will you kindly tell us how cans
the saine uieng bc palpabi> and impalpable, visible
and invisible, Jcrknesand ight ? Noir, air, if ail
these modes-apparently contradictory and even con-
trary-belong even te the ordinary forms of inatter,
will yeu tell us why cannot Christ assume any bulk,
or any form, in any mode of existence Ho pleases,
and still be the sane, selfsame Christ, but in a new
mode of existence? This, Ar, is the case on our al-
tar. It was the case when, after His resurrection, ha
emîsereci the elosed deers, and steadin the midst csf lme
apostles.

I am now done with this more cursory view of this
question, with one additional remark on the words you
have used, narmely, 'lthat ire create our Crealor.-
This phrase does net become you; and your bigotry
wil gain notoriety by this phrase, at the expense of
your education as a theologican. You are clearly,
palpaby] ignorant of ur doetriue, ad t distressig
ta refecot how a gentiemnan couhi cet bave boiser tu
spare the Cauholies, and discretion tes apre himself,
by publicly writing on a subject which decidedly you
have never studied as a scholar. No, sir, we do net
createour Creator! Hear me. We just do whsat ive
are commanded ta do; hence, when He took bread
and changed it inte His body, He commanded us to
do the saine, and e believe we do change i tn IHis
body. Je ike mannor ho changeci the ivine jeta J{js
blood. But [le bas net said 'this is my Divinity, do
this,' and therefore do net de-that; and henceyouma-
lign and calumniate when you say 'we create aur
Creator.' Our office is chauging the bread and wine
into the Humanity, net the Divinity, et Christ; but as
the Humanity is now, siece the Resorrection, essen-
tially united wîth the Divinity, theriore, bhererer
the Humanity is prasent, there aise muet be tisa Di-
vinity, not by our creation, as yeu are pleased te write
to your dupes at Whitehaven, but by the essential con-
comitance of the two Natures of ChrAt, which, ince
hie Resurrection, can never be separated, standingbe-
fore God for ever as the living triumph of bis mission
and the eternal pledge and security of man'e un-
changing Justification.

I bave th honor ta be, reverend sir,
Your obedient servant,

D. W. CAHILL.
P.S.-You cannot retort on me, and against my be-

lief of the Eucharist, the saine cognate vords which
I have applied to your new interpietation. This re-
tnrt ivould only prove that my belief may subjet the
H'ost te be profaned. I admit it may be profanedi by
sinners,.but adored by ali the good. Bat evens, that
profanation sine the Resurrection canneot b accon-
panied with shame, or sorrow, or agony. And when
the infidel esks yni, car yaou erav' in a Ged wilsn
thas mo kel, bindfoided, spat ouin th hall filate,
flogged naketi t a pillar, cruciieil betweenI twoa
thieves, and his blood spilled and profaned; will yOu
say, sir, what is your reply ? Yeu admit the whale
charge and answer, thatthese facts,so far irom deslroy-
ing your belief, only confirm it, and prove beyond aill
other facts that lhe was the Saviaur. If your repI',
therefore, ta the infidel lie valuable and invncible.
tbe sare reply from me Ici yen Must lie equali> va-
luable and invincible. If bis retort on you would be
foolish in Christian faith, yours woult be equually iot-.
ish against me. You cannot make an argumentserv
tir opposite points. An argument cannot be usei
pro cnd con. Ifi yor retcrt cgairi.st me posessaforce,
the infßdel triomphs over yn. Theefore, I aesmit
that the sacred Host may be protaned by sinners;and
if everything in faith must be rejeeted which is or
may b prorned, you must on this principle reject
the Father, the Son, tIhe Holy Ghost, and grace aEndI
faith, and the entire Christian law. All the objection
youî can raise ta our doctrine is that it exposes Christ
to be sacramentally profaned-a fact wrhich ha once
bore le his natural form. What happened once cani
never, therefore, be deemed absurd, or incongTuOus5;
whereas our objecticrn to your interpretation is that il
stands before the mind, if I may go speack, an evident
nbsurdity-a plain impossibility. Our doctrine may,
therefore, end in the profanation of Christ tram sin-
niets-e position which I presurne you frequenly pt
forth before your congregation ; but our creedi can
nover be chiarged urth c metaphysical absurdity.

IREI SH I NTE L LI GE N CE.

CATîloaersmi IN OUOHTERIAaD.-We are hîappy ms
learn, fromn a highly respactedi corrcsesodenut, thatu
nothing can ho mare satisfactory, under the pecsuhlir
curirstances afithis locality, than the state and.prol-

ti ho perverta have returnei, anCsd bpt ai b11 rt

farts af tise proselytisers are remaininsg faithful. Tise
clergy are noir laboriously occupiedin leo.ndaeiit
"stations," at whuich there are frequently as manlyas
farty communicans. Our- corresponcdent attributes the
hasppy progress of!. religion to the conflience ini th
Blessedl Mother of Ged, which la nowr strong ceci unlI

gerrai emong the Catholico f the parish.-Dtlblinl T-


