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thesis— There
respecting the Tue
with the doctrines
present day 3 whilst, on the other hand, there
thous
tation, l !
trine, of a mere figurative
ginary eating, an‘d drinking;,
Gilood. _ . . _

We must first consider the circmnstances

is not an expression’ in the TFathers, such a veply from them, if —cor
harist, which cannot be reconciled -
of the Catholic Church at the
are ;
ands which cannot, by any process of interpre- |
be reconciled with the modern Protestant doc- | ture, fvom using the unnecessary, and absurdly figu-
e presence, Or a mere iina- : rative, expressions whieh had excited the suspicions, |
of Christ’s flesh, and ;nml drawn npon them the nersecutions, of their Lea-
!hen ralers 5 their duty fo the Church was incompaii-
under |

wistenily with the
truth—2f, without denying their faith—that, in the
Eucharist, they did indeed eat the flesh, and drink
the blood, of Christ—tliey could linve given it j and
most assuredly they would have abstained for the fu-

ble with suwch studied misrepresentation of her doc-

which the Tathers wrote ;also, to whont,and why,they | trines.  Yes—we mmay be certain that na one hald-

wrote
shall casily be ah .
discrepancies of language.  Tn the first place then,
we must remember that, during the first cenfuries of
the Christian era, the ¢ Discipline of the §QFHE.L”
was rigidly enforced. "J'.‘l.ne ohject of this discipline
was tn prevent tl!e ummtmle.d !w:.nthvn fl'?lﬂ ber:‘mn-
in acquainted with the Christian mysteries. Lven .
\nv\hu Catechunens it was not granted to vaise the !
il whicl eoncealed the sublime mysterics of our |
saith  al tie preatest precautions were adopted lest
the doetrines of the Chureh s]nrjnld he divulged to
cny, sve the faithfule For this purpose, the I\_T:\as

wys divided into two  distinet partions—the first,

caltel the ¢ Mass of the Catechomens,” becanse the

presenee -€ven of the Catechiumens was allowed up
w the public recitation of the Symbol, or profussion

of Taith ;—the saeond, called = of the Faithful?,
heeanso-—as (he Creed was knawn anly to the ivitiated, |
and conld not be recited even. in the presence of any
others—alter the reading of the "Gaspel, the .(_'.u(.u-
clumens were dismissed, Test they should ohl:nn. in-
wheht fntn the sacred mysteries 3 and the © Faithful,)?
nt?iniiin!cd.:llmu:. were allowed to remain, l,[l-n.cc
she distinution——which olained Tor many cenluries
after the Astension of our Dovd-—* Missa Cater -
aenorns —and ¢ Missa Fidelinn?  OF thiso ol

he
primitive usaze, the Catholic Church has preserved
<ome traees ta the preseut day 3 as, for nstanee, the
custom of repeating the Tord’s Prayer aloud, whr{n !
it oceurs durivg the Canen of the Massy bty i
sience, at Vespers, and during sl her ether serviees,
Phis ditterence thus oripinaed, During the ();\-i
pon of the Mass, the Paithiul, or initiated, ondy,
wore ailowed to be present; before them, thereiore,”
ihere was no danger in reciting the essemially Chris-
vian meayer in an andible vaiee s butlat Vespers, and
tiie other services, the Faithnl and Catechumens, as-
sted indiseriminately 5 iU wonld therefere ave bemn
a betpavad of the = Secerdt,)” ta have recited mudibly,
hefore suel a mixed congresation, u form of prayur
which it was given to the Fuithiul, or infliut. d, alone,
to know. . !

Now, Learing in mind this fact-—a fact known to
every student of liccleai;\slicnl. \'.:.ELO\‘_\'——'H.L is edsy 1o i
see, low (he writers ol the first centueies, dux'mg{
which the + Discipline of the Seeret” obtaised, were
wblived to e very guarded in their hugnage, when |
spe:(kil‘.g of the sacred mysteries; and l-.m.v the ne-~,
coasity that they were npder of concealing these |
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—by attending to these circwnstances, we *ing the opinions of Zuinglius, respecting the Eucha-
le to account’ for ali their apparent

rist, would have allowed sucha groundless charge, ay

hat raised hy the leathen world against the carly

Chiristians, to have gone abroail.

And how did the Christians of the seconl eentury
bebave? As fools and knaves—as false to them-
selves, as well us fo their religien—if we suppase
thein to have heen P’rotestauts, or deniers of the
Beal Presence; but with the wisdom of the serpent,
with the meckness of tie dove, and in the true spirit
of martyrs, if we are correct in attributing to them
a helief in that mystery, which ther eould not deny,
but which, the  Discipline of the Seeret™ prevented
them fram {wlly explaining to their persecutors. Upon
any other hypothesix, the language and conduct of
the early Cluistians is perfectly incxplieable ; but
they conld nat, consistently with their faith, but,at the
same time, bonud not to beteay the mysteries, have
acted differently, « We o indeed eat flesh, and drink
bisad,””—they cauld not but confess; ¢ but notin the
carnal manner you think.”  And here the ¢ Disci-
pline of the Secret” with ils prokibitions, closed
their lips ¢ for it forbade thew (o betray how onr Lowd

“had ernvorted the substance of hread into the sub-

stance of s flesh, still feaving the suecies, ov pheno-
nonrena, unchanged.  Uhey conld but speak of a

{ ence, but only a presence after the manner in which

1it was apprehended by the beatben; amonest whom
{the false, and revolting charge—that the Chuistians,

devoured raw ffesh, as it was soll in the shambles, !

and drank blood, at their nocturnal assemblics—had
goue abroad— quomodo T cadivere dilaniatlur,
tut it miacello venditir ’—St. Aug. Tracl 27, én
{Jueenn. Lo, Atthe present day, were a similar aceu-
sation brought against us, we know not how we should
meet if, save in the words of the Bishop of Tdippe.
With him we should deny this revolting, this carnal,
presence ; but noue the fess woulid we continue toaf-
firm ¢ substantial” presence of Christs body, and a
“real” eating wnd drinking of His flesh aml blood s
we would affirm a * spiritval® ia apposition to a
“sensible” presence 3 and we would assert a ¢ spi-
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i substantial,” change, in the Lucharistic eloments.
© We can thereflore easily reconcile the fanguage of
i the Tatlhers, when they speak of a spiritual presence
jof the body of Christ in the Tlucharist, both with
{ their language when they seem 1o assert a < swbstan-
Htial” presence, and a ¢ subsfantinl” change, and with
!the teaching of the Catholic Chiirch at the present
| day 5 because they employ the word ¥ spiirétaced,in op-
| position, not to a real, sudstantinl preseoce or change,
“hut to a sensible presence, toa seasilble change.
i We see for instance how St. Augustin could believe
lin a substantial presence, and therefore in a substan-
“tial change in the clements of the Lard s Supper—or
Transubstantlation—and yet use the follmwing lan-
anage, which Mr. Jenkins cites in support of the
U Protestant disclaimer @ because it is the very lan-
| guage that a Catholie Divise woull employ at the
tpresent day, if called wpon to combat the errors re-
[ specting the Tucharistic wystery that prevailed in

j the 1V century—the chiel of those errors heing ew-

wystica! change, of a spiritual mystery, which it was § bodied in the charae brousht against the Christians—

strictly farbidden to revenl o the uninitiated, bnt which
towas atven to the faithiul alone to knnw. Ilence the
“aarund fideles” —the (aithful will know what T

mean—the initiated will understand mc”——phrnscs[

which eopstantly acenr in the wiitings of the Fathers, |
whenever they Liave seension to allade to the Eucha- |
ristic: maystery, [t wax aowystery, and therefore to
1).1: carefully concenled from the profane ; buta Chiis-
tan mistery, nvolv
puinix of doctrine of i

s boly telizion, nnel thereflore
to b ket constanidy hetore the eves of the faithinl,
or initioled, Jienee the necessity for reserve, for

il

caraat cantion, {ov the use of [wouvaze, which should

'\i;

assert whilst coneealing, and wlich therelore would
scens ambiguous, ineousiztent, anel self-coutradictory,
did v not know under what peeuliar circumstances
fhiers were placed, and tie

the early Cheistian ieaed
chi their writings were destined to

two-told end whi
subserve 5 thus tany we con easily aceount for any
amoat of wpaerent discrepancy in the writings of
the Ciristian TFathers, when treating of the mysterivs
of onr faith,

Having now asdgued a salisfactory reason wly

Yoo

"

ane of the most importunt

[ that. in their sacred banquets, they tore with {heir
Vteeth raw buman fesh-=< gromeds in cadavere di-
lanictr.”
¢« Thevefore” says St Augnsiin, when speaking of
Our Lord’s promise to give His flesh 1o em—< we
must not snderstamd the Hesly alter the tlesh,? orina
il mautter—¢ oo pee eamem debemuos sapere
seenndnm cainem, sieat in his verbis??  Traet 27, in
Jounn, Lo, And, from the belaviour of the Caplue-
naites, he proceeds to explain what Le means by the
sisgon sapere seeundim carnem,® in these wonls— ¢ rar-
Ve quippe sic dntellegerunt, quosiodn dn cedacors
dilmedatur qud tn maeello vewditur 5 i —that is—we
{must not understand the << {esh?? after the (lesh, as
Vit the aross Capharnaites. who fancied Our Lord was
o wive them His ilesh to eat, i the bloody form that it
appears on the carease, or in the bitchers’ shambles,
These men, thus earnally, or ¥ secondum carnen,®
fuuderstanding Our Lord?s words<, forseok Him, and
walked with Him no more, thereforo—«sepere se-
i eornem movs est?—1o0 understand the ¢« idesh??
after the fesh, or in this carnal manner, is Jeath,
Now, all this cxplanation, which St, Avgustin gives
of the ¢“aon sepere sceundun caraem,” Mr. Jen-
r)l:ins carefully, but most dishmesily, omits; ad,

;4

uysteries ivom the uninitiated, foreed thew to the i there should be apparent diservpancies in the writings | making a sudden jump to the end of (he Homily,

ciaployment of vague, and wimost ambiguous terms. |

of the Tathers, fet us next consider 7 whal these

Pwhere he finds certain words, which by means of a

A double taxk was imposed upon them—"Vo reply o, 1 discrepancies consist, and £o 7¢hes they amount. Do i slight mis!ransf:ttinn, may be mada to suit his pl‘u'posc.
. K . v e N . . . e - T canm e ywehl .
and to defend themselves against, the accusatiens of | they necessarily invalve a denial of the Catholic doe- 1 he tacks these words on o the passage which he had

their enemics 5 and yet to veply, in such a manner, as |
uot 10 betray the mysterions secrets of Clristanity, |
which the wise discipline of the Church enjnined |
them to canccal. ~ We can ewsily see how wmen,|
writing under such peenliug conditions, woull employ
1 faneuage very different from that which they made
wse of when addressing themselves to the initiated
wtdy, (ratn whom it was their duty to conceal nothing,
1o whom it was their duty to make known the whole
connsels of God.

We wust biar in mind also the pature of the ac-
exsations to which the early Christians were pecu-
fiarly obuoxions, from their nocturnal assemblies, and
their secret, and mysterious vites. Incest, and can-
uibalism—the latter evidently owing to a distorted
tradition of the Tucharist which had got albroad—
were the crimes  universally atiributed to the follow-
ers of Jesus. They weve represented to the heathen
world, not only as the nemies of the Gods, but as
the eaters of Yittle children, whom, having decoyed
into theiy infunous caverns, they mardeped, and upon
whose bodies, covered over with Hour, they subse-
(rently made a hideous repast.

¢ Lufans farve contectus, ut deeipiat ineautas, appa-
nitur ef qui sacris imbuitar. Is infans a tiomnculo,
farris saperficie quasi ad innoxios ielus provoeati,
sreis oceultisque vulneribus oeciditar higus (proh-
nefas)! sitienter sanguinem lambunt; hujus certatim
membra discerpant.?—Fige Tertull. dpolog. c. 8—
Minuctus Fefiz,— Gibbon.

It is not diflicult to account for this horrid accusa-
ton. Talse bretliren oceasionally crept in amongst
the assembled Cliristians ; by hopes of pardon, and
fear of lortuves. others were induced to confess
what took place at these obnosious meeiings. "They
wld of a body, of flesh, eaten under the specics, or
appearance of bread—the ¥ farre contectus;” and
of bload, given ta the wovshippers under the appeur-
ance of wine; their language sounded in the cars of
the beathen, as the language of canntbals; and, un-
able to fathiom the depths of the Eucharistic mystery,
they at onee coneluded that, at their illegal, noetur-
mal assemblies, the hated Christians indulged in the
foulest rites of bloodshed, and impuriry.

" Now, how did the Christian A pologists, "and the
“athers, meet this odious charge? Nothing would
have been easier for themn than to have denied it, 7,
Wilh _the snodern Protestant, they had looked upon
% Encharist, as the commemorative eating of mere
“read and wine.” T'hey eould at once have replied—
“Tn our sacred repasts we eat only common bread,
e drink anly common wine,” 7f, with Mr. Jenkins,
fh“)' had denied the body and blood of Christ, under
thu species of bread and wine. Common prudence,
kegard for their personal safety, and jealousy for the

is substantially, thoush supersensibly, present? 1o
they nacessarily alinm the Zuinglian dactrine, that the
Lord’s Supper is merely 2 commemoration of our
Lord s Tast Supper with the Apestles, in swhich nothing
but bread and wine are given, or consumed ?

The utmost discrepancy then that ean be detected

R

| in the writings of the Tathers amounts to this—That,

whereas they often speal: of a real, objective chanee,
or trapsmtlation, of the clements of the Suppur"-——
they sometimes speak of a spiritan} presence, and 2
spiritual change,  Now, the question is—does the
latter form of expression necessarily involve the con-
tradiction of the fermer ?7—f{or, if it does not, there is
no real diserepaney betwixt them. Does a ¢ gpivitual”
presence—7n 2he sense 1 which the writers enploy-
ed the word * spiritual”—necessarily exchurde a real,
substantial, and ohjective. presence, so thatitis impos-
sible to admit both?  These are the questions which
we have to consider, and whieh must be answered in
the affirmative, ere Mr. Jenkins can appeal to  the
authority of the Tathers in support of the Protestant
disclatmer,”

Lividenuy our first ahject must be to understand
what the Fathers weant by the word “spirétuel.”’—
When nsed by Drotestants—-according (o whose gross
philosophy, the sezsible only is ¢ real,”” or % substan-
tial.” and who have no conception of the objective
reality of the supersensille, or of a supersensible
substance—ihe word * spivitual? is opposed, not only
to « sensible,” but to the * real,” or © substantial;™
and a “ spiritual presence” denotes, to their intellects
a * real, or substantial absence,” or at best, a purely
imaginary, or subjective, presence. In like manner,
they oppose * spiritual® to a # rcal,” or “ substantial”
change in the Eucharistic clements. But not in this
sense was the word “spiritual” used, and understood,
hy the ancient Christian plilosophers. They used it
as the antithesis of * sensible,” not of #real, or
¢ substantial ;P and in asserting a *spiritual pres-
ence,” they denied—not the real, the substantial, the
objective-—but only the sensible—nresence of our
Tord’s body, of His fiesh and blood, in the Lucha-
vist; and when they spoke of a ¢ spiritual change,
or transmutation, in the elements of the Lord’s Sup-
per, they little dreamt that their words would be so
interpreted, as to deny a veal, substantial. objective
change, and Lo assert a mere imaginary change,—a
change existing only in the heated, or tisordered,
phantasy of the worshipper. Thus, when St. Augus-
fin asserts a © spiritunl® presence of Chuist’s body in
the Encharist, he denies not a real © substantial® pres-

o Mr. Jenkins himsell admits 1hat there are parsages in
the Fathers wlkch seem. to favor the doctring of Fransubstan-

wredit of thejp religion, would at onee have forced

“

fiation.” We shall see that they positively assert it, ere wo
have done with hinn,

yas [ trine—that, in the Tuchariet, the bady of our Lord I previously quoted 3 and thus toctares St Augustin’s

! weaning into downright nensense 5 making him ap-

parently assert that, to eat Christ's Hesh, is to dwell
Vin Him, and TTe inws. Tinmediately after the words
[ steut e diis 'L'r.’rlu.s”--‘.\‘lr. .?cnkms aives us, as the
i pretended explanation of the 20 supere sccandum
| CRrneng f—

I ¢ or az we have said, thal which the Lord hath
viven us 1o wadersiand in ihe eating of His Hesh, and
“drinkine of MHis blood, is that we shonld dwell in Him,
andd He'in ns®?—p. 150.

TTow (ar this is {rom St Auvzustiv’s real meaning,
is evident from hLis own words :—

«1Toe Dominnm  commendasse in manduealione
carsis su, et potatione sangninis sui, vt in illo ma-
neamus, et ipse in nobis.P-—Truct, 27, {a Joann. L.

That “ we shonld dwell in Christ, and He i us,”
then, is to be finit of our eating His flesh, but not
Pthe eating itself; and this is plainly St Augustin’s
meaning, from another passage, near the end of the
same discourse, where he warns his heavers i—

i« Ut earnem Chrisliy et sanguinis Chyisti, non eda-
mus taniom in sacramento, quod et multi mali?—and
« qui habebunt in fine aterne formentay” ib:—
that we should not merely eat the flesh, and drink
the blood, of Cimist, in the Sacrament, as do also
iy wicked persons, who, nevertheless, reap eter-
nol damnation, and who therefore do not fulfil the
end for which Christ gave us Ilislesh to eat,—quod
commenduvit n manducatione carnis su@—that
« we should dwel) in Him, and He in ns,” We are to
become intimately, and permanently, connected with
Christ, as members of His bady, argues St. Augus-
tin, or else the cating Iis flesh, will not profit us,
nor save us from final reprobation.  So far from this
heing inconsistent with the modern teaching of the
Catholic Church, it is the very doctrine which is con-
tinually preached from every Catholic pulpit through-
out the world, at the present day.

Having shown then, how the language of l_he Ta-
thers is perfectly, and easily, reconcileable with the
Catholic doctrine of 'Uransubstantiation, even when
they speak most strongly of a « spiritual® presence,
we will next point out how perfectly irreconcileable
is their language—upon ollle!- occasions, when they
speak of a real and substantial presence, and of a
real and substantial change, or transmutation, of the
Euchavistic elements—with the modern Protestant
doctrine, of a mere imaginary, or fanciful presence,
and change. This however we inust postpone until
nest week.

We are happy to have it in our power to announce
that the appeal to the charity of the faithful of this
city, made by the Cistercian Fatliers, has heen at-

ritund,” hot beeaose n spivitial, none the less a real, or

tended . with the most Lappy results.  From the dif-
ferent congregations, our Iievereml visitors bave re-
ceived the sinm of §1,664; for which thiey desire to
return their sincere thanks, to Tiis Lovdship the Bishop
of Montreal, to the Reverend Superior of the Se-
minary, and to the Catholic Clergy, and luity. of
Montrea! in generaly assuring them, that their good
oflices, and cflectual assistance, will ever be had in
kind remembrance by the recluses of Gethsemani,
wha will cease not to offer up their fervent supplica-
tions to the Throne of Grace, for blessings upan the
leads of thase who so gencrously assisted thewm in
their hone of nead.

"Che Reverend Fatlers loft town on Wednesday ;
and, calling at Winaston. will return to their Monas-
tery in tre course of a fow weeks.  Alay 1he Lard
grant them a safe voyave, and success in alt theiv la-
bors for the honor aud glory of His name.

ST. VINCENT DE I'AUL,

We would eall attention 1o the anmounrement of
the concert promised by this seeiety, which s to take
place on the 281l inst.. in the City Councert Hall.—
The proceeds will, as usual, be devoted ta the veliel
of the sick, and indigent.  We trust that our Iriak
friends will not be backward upon the oceasion § and
that they will heartily unite to proeure themsalves
an evenings rational enjoyment, and at the sune time:
help the funds of a deverving charity. :

N.B.—Persans desirous of attending shouhd tuke
care to provide themselves with tickets in advanee,
Tickets can be had ol all the Cathatic Baokselles.
Price, a quarter of a dollar.

We publish on our second page, a letter from the
gentleman allwded toin (e ev. M. Dewar’s speech
al the ‘Toronto Synad, » as ihe son ol a pricst,”—
We have no desive to prolong the controversy.—
Mr. Dewar says he did r20¢ imake use of cevtain ex-
pressions 5 the British Cenadinn says he didy there |
we are content to let W i ster drop.

“Tie DMisson or boeati—A tale
New York Penal Law-
Messrs. Sadliers, Montren!.

of 1he
by Aleo . Walworth,—

Tie MeTrovorera:s for December—"1his ster-
ling Catholic periadicalis vapidly asivancing in public
favor, aud Las obtained for itself a0 prominert sl
honorable position amougst the Catholic puriodieals
of this Continent.  We tywt that it may soan have
as large a eirentation amongst our friends in Canada,
as it deserves.  P'he esteasive civeulation of works
like the Alezrapolitan amongst the people, is aav of
the best antidofes azainet the poison eonstautly infus-
edinto our maval system, by the villainons popatar
literature of the day. Ilvery Catholie, therelore,
showld wake it his duty to cncourage the difiusicn
amongst lis neizlibors of aandd, wholesewe, intellec-
tual provender such as is aflorded at a chaap rate by
our talented cotemporary.

We have received from the pullishers— Qameny™s
¢ Seripture Atlas for the use of Sahools?—und (he
“ Charter Dollar Atlas of Aadern Geagraphy [’ —
which we bave mneh pleasure in recermending for
the use of sehnols, as very cheap, awil (:);rreo.d'ingly
el executed.

M

We have reccived the Anglo Ameriena for De-
comber, full as usunl of well selected and internstive
matter. The © Editor’s Slaaty ? s always anod,
and we are happy to see that e has admitied the
noble art of “cless,” to a place in his infercsting
luenbrations.  The present nmmber contains some
simple chess problems, which to the lovers of {he
game, will prove an additional source of interest.

The Muple Leaf fov the present wmonth has comn
to hand 5 doubly weleome at this seasau of the year.
Tts table of contents prowmises a rich fund of amuse-
ment.

Died.
Tnthis city, 02 the @b inst, Thoraas, Youngest son of Me.
Terence Moure, Proprivior Railroad Hotel.
On the 26th ultimo ut Sillery Cove, Queive, deeply recratted,
Mrs. Widow [lizabeth Brogan, aged 50 years - an old und
respeelable resident of the place.

At Philadelphia, 1. 8., on the 30tk ult,, Anastasia Dunue,
wife of Mr. John M¢Carty. May her soul rest in peuce.

PROMENADE CONCERT.
TIE SOCIETY OF ST. VINCENT DE PAUL

BEG 10 inform the Public, thay, inslead of their Annual Ha-
zaary they will give

APROMENADE CONCERT,
On WEDNESDAY, lhe 98in ins!.,

IN THE CITY CONCERT ITALIL,

UNDER THE PATRONAGE OF THE

LADY MAYORESS,
Mrs, C. MoxpeLET, Mas. J, Boureer,

¢« PeueaviT pE LiNere, w0, 8, Cugaznier,
A Levesqur, “ A.CouiLrLakp,
“ A Larooque, # P, Lacoune,

¢ Y 11. Beavony, ¢ N. Duaas,

¢« I, PELTIER, “ A, Prrvesr,

¢« T.Doverr, « I. A Berraseror,
111

M. CuviliigR, “ F.X. Brazrav.

By the kind permission of L, CoL. HExrminL, the Baod of
the: 26th Regiment will attend and play several choice pieces.
Mun. Lanerne has consented to take charge of the voca)
part, to be executed by Canadian Amateurs, under hisdirection.
The proceeds of the Refreshinent Table will be for the benefit
of the Society. ’ ’

Tickets of admission can be oblained from the Members of
the Snciety. Price, 15.3d
All Tickets obtained az thge door on tli: evening of the Con-
cert will be 5s. cach. g .
The Dovr will be opened at SEVEN ¢
cert will commeynee at EIGHT, P.M.

O. LEBLANC, President of the Saciety,
L. A. HUGNET LAI_QUR, Sgererary.

douk, apd the Cou-

T

Deo, 7.



