THE, CATHOLIC.

are not to helieve thisuniform testimony of our sen-
»cs, what becomes of all ‘the mimcles of Christ?
and, consequently, of all his revelation, which he
attocted by thosoe miracles? Were all his miracles
mere appearances, like that of bread ip the sacra-
ment??

into the smallest, as well as dilsted inte the lar.;
goest.  But thefact:is. in tho adorable Puchorist,
thero isnot cven -a-falscrappearance.. The senses
ure'not at.all deceived, there.is {hie colour,tho size
the taste,iand all theother sensible'qualities and-cf-
fects of bread andwine, Now; iftho San of God,

‘To this argument, which, as here applicd, is but
u sophism, Lanswer- The impressions made on

when ho ipstituted - this: holy -sacrament, intended]
not to exist init without these ‘quatities; if he gave

our seases, even when they are uniform, ave not, of]
themselves, evidences of the ;rue state, or even the
existence of bodies: for the same impressions are
vften produced, without that existence; as in visi-
ons, in drcams, iv lunacy. We believe them,
howoever, and ought to believe them, unless when
xeason, as in the cases I have just mentioned, or as
in the presentcase, God cautionsus against that be-
tief- The Profestant Iishop Berkeley, has fully
vroved, that our senses are not demonstrative of
the existence of bodies. We would believe them
wily on the prmciple, that God would nnt allow
their uniform deceptivn, without enabling us o de-
tect it. Hence the aposties belioved the miracles
wi Christ, oun the testimony of their senses; because,
~o0 far from cautioning them against that testimo-
uy, he, on the contrary confirmed it by his own di-
vire word;. when walking on the sea, and appear-
ang afler his resurection, he-told them, that what
they saw was not as they supposed, a spectre, but
aveality, If then that same omuipotent Son of
4uld, afier having pruved bis divinity to their sen-
se3 by innumerable miracles, were to tell them,
that in one parlicular instance, they werenotto
trustto their senses—that what uniformly appeared
to-he bread, was not bread but bis body-—would
they be anthorized to set up their senses against his
Almighty ward? Orwould their belief of that word
e a contradiction, and not rather a confirmation of
alt his previous miracles.

Thus; my brethren, yousee how ridiculous the
saphism of our opponentsis; as ridiculous, in-
deed, astheir comparisons of a stick taken fora
town, and a man fora mountain; just as if Christ
<ould have a motive for making such silly changes;
although, if he had made them. we should still be-
hieve his word, and not our senses.  Thus you sew
that the testimony of Christ is superior to that of]
our senses; and that, so far from invalidating his
mamacles, the Catholic doctrine confirms them.
ior, wouid the apostles lave believed his word:
*““This is my body,” ifhe had not already attested
His infatlible truch by undoubtedmiracles?

Morcover, reason and experience tell us, that, if!
we wish toknow the trge state of objects, we must
employ all our senses in their invessigation.
us do so with the sacrament.  Our sight, taste, &c.
sepresent it as bread. But there 3s ouvr sense af
jjearing too.  What does that tell us? Why; wc]
hear Jesus saying: ¢ This 18 my body.”
hearing, therefore, which conveys tous his divine
word, prevents the error info which our other sen-
ses would 1ead us.  Besides we do not know, whe-
ther the first elements of matter are compounds or
sanples.  If {lie latter, as Leibnitz maintains, a bo-
sly can be reduced even to no space, without anni-
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h'3t, our bodics shall still continue real. In thissense

up his body and blood to be eaten- and drunken; if}
for this purpose they must have the above ‘qualities;
if they cannot be present at the divine banquet
without them, if th the titeral meaning of the words,
he said: ““Thisis my body—This is is my blood-
who shall dare to give m tbe lie? Who shall
dare to set up, not his corporal scuses, {for they
are not deceived,) butthe false conclusion: of bis
own proud and ignorant mind, against the word of
Omnipotence? Yho in fica, shall dare to edy,
it was impossible for Christto make his body and
blood exist with all these qualities®

Nothing is impossible to God, but what involses
a scli-destroying contradiction. He could hat,

in.order:to render it fit to be eaten. This state
which I call sacvimental, is far inferior to the ime
inortal stato, already assumed by Jesus: &- which
latter stato, even 1we shall enjoy after oun resurree
#ion; Tho xesurrection, therefore, is o greater
miracle, than fransubstantiation ; and shall we de-

ny the latter, while we admit the former?

Tho question of possibility, thercfore, I trust, §
have completely set at rest. Not only the believers
of scriplure, but the believers of a God, mnst gon-
fess that he can transubstantiateyif he please.- The
next, arid thersgh vast inits demonstration, tho only
remsining question is—Has he done so7 But, this
isso elear from.thatisole, that infallible means,
which we have,of ascertaining.pastevents, namely ,
history; under which -term comes the scripture it-
self, as-2 port of history; that noone, who ad-
mits. the.possibility, can, with the least clim to
common- sense, deny the fact. For thisreason,
have 1 been diffuse on the former; for I am con-
vinced,. that: tho~undesstandings of the Clristian
peoplo would neverbavé:beeninsulted by all the

for instance, make his'body-be, and-not be, :in the
sacrament, atthe same time: ‘This absurdity at-

idle:quibbles of scctaries, about the memiug “of the

thodt preciso and -positive: words, which ever fell

taches, not to the Gatholic doctrine of transubstan-
tiation, butto the doctrine, if it deserves that name,
of the Church of England, in the days of Elizabeth
and James the First, and which doctrine is stilt {o

be found in the Protestant catechisms; namely: that,
the sacrament is truly and really bread, and truly
and realty the body of Christ, at one and the samoj
time, Ifit be bread, it cannot be the body; end if)
itbe the body, it cannot be bread. This, as itin-

ble evento God. Iudeed,the sbsurdity was so
evident, that the Anglicans have subsequently run
off intor the mere fgurative sensc of Calsin.. Simi-
'larwas that ofier absurdity of theirs—ihat what

volves, a self-destroying contradiction is impossi-1f-

was thebody in the mouth of one receiver, was
bread in the mouthofanother. A bodyis matter;
and its existencé cannot depend on {lie thoughts, or
<¢ faith, * as they are pleased to call i, of either
receiver. It must bethere, orit mustnot; thereis
nomedium ; unless theychoose to give to the whim
lof ctery individual mortal, that power of changing
’subslanccs, which they refus¢ to an"immortal God.
[Butﬂns reverie, too, they have- given up, not for
!the Catholic reality, but for thio visionary cmblem
of the Gtuovan school. Thesé, indced, are self:
idcstroying conlradictions, and absurd impossibili»
|tics. But, where is the contradiction ur impossibili-
1y for God, to clothe, in the sacrament, wifh sen-
sible qualitics, that body, which, during bis lifo,

was clothed with mortal—in his mnsﬁguraﬁun,
jwith glorious—and afler his resurrection, with im-
{mortal qualities?- The difierence between the mor-
Jtal and immortal state, is far greater, than between
the morlal and sacramenlal. Yet, even our own
i bodies shall be mised to that immortal state; a
jslate, so far-superior to the present, that St. Paul
1docs not hesitato fo call it spiritual; although, in

the cucharist, also, issometimes stiled the spiritual
thody of Christ ; because, though still real,’it isnot

hifalion;‘ and if the former, it can be compresyed !
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from tho lips of Jesus=2about tha mostclearly, most
universally, and most ‘repeatedly “expressed-belief
of:the Christian Church in‘all’ ages—~if theso scc-
taries tid'not,: at bottoim, thouglr ashimed to’ pro-
fessit, blasphemouslyreject” the Omnipotence of
their Saviows On- to-miorrow then, (Fridap)t
shall proye the-fact from' Seripturc; and refute the
cbjections of ite soriptural opponents;,
oo .
T OBIG}’N A'L'.

THE BIBLE! 'EHI-}BIBBP - AND NOTHING BUT
. THE BIBLE.

Tue BisLe, as tnmmcd by Protestant Editors to
meet the reforming spirit of the times ; and dedi-
cated in the most fulsome sirain of ﬁauery to James
the First of Englanq, ,the -pedant King, by a set
of time-serving hirelings, appointed to new model
it, and fit it [or ‘being decreed.the standard .nue of
the Parliamentary. Religion : T BiBLE, which.
styles, in its prefatory adulation to Royalty, thein-
famous Queen Bess, that smurdercss,and Hatlot,
the bright occidental star § at whose sctling he, the

dogmatic Sovercign, rose like the sun in.his
strenglh, to dispel the thick and palpable clouds of

darkness, whick overshadowed the land : THE BI-
BLE, so absurdly proclaimed by a fallible ng and
Parliament to be an infallibly truc translation from
the Hebrew original ; with which neither of the
vouching parties were.at all acquainted : this cor-
mptcd Enfrlnsh _BIBLE, in which the truly learned
pomt out xmmbcrl%s errors, inteptionally, as well
as ignorantly made ; in selecting from the mauy
uncoutix trapslations wlhich were in circulation at
ﬁichmc cags 1oLy is hawked about all over
{he world, and pressed even on the wondering
forcigner, as the only genuine code of scripture in
existence; and all who refuse torective it ns such;,

are at once denpunced as downright infidels, by u
Iumory crew of anglo-evangelica a} maranders ; Yc-

ligious freebooters, and strolling gospellers; wlxom

in its moytel stae, but in that state, which e chose,

\saut qr waploness has taught o ralse the wind,



