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are not to bolieve this uniforn testimony of our son- into-the smallest, as well as dilatetd into the lar.
hes, what becomes of all 1ie miracles of Christ? gest. But tho4act-is. in the adormblo Sucharist,
'nid, cnaa.quienitly, ofalihis revelation, vlich lie thero isnot cven-a£-atlscappearancà. Tho scnses
aot'teed by thoso miracles? Were all lis miracles ure-not at.all deceived,.there-is the colourthe size
mere appearanfes, like tliat of bread ip the sacra- the taste,tand ali thleottersensible-qualities and-of-
miient?'' fects of bread and vine. Now, iftho Son of God,

To this argument, wrhich, as here applicd, is. but wien lac -instifuted- tiis a loly- sacrament, iôtendedi
a. sophisma, 1 answer- The impressions made on not to exist in it without these qualities; if e gave
mir seuses, even when they are uniform, are not, of up lais body and blood to be eaten- andt drunken; if1

themuselves, eidences of the .rue stato, or een thc for tiis purpose-they musthavo the ab'ore -qualities;
existence of bodies: for the same impressions are if they cannot bc present at the divine banquet
often produccd, vithout that existence; as in visi- vithout them, if ihl the literalm eaningof the words,
ons, in dreams, in lunacy. WVe believe them, he saii: "This is my body-This is is my bloodI."
hiowovcr, and auglit to believe then, unless when who shall dare to give han -the lie? Who shail
reason, as in the cases I have just mentioned, or as dare to set up, not lais corporal senlses,(fùr the
in the presentcaso, God cautionsus against ihat be- are not deceived,) but the false conclusion of bis
fief- The Protestant Jis!op Berkcicy, has ftlly own proud and ignorant mind, against tIheê word of
troved, ltait our senses are not demonstrative of Omnipotence? Who in fille, shall dare te sa'y,
*the existence ofbodies. WC would believe them it was impossible for Christ to make his body and
14nly on the priaicple, that God would not allow blood exist with ail these qualities?
4.heir uniform dcception, without enabling us te de- Nothing is impossible to God, but what invol.s
tect it. Ilence te apostles beliovet the miracles a self-destroying contradiction. lie coulI. et,
,i' Christ, oi the testimony of their senses; because, for instance, make his'body-be,andtot te,.in the

.o far from cautioning them against that testimo- isacrament, atthe saine time: This ab7surdity at-
nly, he, on the contrary confirmed il by bis own di- taches, not ta the Catholic doctrine of transubstan-
'iine word;. whiten walking on the sea, and appear- tiation, butto the doctrine, if ittdeserves that name,
-ng aller his resurection, he -told themr, that what of the Chùrci of England, in the days of Elizabeth
Mhey saw was not as they supposed, a-spectre, but and James the First, and which doctrine is stlal':to
a realit3. If then tliat same omnipotent Son of b found in the Protestant catechisms; namely: that
4såd, aller having pri,"ed bis divinity to their sen- 1 the sacrament is truly and really bread, and truly
sei by iniaunuerable miracles, were to tell them, and really the body of Christ, at one and the saie
tht in one particular instance, thev were net to time. If il be bread, it cannot be the body; and if1
trust to their stnses-that what unifôrmly appeared it b the body, it cannot be bread. Titis, as it in-
ti-be breed, was not bread but bis body-would volves, a self-destroying contradiction is impossi-
tley be atlhorized Io set up their senses against lais ble even to God. Indeed, the- absurdity was so
Ahtnighty word? Or would their belief of that word evident, that the Aiglicans-hae subsequently run
-hea contradiction, and not rallier a confirmation of offintothe mere4igurative senso of Calvin.. Simi-
ai lsis previous miracles, lar was that other absurdity of theirs-that wrat

Thr; my brethren, you sec how ritliculous the ras th<rbody in the moulh of one receiver, ias
ý,p-!hism of our opponentsis; as ridiculous, in- bread in the mouti ofanother. A bodyis matter;
decd, as their comparisons of a stick taken for a and its existencé cannotdepend on ithhoughts, or
ton, and a man fora mountain; just as if Christ c faith," as they are pleasedfo call it, of either

could have a motive for making such silly changes; receiver. It must bc there, crit mustnot; there is
alitough, if he had made them, we should still b- ncr medium ; unless thcychÔoýe to give te the iwhin
Itere lais word, anad aot our senses. Thtus you see of ecery individual mortal, that power of changing
Itha the testimonay of Christ is superior to that of Isubstances, which they refuse to aaimmortal Cod.
n1r sCeses; and thai, se far front invalidating lhis But this reVerie, too, they have giVen up, net for
amraicles, the Catholic doctrine confirms then 'the Catholic reality, but for tho visionary emblem
For, wouid the apostles Lave bclieved lais word: of the Gbnovan school. Thiese, inaced, arc self
"This is My body," ifhe had not already attested j dcstroying contradictions, atid absurd impomsibili-%
lis infialible tru;i. by undoubtedmiracles? tics. But, whecre is the contradiction oriinpostibili-

iMiorerover, reaso ant ; I expericice fa1t us, liat, ifi ty for God, to clothe, in the sacrament, wiih sen-
we wish to-lknow hlie trie state of objccts, we must sible qualitics, that body, which, 'during bis lifa,
eipiloy all our senses in fltr iivestigation. Let ras clothed with mortal-in lis transfiguration,
tis do so wvita the sacrament. Our sight, tasta, &c. with glorious-and afler lais resurrection, with im-
represent it as breadi. But thcre. is our sense of mortal qualities? The dificrence between the mer-
iÂeariig foc. Wiat docs fiat tell us? Whi; iwe tal and immortal state, is fair greter, than between
hcar Jesus saying: " This as my body." Ouirjî the mortal and sacrainental. Yet, even our own
hearing, therefore, which conveys ta us lais divine bodies shall be raised to that immortal state; a
word, prevents the error into whiclh our othter sen- stale, SD far-supCrior f0 tle present, that St. Paul
:,s vouid leaid us. Besides WC do not knaow, te- idoes not besital te call it spiritual ; although, in
ther flic irst elements of matter are compounds or if, our bodies shall still contiùue real. In this sensè

Dinles. If the latter, asLeihnitz maintains, a b- ilthe cucharist, aise, issonetimesstiled the épiritûl'
ivy canbe redtcca even to no space, ithiout annîi-Ibotdy cf Christ; because, ihiougl stili real,it is not
Eilation; and if lie former,, it cart be comprceuI Qin itet o-tal state, but in thatsta!e, which hie chose,

in.orderto render it fit to bc eaten. Thtis state
which I call saetrmcntal, is far itferior ta fbe im-.
inortal state, almady assumed by Jesus: &- iwich
latter stato, even1 ce shall enjoy after out resurrhe
îonn. The resuryection, tierefore, is a greater
miracle, than transubstantiation ; aini shall ie dc-
ny tle latter, white We admit the former?

Te question of possibility, therefore, I trust, 1
hsavïa completely set at rest. Not only ti believers
of scripture, but the believers of a God, inst cen-
fess that he can tranwabstantiateif he please.. Tfie
next, aid thosagh-vast in its demonstratibn, fit oty
remaùiing.uestion is-Htas hW done sol But, Iis
issQ clear from-thatisol(,- that infallibl& means,
which ne haveo-f ascertaining-past-events, namel>,
history; inder which tern cornes the scripture it-
self, as- a part of Iistory; that no cioe, wnh ad -
rats-thepossibility, can, wtith the Ieast élaim to
common. sense, deny the tact. For this reason,
have I becn diffuse on the fonner; for I am con-
vinced,- Ithatý tho-understandings of the Christian
people wouil neveribavebeeninsulted by alt ite
idle:qùibbles afsectaries, abotit Ile neaniug -of the
thostpreciso and -pbative 'wortis, which ever feIt
from the lipyof Jesus"about'thd mostclearly, most
universally, and most 'epeatcdlyexpressed<b'elief
of:the Chitstian Churc in an' ages.-if theso sec-
taries did'not,-at bottorthoughr ashaned to, pro-
fçssit, blasphemouslyneject- flie Omnipotence of
their Saviour. On to-morrow then, (f1niy 1
shall prove the-fáct from'Scriptiri-; and 'efute the'
objections of its soripttral-opporlehts.
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THE BIBLE, T=. BBLE ! AND NOTING BUT
. _THE BIBLE.

TUE BIBLa, as trimrmed by Protestant Editors to
ineet the reforming spirit of the times ; and dedi-
cated in the most fulsome strain of flattery to James
the First of Englani, the -pedant eking, by a set
of time-serving hirelings, appointed to iewmodel
it, and fit it for -being decreed.the standard .ono of
the Parliamentary. Religion: Tu5 a. EZEL, whiiCh.
styles, in is prefatory adulation to Royalty, thq in-
famous Queen Bess, that murderess.and Harlot,
the bright occidental star , at ciose slting he, the
dogmatic Snvceeign, rose like the sun in. -lis
strength, to dispel the thick and palpable clouds of
darkness, chich overshadowed the land: Tu Bi-
nL, so absurdly proclaimed by.afallibleKing and
Parliament to bc an infallibly truc translation from
the Hrcirev original ; with which neither of the
vouching parties were. at ail acquainted : this cor-
rupted Englishnints, in which the truly lcarned
point out numberlçss crrors, inteptionally, as vell
as ignorantly rmade ; in eclecting from the manly
gr1êouth translations whiich were in circulation at
ilietime: J-rYtS nr.r is hawkcd about all over
the world, and pressed even on the nondcrng
fòreigner, as ihe only genuine code of scripture in
existence; and all who refuse to receive it as such-.
pre at once don'ounced as downri-lt infidels, by a
hungry crew of anglo-vangeican marauders; rc-
ligious fretbooters, and strolling gospellers; whom
waut qr wanton.S hlus taugfht to ralse the iwind.
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