THE TRUE WITNESS

lic Chapluin, is to be found in the fact, that the for-
mer is disposed to entertain sentiments, too liberal .l'o.r
(he majority of our enlightened advocates of * eivil
‘and religious liberty.” Tt is because he wonld aot
allow himsell to be a tool in the hands of Mr. Ian-
nibal BMulkins, and lws, with a keen eye detected,
‘and in a finn voice proclained, the abuses which the
Protestant Chaplain is endeavoring to miroduce, that
Dr. Nelson has been so muelt misrepresented by the
enemiss of all justice to Catholies. But this will
not discourage him: he knows that he has only done
his duly—and we trust, thatin so doing he will be
properly supported by the Provincial government,
ugaiusl tbe atiacks of his detractors.

¢ A Protestant’s Appean 1o Tis Douav Bisie”’

It was observed by our old friend, Mr. Samuel
AV eler, as beautifmlly characteristic of the eloquence
of Mr. Nupkins, Mayor of Tpswich, ¢ that one never
conld tell what he was driving nt.” "The same remark
weuld bold good, il npplied to (he. greater part of
those passages of Mr. Jenkins’ lectures, in which the
author intends to be unusually pathetic, und imjpres-
sira—but with a difference. ‘That which, in a Mayor,
was an excelience, we are inclined to look upon as,
in a Pratestant ditine, a blemish approaching to un-
soundness.  Nay, we wouldealmost urge it as a re-
proach against the Rev. Mr, Jenkins, (h:!t_it is olten
japossible to fell what on earth he is deiving at; so
sublitnely wyslerions, not tosay utterly incomprehea-
sible. does he occasionally beenme.  \We may soime-
umes guess ot his meantug, but we can never fvel
certain that we have grasped it, or deterred it from
cut of the mass of words with which it pleases him
10 cicuntber it.  Were we called upon to character-
ise his style, we shouldsay thatit was strongly mark-
ad with & tendency o, what our Yankee [viends not
inelepamly term, ¢ high-ferluting,” or prose run mad.

More sspecially is this the case with the remnining
lectures, on the dogmas of the Cartholic Chureh,
which we bave now to nofice; the first of which is
headed — The One Object of Relizious Adoration ;7
end is, we suppose, icteuded to establish, that, be-
wwist Cathalies und Protestants, there is some diller-
ence of opinion on this vital point. "The writer may
‘he quile correct; lor though we know what, withall
Catholics, is ¢ 'L'he One Object of Religions Adora-
tion,” it would be rash, to say the least, for us fo
pretend to the same certainty as to the < One Ob-
ject” of religious adoration amongst Protestants.—
Some, we kuow, profess to worship a God i three
distinct persons, and to render divine honor,or absolute
worship. 1o the Second Person of that "Urinity ;—
whilst others amongst thum recognise no such Object
af Worstip, as a Tri-une God, and look upon the
hamage, which their Uvinitarian brethiren pay to the
Son of Mary, as rank idolatry.  Leaving then Mr.
‘Tenkins o setthe this rather knotty question with his
brethren, we will proceed to inform him what, amaongst
all Cuthaolics, is the  One Sole Object of all Reli-
sious Adoration,” and thus relieve Lim of certain
fears which e professes to enleriain, lest we shouiid
be found euilty of the sin of idalatry, < My desive
i savs Mo, Jenkins, # that it may he found impos-
sible (o make good the charge™—p. 81. Make your
mind easy, Mr. Jeukins, on this score ; we will prove
our innocence of idolatry out of your own mouth.—
But, fest, we will make our confession of Taith, as
10 our * Oge Objeet of Religions Adoration.”

Aud that One, Sole Object of all onr Religious
Adoration, is the Nlaat Adorable “Irinity —TFatler,
Son, and oly Ghost—ol Whom, and by Whon,
aud in Whom are all things, 10 Whom he glory for
evermore—Amen. Fo this glorious Trinity—~the
One Object of @/l our religious adoration —do we
give all honor, and all worship; 1Xim do we praise ;
Him do we bless ; Him do we adore,and glorily ;—of
Him do we ask all mercies, through Jesus Christ our
Lord. ¢ Quoniam Twsolus suactus, L solus altis-
simus Jesu Christe, cum Sancto Spiritu,in gloriu
Dei Patris—Amen.  For Thou onty art Ioly,

"Thou, only, O Jesus Christ, together with the Holy
Ghost, art Most High in the Glary of God tle Fa-
ther—Amen.”

In these words—taken from that Angelic Hyma,
vibich, in the bighest beavens, and before the ever-
lastine "I'hrone, Cherubim and Scrapbim, Angels and
Archangels, are for ever singing, whilst on earth,
priest and people, eateh up, and repeat the strain—is
centained the Cathiolic’s confession of Taith, as 1o
the One, Sole, Object of all his religious adoration ;
and, in these words, will be found the relutation of
the calurnny, which, sometimes through ignorance,
but we [ear more often through malice,aund at the in-
stigation of the Devil who is the father of lics, Pro-
testants bring against the Catholic Chureh, of sanc-
tioning, and inculeating, idolatry. But as Mr. Jen-
king still scems uncasy in his mind, we will endeavor
to show him how groundless are his fears, and how

“impossible it is that Catlolics can be obnoxious fo
such a charge; and as it is always convenient Lo
attach right meanings to words, let us first define
what idolatey is.

dolatry is the giving to any creature that which
ta due anly te Creator, or Ged. 'To give however
10 creature, that which is dme to creatwre, and is
either, uot due to God alons, or not fitting to be
ohven to God at all, is certainly not idolatry, but ta-
ther a fulfilling of the law. OF this nature is the
cultus, bonor, or worship—the inadequacy of lan-
guage as the representative ef ideas compels ns to use
the word “ worship”—which the Cathiolic Chareh rens
ders 10 (God’s Saints, His ereatures, and Hia noblest
warks, because the works of His divine grace. Not
aaly is this hovor, dee to (3od’s works—{Gr (God i3
to be honaved in Hlis works ; but it is an honor wiich
we could nol, withont being indeed guilty of idolutry,
affer to Godat all. For the housr, or worship offeved
® God’s Saints is not absolnte, but relative; but to
ofer velative honor, or worship s God would be to

deny Him as the Absolute; to set up other Gods,
besides, and above, im ; and would be therefore the
very sin of idolatry, of which our enemies accuse vs.
As then the crelius which Catholics pay to God’s
Saints is a wership, which, so far from being due to
God alore, is not due to God wt all, it manifests

either a sad disregard of truth, or a strange contempt |

of lagic, on the part of our Protestant (riends wlhen
they tax us with idolatry,

We would remark here that we are not attempting
to prove tlie lawfuiness of giving even arelative wor-
ship to any creature. ‘That it is lawlul so 1o do we
believe, solely because the Catholic Church teaches
its lawlulness ; any other authority, save the authority
of the Church, we know not; we cannot therefore,
as consizlent Catholics, attempt to establish the trath
of any Catholic doctrine, or the lawfulness of any
practice, except by appealing to her authority, for, by
s0 doing we should he admitting that there was some
other authority besides her's—other reasons for
believing, besides her teaching. Tt is in vain
then for BDr. Jenking to  eall vpon us to
prove this, or that doctrine, by, or {rom, the
Scriptures,—We answer him in the words of 3t
Treneeus, dib. 8. e 4. What, il the Apostles had
not left us any Scriptures, should we not be bound to
follow that tradition which they delivered to those to
whose care care they committed the churches?
Nonne oportebut ordinem sequi traditionis que
tradiderunt iis, quibus committebant Eeclesias?
Disclaiming therefore, any intention of attempiing Lo
prove the lawfulness of Saint worship, we will mere-
Iy undertake 10 show that, whether right o wianz. it
is not idolatrous-~was practised by the enrly Chris-

tiau Clurch—recommended by the Pathers of the !

first five centuries—and that therefore, wodern Pro-
testantisin, which rejects i, is nat the +* ip Reue-
GloN.”

Tn the % Cultus Sunctorum™ we distinguish two
things. 1. The velative honor which we pay (hem,
or dulia. 2. The Tavocation of Saints.  Qur propo-
sitions are—that the first is not idelatrous,—that the
second is not derogatory to Christ as sole mediator
hetwixt God and man—and that both wesre practised
duzing the first centuries of the Christian era.

The waorship, ar hosor which Catholies vender to!

the Saints, is not idolatrous, becwruse it ix not abso-
lute, but relative ; and as we bave shewn, relative
worship is not due to the one supreme absolute God.
Neither is it a worship, or honor, that by any con-
ceivable excess can approach even the conlines of the
idolatrous, because it differs from that supreme and
absolute worship which we owe to (lod alone, not in
degree, but inkind,  Dwfie we render to the Saints :
latrine 1o God alone ; but latrie is not a multiple of
dulic, but an absalute quantity, incapable of more av
less.  Dulin, as a refative worship or honor is sus-
reptible of degrees, it may be either more or less,
but it ean never approach the former, for the multi-
ple of dulic is not latria, but kyper-dutia. "T'hese
mav sound in Protestant ears, as vain and subtle dis-
tinctions ; for Protestant ears are gross, and dull of
hearing 3 but they are distinctions which were well
known to the eatly Fathers of the Clurch, jong ere
it *may be sid that corruption had commenced.”
We will eite St. Augustin,

“ Colimus ergo Martyres,” says St. Augustin, in
his work condre Faustinum 1ib, 20 c. 21—but not
with Divine worship or Zatria, for he adds, ©.A¢
vero tllo cultu qui grace latria dicitur, latine uno
verbo dici non potest, cum sit quedam propric dJi-
vinitate debite servitus, nee collinus, nec colendum
docemus nisi wnum Dewm.  But with that worship
which in Greek is called {afria, but in Latin can-
not be expressed by one word, as it is a service pe-
culiar 10 the Divinity, we do uot worship—(the
Saints)—or teach thatany save God zlone should Le
worshipped.”  No doubt that St. Auguslin was a
Jesuil, and accustomed to bair splitting; but still
lrom the above passage it is clear that the distinction
betwint dufie or the relative honor which Christians
in the 1% century rendered to the martyrs—and /a-
{ria, or the absolute worship due to God alone—was
well understood, and acted upoun, although owing to
its poverty, the Latin language was not able in any
one word to express it: we contend therclore, that
in the X1X. ceatury we are perfectly justified in re-
cognising that sawe distinetion.

"This distinction betwint Jutris and dulia, or the
absolute worship due to Gied alone, and the relntive
honor which we pay fo J1is works, bas been con-
stantly asserted by the Chureh at all periods of her
existence 3 and more particulasly in the case of the
Collyridians, whom she justly condemned for their
idolatrous practices.  This sect, composed principal-
ly of women, adored the Virgin asa Goddess, withab-
solute worship, oflericg o her in sacrifice small cakes
(% Collurides” whence their name)—and arrogaling
to themselves the title of the pricstesses ol the God-
dess Mary, to whom they translerred that worship
which is due to Godzlone. + It would seem”—says
Neander—* that this was a transfer of the ohlations
at the Lord’s Supper to the worship of Mary”—and
therefore idolury, because the offering of sacrifice
to creature ; a worship, which is due to God alone,
and that peculiar worship with which 4ince the days
of Abel, who oflered to the Toord “of the firstlings
of his lock, and of their fat” it'has pleased Him that
He should be worshipped by the children of men.
No wonder that the Church denounced the idolatrous
worship of the Collyridians, and that the Fathers
most zealous for the true honor of Mary were loudest
in their reprobation of such an insult to _1he Divine
Majesty of her Son. 'I'lay condemned it, not as an
exaggerated form of the same warship which they,
tozether with the universal Church, had ever rendered
to the Mother of God: hut a3 an entirely and essen-
tislly different worship. Protestants do not so readily
perceive this dilference, becanse having no real sacri-
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[ sacrifice as the one, peculiar, worship due to God
{ alone—they withholil from Ged llis due, and are
"therefore obliged, in order to avoid giving the Saints
i as,much as they do to God, to abstain from honoring
them at-all. It is because of this inability to under-
standl the nature of the worship which the Charchiren-
ders ta God that Mr. Jenkins arks the silly question
“ whether it were possible for those Collyridians to
exceed the Saints Bonaveutwra anl Liguori in the
homage which they paid to the Virgin Mary”—not
perceiving that, inasinuchas the homage of the Colly-
ridians consisted in the sacrifices they offeved to the
Virgin, it cannat he properly said to have exceeded,
but transcended, the relative homage paid to her by
Catholics at the present day, who would shrink with
harror and dispust from the proposition to ofler sacri-
fice to any creature.  And in fact we find that the
idolatry of the Collyridians did nat proceecd from, or

tarow out of . amy exeess i, or exaggeratian af, the

Hegitimate warship which a 8t Awbrose, a St. Jer-
{ome, and a St Lpipimais oflered to the Mother of
i God—a worship which, s« pught and practised in
i the Churceh ia an impreenable harrder against all idol-
P atry—Ubut was @ thing of Toreign growth entively—
Paoremnant of the ald pagan practices in hounr of Ceres,
{ which they brought with them from their native
Chrace to Arabiag ingrafted upen, and modified by,
| the pre-existing oviental idolatries of which we read
{in Jeremias, 44, 19—und 7. 18—where the women
| are vepresented as kneading dough, to make eakes to
Uthe queen of heaven— Meloketh Jurshamuyim® —
i probinbly the Pheenician Aabtoreth,

| That the lighest worship which Catholies of the
! present day render to the Saiuts, is relative, rot 2b-
! solute—dulin, and wot lutrin—and therefore not
Vidofatry, whatever else it may be,” is uneonscionsly
admitted by Mr. Jenkins himself, and fully established
by the quotations which he gives from the writings of
Cathulic authors.  Having cited some of the titles
which. in the Titany of Lorettn, ave applied to the
Blessed Viegio, Mr. Jenkins axks—# Do they not
savour ton much of divinity to be applied to any
creature 27 and adds—ianocently enaugh, and evi-
dently quite unconserous that he is himself trivmph-
antly refuting the charge of idolatry which he isall
along endeavoring to make gond against tie Catho-
lic Church—* more than ackich I am not «wcare
that amy Catholic ever contended the Virgin lo
he.”t Perfectly trne, Mr. Jenkins 5 and therelore the
worship—/Ayper-dilia—which Catholies render 1o
the Blessed Virgin, cannot be more than relative.
antl therefore camiot be idolatry—which is giving to
the creature that whicl is due to God alone—unless
a relative worship is due to the Absolute. By ad-
mitting the Blessad Virgin to be creature, we admit
her to be at an infinite distance from Creator—we ns-
sert her being to be contingent, ant not absolute;
and, no matter what titles may be applied to her, so
long as we apply them, not ta the absolute, bul to
the contingent, we apply them solely in a relalive
sense, and can no more be guilty of idolatry, by so
doivg, than is the Lritish Parliament when, in an ad-
aress to Cueen Vietoria, it approaches her as ¢ Tler
Most Gracious Majesty.”  But God alone is ¢ Mosl
Ciracious ;" for the prophet Joel says,— The Towd
anr Ctod is gracions”—ii. ¢., 13 v.; therefore, nc-
cording to Mr. Jenking® Ingic, beeanse aseribing 1o
a creature ¢ Divine names und Gitles,”—np. 92—tlhe
British Parlinment is idolatrous. ¢ Oh, no,” he will
answer, ¢ In applying the terms ¢ Most Gracioud
to the Queen, Parliament intends to apply them in a
very differcut sense (rom that in whichany one of its
wembers would apply them to Godj and this is so
well understood that there is no danger of our laps-
g into klnlatry, because our Supreme Conrts of
Legislature, the mouth-piece of the whole Thmpire,
oive to an earthly Sovercign, but only in a relutive,
or restricled, sense, titles of honor, which, il taken
in their nbsoluse sense, belong to God, and to 1Mim
atone.”  Rightly reasoned, Mr. Jenkins; we acquit
the British Empire of idolatry; and trust that you
will be equally just towards us, poor Papists, who
ascribe 1o the Blessed Virgin, the titles which grate
so harshly on your Protestant cars, in a relative,
and not in an absolute, sense. So long as Catholics
see in the Blessed Virgin, Mother of Gad,only erea-
ture,—though the purest, the most exalted, and rnost
highly privileged, of all God’s crealures—there is no
danger that tie worship which they offer to her, <hall
ever lend towards the idolatrous. Nay, if rightly
nnderstood, it is the best preservative against idolu-
try 3 but this Mr. Jeaking ean not understand, for,
as we shall sce before we have done witls him, le
does not rightly understand the doctrine of the Tn-
carmation ; & right wnderstanding of which is abso-
lutely necessary to any one who pretends to criticise
the teaching of the Clurch, and the devotion of lher
chitdven towards the Mother of God.

Mvr. Fenkins [urnishes us also with the best of an-
tidotes to the venom which he squirts against the
Catholic Church. By citing the writings of her di-
vines, he has so satisfactorily sliown, that she icost
expressly forbids the sin of idolatry, that we shall
merely quote some of these passages, and then pro-
ceed 1o establish our second proposition—"That the
Tnvocation of Saints, as tanght by the Catholic
Chusch is not deromatory to Christ as sole Mediator
betwixt God and man.

«[ 1ake up Dr. Botler’s Catechism™—says Mr.
Jenkins—¢ recommended by the foar Roman Cathelic
Archbishops of Jrebund, and find the following :—
¢ What is commanded by the first commandiment ?—
Auswer—'To adore one God, und to adore bul [lim
‘}alonc.’ I read agaitn:—* What else is forbidden by
"the first commandmem?  Answer—71o give lo ony
| creature the honor due to God alone.’ 1n another cate-
Vteehism, 1 find this abhonence of idolatry expressed

yet more fuseibly 3-und thoegh the copy of the work,

i
r
i

v We wauld venture lo suggest 1o Mr. Jenking, in his next
editivn, the propriciy of calling it flat burglary  there would
bo novelty in this, if no other Anerit, aad the nane would be

fice to offer—having in fact totally lost the idea of | “wnite as appropriste,

now in my hand, does net appear to be sanctioned by
ecclesiastical anthority; | willingly quote from i, for-
asmuch as it is published inhiscity by a Reman Ca-
tholic bookseller, and, as I suppose, frecly circulated,
and used by the members of that commuaion. 1 be-
Iieve it indeed to be a reprint of an eoelesiastieally
authorised entechism, beaning thesame title, und pub-
lished, and cireulated, in Irelawd.  On page thisty-
seven, | rend—¢ Do you then worship the angels and
=aints 18 God, or give them the honor that belongs te
Gal alone?  Answer—2No ; God forbid : for thiswould
be high treason against His divine wmujesty.” ?*—p, 84.

Now, really, i’ haviow read all this, Me, Jenking’
be vot satisiied that the Catholic church prohibits, in
the most positive terms, the giving to any crealure,
that which is due oaly to God —he must be the most
unconseionable of mortads, and it would be in vain
for us to attempt to argue the matter with bim.—
\We shall therelore content oursalves with giving hin
the opinions of some of bis brother Protestunts upon
this very point, trusting that they may have some
weight with bim—and st of Liebuitz, who, convine-
ed, trom the pervsal of ecelesiastical history, of the
antiquity of the practice of Saiut worship in the
Catholic Cliurehy, cantions his co-religionists against
the danger of attributing uvwiversal idolatry to the
Anti-Nicene Clvistians.

“11 is 1o be dreaded,’” suys Liebnitz, «lost they
who are of this opinien’® (that the culiug varclorin is
idolatrens) *copen the way for the overthiow of ull
Cluistiauity— vinm apertaut ad omnew vem Christiau-
am convellendum P—For  he wgnes, i from such
an early period, sueh o horrid crror 28 idalatry could
have universally obtained in the Church—how much
i tie position of the Arians amd other eotemiporary
heieties who impugned the deciine of tie Trmity as
anidolations corruption, strengthened ?7—lhow extra-
erdinay must it appear that, whilst Judaisin and
Mahomedanism, have remained so many centmies
tree From idolatry, the Clinrele of Chyist alone landly
preserved the Faith pure for one, or al the mest, 1wo?
—and how ominons mder these circumstanees, the
eaoimnsel of Gamaliel, to the Banhiedrim, Acts, o) 5 v,
38, W judge of Chiristianity by its success, or failive ?

Weamight quote also the opinion of Givotias, aud
ather eminent Protestant authorities, 1o the same ef-
feet; but we fear that we ~hould only be wasting thne
and paper, and our veader’s patience. to o purpase.
We will defer until next week. the further examino-
tion of Mp. Jenkins® charges aguninst the Catholis

Chureh.

We have received, too late for insertion this week,
the Prospectus of n new political paper, the Mon-
treal Freeman.  This document promises well; and
we have no donbt, that the jowsna] whose advent it
heralds, will be well supparted by the Tiish in Canada,
wha, from want ol unity of action, have not hitherto

heen able to exercise that influenee in the wanage-

ment of public affaivs, (o which they ave, by their
numbers, wealth, and intellincuce, amply entitled.—-
Tt s time, that in the political world, the Trish should
make themselves heard, and felt ; this, we Lelieve, is
the intention of the preprictors of the Mentrea!
Freeman.  More power (o il,

Convensiox,~—Qu the 131h inst., Mary Jave Bonsoun,
wife of J. P, Malane, wis reccived fnto the Catholic
Chureh, by the Rev. L. A, Bourier, Curé of St Anne
de la Poctitiere.

Pracrrear Piery,

We have received from the publishers, Messrs,
D. & I Sadlier & Co., u vopy of this most exeel-
lent work lately published by thew. It is a re-print
from the Jnglish edition, nnd will, we are: sure, have
an extensive sale.  The LFrenel work of which (his
is a translation, has been long known to the faithful
of France as one of the most heautiful and charne-
teristic of alt the works bequeathed to posterity by
the great bishop of Geneva, Tt contains useful and
truly practical advice on ali the various duties of
social and veligious life, and breathes, in every line,
the unctuons sweetness for which the illustrions authore
stands pre-cminent ever amongst spiritual wrilers.—.
Tt is a work caleulated at onee tao divect us in all the
difficuities of Clristian life, and to console us under
its complicated trials and sufferings. We welcome
it as an invajuable addition to the Catholic literature
of our mothier-tongue, and hope it will be duly ap-
preciated by those for whom it is intended.

By St Francis de Sales.
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