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commentary upon it, and they put wllat.may'bp called
a stupid question, but one likely to bring ridicule in
the eyes of the multitude upon the doctrine of the
resurrection.  And it is in answer to this that Our
Blessed Saviour speaks at once in these decisive
words of my text— You crr,” He says, “ not know-
ing the Scriptare, nor the power of God.” ‘These
two things must go together. It is not encugh to
know the Scriptures unless we are prepared hlfewxs_e
10 know the power of God—unless we believe in this
power—unless we make this power the very key to
their interpretation.

Such, my brethren, are the words of Qur Blessed
Ledeemer Lo those who would make their own judg-
ment, their reason, their sense, the interpreter of Ilis
word.

[His Eminence then went on with great eloguence
to devefope this principle of Protestant unbelicf,
showing how the Protestant, whilst able to admit the
power of God in the material ereafion, where the
evidence of Lis senses will not allow him to deny it,
dares not contemplate the exercise of the same power
in things spiritval, Lo such a degree does he shrink
fram this admission, that even when on the one hand
le has the literal words of Seripture proclaiming a
promise, and on the other hand liistorical facts, (for
inslance, the universality and unity of the Catliolic
Church, and the permanence of the Chair of Peter,)
fullilling this promise, Lis inability 1o recoguise the
power of Almighty God, to produce this stupendous
spiritual resubt, makes him resort (o the most captious
objections Lo explain away the fiteral sense of the
word of God.]

The Catholic, on the other haud, assumes, as the
foundation of all his reasoning respecting religion,
ilat the power of God is absolutely illimitable, as
unconfined in the spiritual as it is in the terrestrial or
celestinl spheres 3 and that, consequently, no objection
can ever he made to w doctirine or to a practice
taught in Seripture, simply on the ground of ils being
impossible, or diflicult, or incomprehensible, or repug-
~ont to dense or fecling. It is enough (o kuow that
(Vod ITimself has clearly and definitely spoken the
word; and the rule of the Catholie Clureh is at
opce to accept it literally, and act upon it.

[Alter most viridly placing before the minds of
his hearers the illustration given of the unily of the
Cathelic Church throughout all time, the Cardinal
went on to say] i —

Yes, my brethren, this Cathelic Clurel: believes,
as bruly as she does in the providential government of
“Giodl iu all the aflairs of this world, in the existence
of the Holy Spirit in the Church, teacking really and
truly now all teath, as was promised. Mot a single
promise do we believe has failed ; cach has been ful-
filled, and continues in its [ulfilment. Now, I ask
others, who do not hold the Catholic belicl, ¢ Why
do vau not put the same interpretation vpon all these
words?”  The interpretation I have 'given i5 the
most simple. Vou canaot pessibly; by any means of
interpreting, arrive at a mere sieple meening than
we atiach to all the words of the Baritour and His
Apostles.  And yet you dare not belicve it. Why
sot  Because, having the Scriptures, having in them
these words, you do not know them. And why do
you not Jknow them? Because you do not know the
power of (God.  You cannot reslise to yourselves the
rdea that where you clo not see (God produeing cer-
tain given effects, simply because e has promised
these effects are invisibly continued.  You see these
eifects ; you see that unity ; you sec that adhicrence
to dogma ; that perfect system that verifies all which
the prophecies and Gospel tell us of the kingdom of
Crod 5 hut having m your minds certain prejudicesand
preconcieved opinions, having made up your minds
Ut this cannot be the Church of God, vou will not
believe that there is an exercise of sucl: power in the
warld.  If Catholies disbelieved the power of God,
they could not possibly give this jnterpretation to
these various Seriplures.  And it is this which
mavks the difference between the simple exposition of
(atholics of those texts, and the way in which they
ar evaded and altered by those who have made up
their minds not to be Catholics.  The Catliolic ac-
cepls every word—he aceepts that the Churchis the
pillar and ground of truth; that the Holy Ghost is
ever with her, leaching her all truth; that the
Blessed Redeemer has promised to be with His
Apostles and their successors always to the end of
time 5 that the charge given to Peter is perpetuated
25 necessary to the existeuce of the Church; and
(that he who sits upon the Pontifical throne is the
Sheplierd of the sheep, and lolds the keys of the
kingdom as given to Peter. Ile accepts all this,
because he believes it to be perfectly possible, and
because he believes that, having spoken these words,
God meant them to have efficacious power; and as
they depended on that power for execution, it canuot
be wanfing. Others interpret these words iu an un-
nataral ov less literal sense, because it would involve
in their minds the existence of a powerin the Churel
such as they cannot make up their minds to believe it
has pleased God to exercise. And then what re-
mains? T put that picture, which I have faintly
drawn, before one determined ever to accept the
claims of the Catholic Churchi, and I say, ¢ Account
for all this? T accomt for itby placing together the
promise of God und the power of God. Now, how
do you account for the endurznce of this compact
power?  You, who have not been in existence for
three hundred years, have separated and split iato
hundreds of different sects—aceount to me Tor this
wenderful preservation of  dogna, this inviolable
unity 77 You must say the Church of Godis un-
changeable. Wiy, I am told that, at every turn, in
every religious meeting, from every pulpit, in the
daily, and monthly, and yearly press, in cvery form
cven to letters, and using the words which 1 have
received within the last few hours with reference to
the discourscs T am delivering, « It is the masterpicee
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of Satan!” Our Blessed Redeemer came down
from Heaven to establish a system of religion ; He
came down to institute Christianity, which God had
promised to the whole ends of the earth; He came,
to found a Clurch which should support and keep
vigorous. hold of all the truths He should deliver;
He promised to her that perpetual assistance which
we have seenj and we are to be told that whena
body is presented to us which has these qualities and
clear marks—wlien we see unity and peace, preser-
vation of doctrine, permanence and stability, we are
to be told that this is the work of God’ infernal foe !
And the kingdom of Christ,where is it? Tn a small
multitude of those who are at war among themselves,
who cannot agree upon the definition of one single
dogma, who dispute whether or not it is by baptism
a man is to be made a child of grace,who are broken
into denominations of every strange pame and every
eccentric form—this scattered band; all collected
together from cvery opinion,from every strange fancy,
is to be looked upon as the Kingdom of Christ!
And e who told us that a kingdom divided against
itsetf should not stand, and that that was the eharac-
teristic of the kingdom of His enemy—Oh ! shall
He be told, except it be in blasphemy, which God
forbid, that what shows us a conformity exactly an-
swering to what Tle came to found, which presents
to us the characteristics of Ilis kingdem, is the
matchless work of 1lis cternal ensmy ; and that what
He came to found bears upon it the stamp of confu-
sion, and clearly of destruction—that it is Babel
rather than Jerusolem—that it is the confusion of
tongues rather than the union of hearts?  Can any
one, my brethren, blind himsclf so far as this, as to
boast that the Kingdom of Christ is to beyfound in
what, to the impartial Jooker-on, must present the
appearance of discomfited and defeated liosts flying
in all directions, and drawing their weapons against
themselves, rather than in that hiost of lsrael which
gaes forward compact, singing trinmphantly the songs
of Zion, and increasing, not merely by stragglin%
numbers, but adding by hundreds to the strength an
phalanx of its conquering ranks? Oh ! my brethren,
if Lhis be the result of what has been promised to us,
let us bow down our heads in humiliation, and wonder
at the mysterious dealings of Ged, who hath thus
given 1o His enemy the power to construct, and hath
rescrved to Iimself only that to disperse!

Cur Blessed Redeemer hasentered a synagogue in
Gulilee, and is instructing the multitude. Lot us
listen for u moment atits door. Wkat do we Liear?
Wrangling voices angry and loud. What do they
say =—¢ Tow shall this man give us his flesh to cat 7
See, after a pause, during whicl, no doubt, sweet and
holy words Lave becn spolien, there comes rushing
forth an angry multitade, with countenances inflamed
with wrath, eyes sparkling with fury, blanched lips,
moitering alnost curses. What do they say?—
“Thisis a hard saying, and who can believe it?”
Are these Sadducces or Plarisees?—They are
disciples : they are flying from Jesus; they are Bying
trom Him for cver.  They go back, and walk no
more with Iim.  And what is it that has provoked
this extraordinary wrath 7—He has been teaching
them a wonderful doetrine. Jle has been saying,
“ Amen, Amen, I say unto you, unless you eat the
flesh of the Son of Man and drivk His bleod, ye
shall have no life in you. For my flesh is meat in-
deed, and my blood is drink imdeed. FHe that eateth
me shall live for ever.” Strange doctrine—wonder-
ful and hard—hard indeed to flesk and blood! And
how are these men met?  They have been divided
into two parts, one of which we have already heard
saying, « How can this man give us his flesh to eat?
This 15 a hard saying; who can bear it?? They
have left ITim.  There remain the others, and what
are their words? Jesus has turned vound and ap-
pealed to them: “ Will you also leave me?’ And
they replied through Peter, ever faithful, ¢ T'o whom
shall we go?  Thou hast the words of eterral life.”
ilere is the criterion again applied. Those words
which Jesus spoke with His own blessed lips have
become a part of the written word ; they are now the
Scriptures, and we may easily apply our test, How
did those men err? They erred not koowing the
Seriptures, Z. ¢., not knowing the words which Jesus
spoke.  Was it that they misunderstood His words?
Was it that they construed them wrong? Wasit
that they did not apply to thewm proper tests of expla-
nation?  No, my brethren; they knew not the
Scripture 5 they knew not these words; but still
more, they kuew not the power of God. ¢ How can
this man give us His flesh to eat? is an expression
of diffidence, of dishelief of the possibility of doing.
It is a hard saying—it is lard to reconcile it with
affection, with principles, even, perhaps it may be said,
with our moral feeling ; therefore we will not believe
this doctrine. Those men had scen our Blessed Lord
perform a wiracle bat a few hours before, in feeding
five thousaud men from five loaves and two small
fishes ! In that miracle they believed ; they saw it
with their senses; it came upder the cognisance of
their visual organs.  But they could not reason by
analogy—theic minds were tco unrefined and carnal
to do so ; they could not say,“ If He bas given us
evidence of s power in the miracle whick we have
seen performed, how should we doubt in that which
He has just spoken?” TIad He said, «1 wiil feed
five thousaud men with a few loaves,” they might
likewise kave previously said, * This is a bard saying,
for no sueh miracle bas ever been seen upon earth.”
But they bad conviction that our Dlessed Redeemer
could do more than they had seen donc ; and it was
but reasonable to expect from them that when ¥e
said, « T will give you my flesh to eat aod my bicod
to drink,” they would not measure it by the rule of
possibility or impossibility ; but what was promised
was to be received in Faith, and it was to be left to
Him to use His power to perforia 11is own work 2s
Ile kuew best. And the Apostles through Peter

applied our rule, « Will you likewise lcave me ?”

« No,” says Peter, “I do not see, I do not under-
stand how that which Thou last spoken of can be
done; but Thou last the words of eternal life; T
know that what ‘Thou sayest must be true, however
impossible it may.appear; I will cling te Thee; I
will go wheresoever Thou goest, and remain where
Thou remainest ; I will be tanght by Thee, and re-
ceive Thy doctrines, however difficult in principle or
impossible they may appear.” ‘

These are two simple rules. 1t iselear the Saviour
addresses the words, ¢ You err,”” not because they had
‘mislaken His meaning, but because they chose not 1o
apply this test of interpretation, a perfect assurance
of the power of God to de whatever He tells you He
will do. Then apply it now, my brethren. Oh! how
that doctrine of ours, “which takes the waords literally
and at the same time in a most beawtifully spisitual
manner, is reviled and ridiculed! And at this very
-moment there are upon walls in this metropolis hideous
descriptious as they appear to the Catholic eye, sonnds
of blaspliemy equal 16 those heard in the synagogue
-of Judea implying a disbelief in the possibility of God
doing that which the Catlholic believes He has done.
How is this doctrine met? Oh!my brethren, the
Scriptores coold not err. ¢ Thisis my body; this is
-my blood.” ¢ He that eateth me shall live by me.”
¢ Unless ye cat of the flesh of 1he Son of Man, and
drink Ilis blood, yon shall have no life in you.” Flesh,
blood, body—all words as literal as possible.”? And
the Catholie at once says, ¢¢ I accept and believe them
asthey are; and why? DBecause { believe God has
power to present to me this body and this blood in
|any form which He has chosen'to institute; berause
though 1 do ot see, nor feel, nortaste them, yvet God
havimr spoken the word, I can have no donbt but He
is all-puwerfnl to do whatever He has said.” What
is the source of objection against this doctrine?  That
you must interpret these words figuratively ; that it is
only the {ype or symbol of Christ’s body that is meant ;
that eating represents believing; that bedy means
bread ; that blood denotes wine; and that,” in fact,
there is not one single word in all these texts which
are to be taken literally. And why? Becanse yon
are told it is repugnant to sense. “The body of
Chiristy says the Common Prayer Book, < being iu
[Teaven eanuot be upon eanh.”® ¢ How can this man
give ns His flesh toeat 7 ¢ 11 is impossible, becanse
a body in one place cannot be in another place.”—
¢ How can this man give us His flesh foeat?? «t
is contrary 10 reason, because a body has eertain dimen-
sions, has form, and cireumference, and prrts, wid can-
not be carapressed inmo the small space of the conse-
erated eleinenta.®” #low ean this man give us fis flosh
i eat 7 ¢ flow is it possible,when it is repugnant to my
own senaey which God has given me to overrule the de-
elarztions ¢f Mis own power? My own senses, which
Are suprewme, and have at their feet the teachings of God
that L may try them and probe them, tell me it is im-
possible that there can be a body presented to me
withoui my fecling or seeing it, or having soine coy-
nisance of 19 “How can thisman give us His
flesh to eat 1 ¢ He cannot; besause 1 cannot con-
ceive how Iie conld do it.”” This i3 the popalar ob-
jeetion against the Renl Pressnce in the Sacrament.
It is a questioning of the power of Gud. The Catholic
believes fully in thet power; a Protestant makes up
his mind that God’s power 1s to be jniged by those
means which he himself possesses. "It 13 1ika o man
who wonld go, [ will not say to the Pyramids, bt to
the eliain ot the Alps or the Audes, and ke out his
foot-rule with o determination 10 measure rounsd their
bases, and ascertain their various dimensions. Or,
it is Jike onz who would go across the ccean with a
ball of twine in his liand to 1neaswrs the bLyrsadih of
the far-rolling deep, and say that he js able with his
small means to arrive at accurate ealeulations. It is
traly like that vision which St. Avgustine is said to
hive beheld when tavght humitity in judging of the
things of iod. He saw a child upon” the seu shore
vaitly endeavoring to scoop out the wulers of the
teean to & sinall %)ole made in the sand, aud when
smilingly he iustructed the child, that vision sent and
showed how foolish und impracticable was whut he
had vndertaken. ¢ And is it more fuolish,” that child
saidl, ¢ than for you te pretend to comprehend thie mys-
teries of religion, and what God has taveht, by the
small measure of your intellect and soul 7 ¥os, my
brethren, every day aud every hour ate these aroy-
ments unblushingly brought forth, that the Real Dre-
seuce in transubstantiation is not only false, but that
it is absurd, impossible, blasphemouns, everythine that
is will not believe in the power of God. They zuy it
is a hard saying, and they cannot beiieve it.

i, my brethren, any of you should have ehanced to
step 1ato this church at certain appointed hours each
morniug, or, perhaps, each evening, you m ight see
oue of the Faithful, poor indeed, perhaps, kneeling
for a time before the altar in serious and rapt medita-
Lo, siriking, perbaps, now aud then, his breast, rais-
ing his eyes, from which tears are starting ; and after
4 time you might see him, with slow step and dejected
tonntenanee, go furth and enter one of those doors
which break the walls around this church.  And, per-
haps, at another place, you will see similarly entering
in one that is young, but bears upon her the mark of
ligh dissipation and sin, who seems unused, purhaps,
lo the holiness of this place—who, ere she dares to en-
ter, stauls imploriug grace at the threshold, and then
rashes forwand and disappears from sight. Aftera
Lme each comes forth with beaming conalenance and
with step erect goes forward and kneels before the
altar in gratitude and joy. You see in the first the
contrile, brokeu-heurted siuner, and you see in the se-
cond the penitent sinner consoled and forgiven. And
what do you suy if you are not a Catholic? ¢ O}
blasphiemous Priest, thou art in there bringing to thee
the sinners who are grievensly offendiug (od, and
making them believe that by 1he uplifting of thy hands
their siny are forgiven, and that tkey go forth, as they
Jmagine, children of mrace! [t cannot bo; who can
forgive sins but God 2%
. Our Blossed Redecemer is in a house teaching. e
1ssurronnded by a dense multitude. It is imnossible
toenterin by the door. Suddenly they are startlad
by thie noise of workmen above. The roof is opanou ;
a bed is let down; a man is upon it, helplass from
palsy ; his limbs are immoveable ; his wholé frame
is shrivelled, and he is unable fo stand.  His friends
have brought him to the feet of Jesus, He is afflicted
with a teriblo malady indeed, which his {riends are
anxious to have cured’; but there isanollier—a durker,
deeper, and unseen plague that has possession of his
heart.  The man is deeply immersed in sin, and Jesus
seems fo take nolice of that dizcase of the bady for
whiclt his friends were anxious hie should have relief,

and also of the plague with which his son! is polluted,

for He saysatonce, Ty sins are forgiven thee. ¥~

And what do men sny around Rim 7 o
that bl_asphegnqlh ? Who can forzi;\lv'?s?ihs mrc" o i

He is again in the hounse of 3 Pharisee ‘o.d aloo?
surtounded by enemies who are watchm.n o Here
and every aclion. There enters o o1y Jook

: A in one
known for her sins 10 the whole company "ét‘l‘;ns well
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with faltering step indeed, scare i
\ ely ve
in, but she does at length :;.pproaci{_ sn}t}l;r:}r:g o et

self al the feet of Jesus; she washes lhemn\’\t‘i’fhh}g—
v

lears, and wipes them with the hair of her h
she speaks not a word, Jesus speak  head, byt
. o Doaskd not, byt j
know§ -whal others do not. They “declare ’f o e
notoriety thal she is a sinner, and that He 1g p o bt
het, because He has allowe her 1o ot a P
ast He addresses her, and tells hor tha
forgiven. And wlat do they around
man blasphemeth! how can fia forgive ging7»
brethren, what a similar picture is this to wh M,
may wilness in this our Church ? How sim'lm e
words spolien to those addressed to thosg w; At il
themselves the Ministers of Chyjst ? And nom call
brethren, how does the Redeemer dea] with th f my
He does not say, «Iam the Son of God G:&aﬁe?
seif ; and true as it is that no one can 1’or,3,'.,-e ¢ um-
God and God alone, your condemnation :l'oes nﬁgl{l .bm
Fly, to me, because 1, being God, have thy gt
which you do not ackrowledye.” No, my bmx;gwe’
He withheld this high and complete refutatioy ofru)n,
cruel doetrine of the Pharisees, and He chose rat) He
lay down a doctrine such as shonld be .’l.pp[i;;—l{jrw
every time. ¢ Is it oasier,” He says, g say «‘1{{_10
up and walk,? or, ¢ Thy sins are forgiven thee? ?”150
Now, in other words, He means, ¢« If | can do thN
one, if you believe that I can perform one mire) ’
you ought to be ready 1o believe that 1 eay, pe,{m.e’
the other. If I, the Son of Man, (for so He 3 th o
pleased 1o call Himsell) have power to raiso this mem
from the dead, then, if I chnose to say, ¢Thy sigs azm
forgiven thee,’ I have equal power, “and you have ;e
believe equally in that power though You see .“0
change as the {roit of my words. 1f God along fQ:
gives sin, He forgives them in Heaven; ¢ but that vq
may know'that the Son of Man hath power upon earth
to forgive sin,® He says to the paralyne, ¢Takoy
thy bed-and walk.>” And he justifies the other casp
by the love shown to Him in His hnmanity by 'll:u
persen who camo to seck aremsdy for sin. Yow
take the whole case as thus set before us. Qur Blessed
Lotd afterwards spoke these words 1o His r\pu<lrlé
¢ Whose sins soever ye shall forgive on eanth, ':}mi"z
be forgiven in Heavesn ; aud whatsoever ¥e shall Inose
on earth, shall be loosed in Heaven.” " Therg js ap
exercise therefore of a power of forgiving sin 1y Le put
1nto execution upon eurth by persons o whom Umj
Blessed Redeemer commuunicated in the very fame
words this very same power which He usced, Now,
what makes the difietcuce between the Cathalie ang
Protestant interpretration of these words, * Whose sine
ve forgive ou earth shnl| ‘be foroiven in Heavey 94—
The difference is exavtly that which the two instancee
in Our Saviour’s life suggzests. You do 1ol beiieve
that the Priest on eatth can forgive sins, becase ven
cannot believe that such power has been eiven o men
upon earth,  You think it is blaspheracus becouss i
1% an exercise of the power of God by man.  And ver
Our Saviour clearly exercises that power; and in the
two examples He ullowed the same objection to be
made by His adversaries ; and His words went o prove
that He had power to do invisibly to the soul what He
did visibly with regard to the body, and He thas gives
a key to the interpretation of those texts. But why
will not Protestants accept this interpretation 7 Becauss
they cannot believe in the existence of such 2 poter
in the hauds of man. 1tis repuguant to their feefings
and imaginations, and to their conceptions of G
dealings with wman, toallow that He has committed o:
left such a power; aund they cannot umnderstund bow.
after eightecn hondred years bas elapsed, there shoni
exist this iuvisible pawer. The Cuatholie believes in
the power of God. He considers that eiglitecn hundred
years has no more weakened 1his power than cightees
hundred years has weakened auy part of ereation—
Hae bolieves in the power of God “and in the words of
Clirist. The Catholie doctrine of forgiving sinssprings
up naturally and clearly. It is founded on the grueud
that thongh we may have no visible outward sense of
ity it canbe believed.  And the Catholic aceepts this
daelrine as one of the various means by which the
Church exercises tho power of the keys entrusted fo
lier.

I might illustrate this objection by farther examples,
for instance, Purgatory ar { ndojgences, ot the doctring
of Commuuion of Saints. But [ hope 1o enter mute
Iargely into details in subsequent Jectures. At present
there Is one topic, aud oneonly, by which [ weuld
{urther itiustrate this maaner of reasoning os the mest
fruitful sonrce of ohjections to Cathalic dpetrines.

Our Blessed Saviour upnn oue oceasion aligled to
the existence of a form of virtue which antil that time
was unkpown in the world.  He began by saying—
¢ Not all men take these words,” and He concludud
by words ve less impressive— Lot him who can
take these words take them.®® It was not 1o be s pre-
cept consequently for all His Church; it was to bo
the choice of a few and (avored souls, And the Apos-
tle enters nore fully into that same doetrine when he
50 strongly recommended as o more exalled siate of
life wheu frail beings here upon carth trample under
foot the world aud its promises, east beneath them thy
allurements which it spreads around, mareh forward
on a thorny and straighter path of virtue, aim at highet
aud purer spheres of life, love to take the flisht of the
dove on the wings of contemplation to the very pure
bosom of God, see no more of earth hut its miseries
for which to pray, or its misflortunes which fo assuagr
or its suflerings to which to minister, and dividing life
between the service of Cluist in the commanion of
souls and aflection with Him, and in 1he sorvice o
those that are wost dear to Him, lock for no rewand
here upion earth, but hope one day to receive far more
than compensation for every willing privation in their
glorious approach to the jand without spot, and in
singing to Him throngh eternity the incomparable can-
ticles of the chaste!  Yes, iny Lrethren, that is the
state of lifo 10 which Oar Saviour alludes, and which
the Apostle more folly explains. And these words,
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AT

¢ ang

like many wore, fell like secd upon good ground,

ready for its veception; and it was not many years
after these words were spolen when the deserts of
Egypt, which defied the cultivating hands of Pharaoh,
sprang up with the lily and the rose. and fountains
gushed forth to carry 1he waters of salvation to the
ends of the carth. “These nnchorites, these .pilgrims
of the desert, were men whose hands were not nn-
used 10 toil, but whose souls were still more vsed 1o
contemplate. And {rom that early age there begar
to retire from home aud to bid adien to earth, and e
rapk, and (0 estecm, and every family tie—virgins
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