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to make : which is that, if they still pretend to havoF side altdiscussion of lexts and monumcnis,lunde.r-l
the fathers on their side, you will require them to, take to prove that the doctrine of the Callnalxc‘
produce thuse writings, in which the fathers were| church on the Eucharist necessarily goes back to,
bound to explain themselves clearly and distinctly.; the apostles, ‘The argument will be aomc\vh.at ab»i
[osist apontheir bringing forward the instructions. stract and metaphysical: Ido not however bel-lc\'o i,
delivered to the neophytes between their baptism! to be above the reach ot ordinary capacilies:xtmusti
and communion, “Tell them that this is what they| in my opinion, suffice to convince every reasona-

are bound to do for you. For, most undoubtedly,| ble mind. We will then, for a moment forget.alli
then was the time to explain in what the mysteries! that we have discovered from scripture, the secret i
precisely consisted ; then must the developcmcnli.discil’““c» the hiturgies and lcslimonies.of .the fa-|
have been made, of what they were to know und';lhers, and, in place of authority, we will lxslenlo‘
what they were to profess.  Consequetly, itisfrom: reasonalone, I atart with you from a fact, and I’
these dogmatical and elementary documents that! say: At whatever point of time you may choose
we now learn to q certainty what the prc]nlcs.! fo fix upon, at the precise time, if?'Dll pl?a?c, that .
taught, what they had learned from their predeces- we are new  discussing this question, m:.lhons of |
sors,and their predecessors from the apostles. Ofx persons, differing in climute, customs, nutwnsz go-y
tais you caunot be too frequently reminded. Let; vernments, prejudices and .reli_gious communions, !
your ministers produce, if they can, one single; all agree, not only inbelieving in theclmpge °f5“l."5
dogmatical instruction of the above description, in!= stance and the adoration in the Eucharist, but }n'
which it is declared to the neophytes, before their: belicvingin them as dogmas believed and taughtin!
admission to the communion, that the communion' all preceding ages. . The abo.ve propositiop de-
is received ““kneeling for the avoiding all such! mands your most serious attention: reperuse it, be-

profanation and disorder as nught otherwise ensuc;! fore you !’"{CECd ﬁ}'"’"f‘- You have' read u'ci'
for asignification of our humble and grateful ac-| most authentic testimonies on lhtz belief of the

knowledgment of the benefits of Christ therein! Greek and Oriental churches.  You .know ihat, .
given : that no adoration is intended or ought to be upon these dogmas, they are P“’:’C‘.’Y in accord-;
done, either unto the body of Christ, or the sacra-| @nce with the Latin Churches—it is certain that,
mental bread or wine, for that the sacramental “‘c).', likcom.'sclve.s, belicw‘z in these doctri.ncs, as;
bread and winc remain still in their very natural lm\‘m.g been m\:anal?ly bchcv?d by preceding ge-
substances and may not be adored, and tie natural{ Rerations.  This being established, I pass on: and
bady and blood of cur Saviourisin heaven and not! I maintain that from this fact we of necessxfy.have
beres it heing ngainst the truth of Christ’s naturall @ Tight to infer nothing less than the apostolicity of

Lo v to be at one time in more places than one.”’*
Where will they find that such language was ever
ermplnyed to the newly baptized T The opposite is
the fact - in the most distinct {enms, it is the adora-
tion of Jesns Christ present in an ineffable manner

these dogmas. In fact, although it be customary

substance of the bread to that of the body, from
recollection to adoratiun, they must have gone nver
to say the least, to what they considered a novel o-
pinion and a novel practice, but in substituting them
from the opinion and practice with which they had
till then been acquainted, it is utterly tmpossible
that they should have adopted them u9 having been
held and taught during the preceding generation—
the contrary would be notorinusly manifestto al);
the falsity of the fuct too cvident fo adinit such a
persuasion. It is contrary to nature that so great
a proportion of mankind should spontancously or
from persuaslon, with one impulse, unite in admit-
ling us true, what they all positively knew to be-
false. Xcannot conceive 2 mun to exist so much
the victim of folly as 1o prapose 10 hus fellow crez-
ture to believe thatas the doctrine and faith of the
year before, which he knows, which they alt know,
was no such thing: and were an individual found
extravagant enough to venture upon such an expeor-
iment, the nature of things and good sense alike
forbid us to suppose that success would croswen his
eaterprise.  And yet if our dogmas an the Euchar-
ist were not derived from the Apostles, it would in-
evitably follow, ithat in some intermediato gen-
eration, men began tu hold them, as the belief of
their predecessors, although mast notoriously they
had never beenso. Thereisan absardity in this

| bypothesis which is quite repugnant te our moral

constitution. Conscquently it isproved that (hese
doctrines are apostolical, by the paked and single
fact that so many persons of the present day believe
them, as having been believed and taught in the

to divide the generations of men, and count four of
rthem to a century, it is evident notwithstanding that
,they are nesther distinctly separated nor indepen-
dent of each other, but greatly intermixed, and

preceding generations, and reaching from our
age fo that ofthe aposties inclusively,

We are atlength arrived at the terminafion of
this protracted dissestation, upun which I cntercd te

by a change of nature inthe gifts offered : it is The! linked one within another, so that a very considera-
same body that wasborn of a virgin, the same blood - ble_Prol"’""’" of persons existing in any{given gene-
that was shed upon the cross, to which we arel Tation, belong also to the.one prccedmg.. Whence
hound to pay upon the altar, a still more profound - it follows thata very considerable proportion of per-
a loration than the magi paid 1o him in the crib ; no! SONS eXisting at any given epoch, are perfectly ac-
one receivas them without having first adored them. ! quainted with what was believed and taught in the

andso far is it from being sinful to adore him, that | Preceding generation, particularly whefnhc dogm a8
.are of great importance, connected with daiiy and

we should sin by not adoring Lim.

‘This you have seen—you have heard the cate-|
thetical instructions given to the neophytes.—!
Others than these T know not of. Were there such,‘
ur could additional ones be discovered, they would!
nrt be found to contain the doctrine of your church.
For it is impossible that they should have believed
and tanzghtat the same time the figure and the rea
alitysthe change and not the chango of substance ;
impossible they should have taught that the heaven-
1y and eucharistic bread must be adored, and that
this adoration would be idolatry.

Ileave you, Sir, to reflect soberly and candidly
on what you have learnt respecting the important
queslion that fills the last five letters.  When you
bave done this, I must request your attention toa
proof of a totally diffcrent character. Putting a-

* The words and sease of the declaration, con-
cluding your liturgy, ate at shocking variance with

“general observance, and requiring of each individ-
iual the most sacred acts of religion, asis the case
{ with the dogmas of the Eucharist.
t  Ifsuch doctrines are not to be traced to the A-
i postles, there must have been some later period,
{ when for the first time, they sprang to light. and
| were taught and belicved in the world- But at
]xhis Epoch, when for the first time, mention was
I made of it, a very great proportion of persons then
lliving, knew for certain thatnot & word had been
.said about it the day before, ncither bad it been
! mentioned in the preceeding generation; they
iknew perfectly, for examble, that instead of the
| veality, nothingImore than the figure had been re-
| cagnized; instead of the change of substance, no-
-'thing but brsad and wine; instead of adoration, no-~
thing more thana recollection ofspirit, Weil then!
.Sir, supposing that I Jadmit, what nevertheless, is
inadmissible, that these snme persons consent-

all the ancient liturgies.

k ed to pass from the figure to the reality, from the
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'jus!iﬂv the deerces of the churchupon  the Euvch-
i:\rist, and inreply to the difficulties proposed by
jyou. Our investigntion hos entirely turned upon
the siinple question of faet, whether,the catholic
sdogmas were revealed by Jesus Christ.  We have
-alterrately examined the seripture and tradition,
ythe channeis through which revelation is trans-
pinitted to us; from cach of these we have been sup-
iplivd with clear and abundont proofs of the cathol-
1i¢ doctrine: in cach we have discavered that the
yreal presence and the change of bread and wine
vinto the bady and bleod of Jesus Christ were cer-
itainly revealed by our Lord, Youcan no longer
entertain any reasonable doubt concerning the truth
of this fact.  You must now come to a determina-
tion: you can no longer be permitted to waver and
hesitate: yotr own reason will rise up in judgment
against you, if you delay for 2 moment to pay te
Christ that adoration, which hisdivine presence iz
the sacrament of his altars imperatively tequir-
cs.

To this you will reply: “The conacquence you
draw is just, it is incvitable: yet notwithstanding,

this simultancous presence in  many places, this
change of substance, without any external indica-
tion of the same, and while cven§ the appearances
remain afterwards the same as before! hew can |
submit to this, how can ! beleive it?” Ifyou must
be enabled to conceive and understand, before you




