« & ProtEstant’s Arpsak 1o TR Dovay BinLe.”?
« The One Sacrifice for sin,” is the title which

© s, Jenkins gives to his fourth lecture, the object of

which is to show that, the Mass is not a Sacrilice,
and that, in the Sacrament of the Lovd’s Supper, the
hody of Our Lord is not really, :}m! truly, present.
The<e two subjects are indeed so intimately connect-
ed thiat they cannot be treated separately.  Toassert
the © Mass a Sacrifice,”’ is 1o assert the Real_l‘rg-
sence—or "Lransubstantiation ; and to_deny the Sacri-
fice, iv to deny the Real Presence.  Mr. Jenkins has
therefore, done well in treating of both these doce-
1rinas of the Catholic  Church wnder the same head.

Ia all controversies, and especially in theological
coutraversies, it is well for the disputaats fo liave a
certain knowledge of what they are disputing about :
aud W0 attain this, it is essentially requisite to have a
clear undersianding of the meaning of the terms em-
ployed 5 we will therefore comrence _our reply to
Mr. Jenkins® objeations, by defining Saerifice; and
we cannot do better thai use the terms employed by
Heliarmin in his treatise on the Mass—b. 1, ¢. 2.
SHA sﬂcriﬁée}lx;{fz}‘féobln{i‘bri.10 God alone, by the legilimnte
wdnister, of some sensible thing 5 by the change, or destruction
of which—man acknowledges the sovereign majesty of God—
and, confessing his weakness, seeks lo deprecate the Divine
waath, and to obtain mercy, ard turgiveness of sin.??

A Sacrifice may be either bloody, or unbloody;
af both we have examples in the Jewish law; but it
w or the latter only that we would speak, in treating
of the Mass. ] '

Nosw, the Catholic doctrine is this—That, in the
Mass—of sensible objects—bread and wine—an ob-
lation is made to God; that these sensible objects,
do, by the power of Almighty God, undergo a change
~and that the Mass is therefore a true and proper
Sacrifice ; through which, if with a right laitl, and in
# truly penitent spirit, we approach God, we obtain
merey, and find grace to help us in time of need.

« Docet sancta Synodussacrificium istud vere propitiatoritm
exse, per ipsumgne tieri ut, s cum vero corde et recta fide, cum
mwelu et reverenlia, contriliac pwnitentes ad Detum accedamus,
misericordiam cunsequamur, et gratiam inveniamusin auxi-
lio opporiuno.®—Cone. Trid. Sess. xxii. e, 2.

- Against this doctrine of the Catlolic Chureh, Mr.
Jeakins protests, urging the ordinary Protestant ob-
jections:

1. That it detracts {rom the merits of Chlrist’s
Sacrifice, offered for us, once, upon the cross.

2. That it is repugnant to the words of Scripture
—that is—as he—Mr. Jenkins—understands them.

-3, That it implies the truth of the doctrine of
‘Iransubstantiation, which, of course, must be false.

The Catholic replies—1st—That the doctrine of
the Church respecting the Mass, does not detract
from the merits or value of the great Sacrifice offered
for all—once—upon the cross. 2nd—That it is not
repugnant to the words of Scripture, properly under-
stood. And 3rd—that, though the assertion of a true
and proper Sacrifice in the Mass, does most assuredly
uaply a real change of substance in the things offered
—aor ‘Transubstantiation—that doctrine must be
sliown 1o be false, ere the validity of any- argument
‘against the Mass, based upon its, falsity,.cap. be ad-
mitted. * We will lirst consider the first two objec-
tions—the (hird, involving the protest against the doc-
trine of ‘Uransubstantiation, or thie Real Presence, we
will notice separately.

‘The texts of Seripture upon whiclt Mr. Jenkins
relies, as coutaining the condemnation of the Catho-
fic doctvine, are taken from the Iipistie to the He-
brews—ninth and tenth chapters: in which we read
thal— Clirist was offered once to exhaust the sinsof
wany 3 that— once at the end of ages, He hath ap-
peared for the destruction of sin. by the sacrifice of
iimsell ;» and—¢ Nor yet that Fe should offer Iim-
self often.”  If to these we add—the texts from the
teuth chapter of the same Jopistle—# By the which
will we are sanctified by the oblation of the body of
Jesus Christ once”: © For by one oblation Ile hath
perfected for ever them thot are sanctified,” and that
—from St. Paul’s Lpistle to the Romans—¢ For in
that ITe died to sin, [Te died once”—we shall have
the sum of the scriptural arguments which our author
adduces in support of his protest against the Catho-
lic doetrine; it is (o these that we propose to reply.
All that can be required of us is, to show that these
texis are susceptible of an interpretation compatible
withhe teaching of thé Church, respecting the na-
ture, and efficacy of the Sacrifice of the Mass. We
4o ot intend, to attempt even, to establish the truth
of that teaching from Scripture ; but merely to show
that, from the texts cited, nothing can be certainly
concluded against it,
~ Plirst, we contend til:i't,‘,rrom the above cited texty,
it eannot be conchided that the Catholic doctrine de-
Waets from tle value, or the efficacy, of the Sacri-
fice offered, far all, and once, upon the Cross. 'I'hat
Sterifice was indeed of infinite value, for the remis-
™on of the sing of the whale world ; in it the price
of man’s redemption, or ransom for sin, was fully

- mud; but it does not thence {ollow, that, beeause of-

fered fully for all, its merits are_at once applied
1 all, without any act_on their part. « Two things
are necessary for the remission of sins®~—says Bellar-
M, i his answer to the same objection from the
1_r9testams of his day, as that which we are now no-
leing 3 —

itst Umim, ut inveniatur preciuzz liberationis, scu satisfactio
L ,mﬂ et dchn_n divinee justitie.  Alterum, ut precium £ par-
Hars applicetur hominibus?—De Missa, U, 1, c. 25,

A.s regards the first, the Sacrifices of the Cross
remits all sins, past, present, and te come ; and there-
fore, baving been once offered, there.can be need of
ANy similar oblation—1.e., pro acquirendo precium
ac remissionem: peccatornyn. In this sense, there-
fore, the Apostle says, and the Church teaches, that
the Sacrifice of -Christcan never be repeated. But,

' f‘”d-_"_FgarUs the second, the sins of every particular
“ividual bave'aof as yet been remitted ; it is requi-

site, therefore,

that the price, paid by Christ,—tlidt
¢ @ miorjte i P » P Y y

of the OxE Sacrifice—-should be gzplied to
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every individual sinner; and theiefote, in this sense,
there is need ot a continual Sacrifiee for sin 3 which

In fact, the Catholic doctrine is this~—"hat, by the

to each one of us, for the remission of our sins, in par-
ticilar.  Not indeed precisely in the same manner
as in the Sacrament of Baptism, or Penance, or
“ gmmediate—"n the words of St. Thomas—= non
sicut causa proxima, sed in quantum gratiam contri-

tism, by which is applied in particular, the prive of
the redemption paid for all by Christ upon the Cross,
detract not from the merits of that O Sacrifice 5

though in a diflferent mamner, and by a diferent ac-

the merits of that O~xg Sacrifice.

Secondly, we deny that the passages cited from
the pistles of St. Paul, are necessarily repugnant
to the teaching of the Catholic Clursh respecting
the Sacrifice of the Mass.

ihe New, over the Old  dispensation—of the Chris-
tiau sacrifice, and Christian priesthood, over the Mo-
saic sacrifices, and priestliood. Tu proof of tliat su-
periority, be adduces the constant repetitions of tie

cessity of their constant vepetition.  But Christ has,
by Ilis Oxe oblation, oflered a sacrilice of infinite
value, by which 1Ie has paid the ransom of all our

neral, should be applied to each, in partiewlar ; awd
for this purpose, it is not necessary that Christ shonld
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tionis eis impetrat.”  Buf. il the Sacrament of Bap--

then neither can the application of the same price,

tion—as in the Sacrifice of the Mass—detraet from -

The Apostle is insisting upon the superiority —of -

latter—1hus showing their insufliciency, from the ne- ;

sins 3 it remnins only that thal ransom, pabl” in pe-:
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Ltax their authors with error, aud with having corrupt-

i ted the doctrine of Christ with Judaical practices.— |
need is met by the propitiatory Sacrifice of the Mass. i Jrst. 2. iv., ¢, 1S, But thisis at varianee with Mr, i

Iy . < .
i Jenkins” admission, that the corruptions of the Clurct: |

Sacrifice of the Mass, tle merits of the Oxe Sacri- | of Rome may be saill to Lave commenced abeut ek on the 1
fice of the Crass, paid for all, in general,ave applicd i e end of the VI centuryy for even Protestants wil- | C

tmit that the liturgies, from which we have quoted,
jwere in use prior to that fatal epoch.

srine concerning the Mass may be found in the writ-
Uings of the Fathers.
with citing two only.
camd St .-‘u'lgus!iu in the West,
i Commenting upon Hebrews—10. ¢.—St. Chrys- |
0stoI says i —

!
¢ Another prool of the antiquily of the Cathelic doc- l’
|

We shall content ourselves.

¥ What then, do we not ofier—or make an oblation—every |
day? Weaotier up indecd, bt with a remembrahice of lis -
denths and this oblutjon s one, not many. How *is it one, |
end Tnod, many 2 he asks, *° Because, a«Che that s offered |
Sy limex, aud in many places, s the seme boly, not many |
and ditierent badies, so ivit oae sacrifice. He?? (Clirist) € is our |
bigh prient, who offered thissacrifiee, by which we are clennsed: |
we now oller up the same.” 1

_Our second quotation is taken from St. Aunustin,
Civ. Dei, L. 92, e viit.—and is the more valuable, be-!
cause the writer is not directly {veating, cither of the
Mass—-or the Real Prosence. Tlesperius, a wealthy !
seitizen, applied 16 one of St. Augustin’s priests for de-

liverance from a demonirenl possession with which Ins
iservants had long been afllicted.  ‘I'he Bishop him-
i self was absent 5 but one of his preshyters procecded
;10 the spot, and, in the words of St. Angustin, * of-
fered there the sacrifice of the bady of Christ, pray-
Hing ferventy, that the afiliction might cease.

i *¢ Perrexit nnusP—preshyter—‘ obtulit ihi saerificsum eor-
cporis Christi, orans quantum potuit, ut cessaret illa vexatio:
¢ Deo protinus misernnte cessayit.”

St. Clirysostom in the 12ast, !

MELTING OF IRISH CATHOLICS.
We have been requested 1o insert the following
esolutions, agreed to at a meeting of the Irish Ca-
tholics of Frawmpton, and the adjacent Townships—
sUinst., in the vicinity of St Edward’s
wreh, for the purpose of taking into cansideration .

i the present state of affairs in Quebee, consequent

upon the disturbances growing out ¢f the visit to that
city. of the mountchank Gavazzi 1—

James Butler, Lsq., . 7., was unanimously ealled
to the ehair, and Mr. Joln Dull’ was requested (o act
as seerelary,

“ Nesalved”—On mation of Captain Nelliger, se-

- o !
conded by Mr. William Semple :—

¢ That, whilst we coudemn any atlack on the reli-
pious assemblies of eur Protestant fellow-citizens, we
cannot forget, that the loudest brawling asainst those
who were unpremeditatedly, engaoed w the teilline
affair at Choliners's Church, “was raised by 1112
descendants of the infumous Kpox, whose Cal-
vinistic fury was veated against everything, saered in
religion, and beautif! in art; and who hounded on
his unbappy dupes, to the destruction of the beantiful
Abbies, and splendid Churches, of once Cutholic and
moral Scotland.” ' .

('a motion of Mr. Christepher Nugent, seconded
by Mr. Thomas Fitzgerald :—

“That we have noticed with the deepest indisna-
tion and disgust, the conrse pursued by the misealled
organs of public opinien, pullished in the Fnelish
language’in Quebee 5 and which, instead of solteniny
down the asperities, winch haye fately sprung up in
that formerly peaceable city, have cxerted all their
malive to increase and perpetuate them.”

again die—should again suffer—or should again offer | Ag3in, in the same book, St. Augustin thus fasists
the bloody Sacrihice of the Cross. It required in- | Upon the difference of the miracles ‘obtained by the
deed a bloody sacrifice to pay that vansom—for | intercession of the martyrs, and those attributed to
« without shedding of blood there is no remission;? | the pagan deities.  After showing that the Christians

but to «pplis the ransom already paid, an unbloody
sacrifice is sufficient.  With that unbloody sacrifiee

butin an unbloody manner, presented. All then
that can be gathered from the words of the Apostle,
is—that Christ should never again die—never again

—~after the manner of the sacritices of the Old Law.
Tn this sense, we can admit the [ull force of the texis
whiclt Mr. Jenkins quates ; and can, nevertheless, re-
cognise in the Mass a true, proper, and propitiatory
Sacrilice ; the oblation of the Lamb who was slain
from the beginning of the world.

Although all that can be requived of is to show—
that, betwixt the teaching of St. Paul, and the doc-
trines of the Catholic Clurch, there is no {rreconcile-
ublc discrepancy-—none greater in fact than there
is between Mr. Jenkins’ doctring of the co-equality
of Father and Son-—and our Lard’s express assertion
of the superiority of the Father—we will undertake
to show that the present doctrine of the Church—
that, the Massis a true and proper, though unbloody,
Sacrifice—obtained prior to -the end of th: VR
century, an epoch, prior to which, according to Mr.
Jenkins—it may be said that the corraptions of the
Church of Rome had not commenced. We pur-
posely abstain from. employing the arguments from
Seripture in favor of the Catholic doctrine, because,
as we have said before, a Catholic should never chop
Scripture with heretics, hut content himself, with
simpiy asserting the authority of the Church, as the
only authority, in all matters of religion, given by
God to man.  Our thesis is, that in the first ages of
Clrristianity, the belief in the Sacrifice of the Mass
obtained, and that, therefore, Protestantism which
rejects it, is not the ¢ OLp RELIGION.” _

Tn support of our proposition, we have but to turn
to the oldest liturgies extant ; nothing can be clearer,
nothing more explicit than their language ; nothing,
to the unprejudiced mind, more convincing than the
universal consent, wpon this one point, of so many
schismatic sects, differing from one another, as well
as from the Catholic Church, upon so many others.—
In the Xast, and in the West, amongst the Greek
schismatics, and the Monophysites of Syria, and
Egypt, there always was but one doctrine respecting
the Mass—that it was, indeed, a true, and proper Sa-
crifice.

Tn the liturgy of St. Clirysostom, certainly in use
in the TY century, we have the following :—

¢ Receive, O God, our prayers; make us worthy to offer
unto Thee prayers, and supplientious, and unbloody Suerifices
—thusias anaimaktous—in behalf of all Thy people.

In the liturgy of St. Basil, the prayer of the Of-
fertory contains the following supplication :—

« Receive ugy, O Lonl, B’P woaching to Thy holy altar, ne-
cording to the multitude of L_\v merciey, that we beeome wor-
thy to offer unto Thew, this rensonable, and nnbloody Sacri-
fire—anaimakton thusisn——in behalf of cur own sing, nnd
the crrors of Thy reorlc. Receive this Sacrifice upon Thy
hioly, and rcagsonable ultar.”?

In the liturgy of St. Mark, we find the same doc-
trine of the “unbloody Sacrifice” :—

¢ We offer upthis reasonalle, and undloody Sacrifice—anas-
makton latreien—which all the nations offer up to Thee O
Lord, troin the rising of the sun, unto the going down thereof,
from the North, and from the South ; for Thy name is gieat
among all the nations; and in every place, incense and sacri-
‘fice, and ablation, are put up to Thy Holy Namne.”?

Law clearly identified wilh that spoken of by the
prophet Malachias, under the name of % Minchah”—
and which is defined by Gesenius as—“a gift offered
to a divinity, a sacrifiee, especially a sacrifice wit/hout
bloed, as opposed to zebach,—a bloody sacrifice.”

Amongst- the Jacobites, or Syrian Monophysites,
the liturgy of St. James is in use; in this Liturgy we
still find the doctrine of the Mass,—an unbloody Sa-
crifice—distinetly recognised : —

s Offerimus tibi kae sgerificium terribils e fncrusntum, w
non ssenndum preceata nostra ages nobiscum .’

So explicit indeed is the testimony given by all the
ancient liturgies to the Catholic doctrine, that Cal-
vin, to evaide its force, found himself compelled to

we are furnished in the Mass, in which, the swme |
body that was broken for us on the Cross, is, by us,

i suffer—never again be saerificed in 2 dloody manner

Here we have the xnbloody Sacrifice of the New |

Lidid not build temples to their martyrs, ns did the hea-
! thens to their false Gods, he adds:— :

¢ Nee ibi erigimus altaria, in quibus sacrificemus martyribus,
' sed uni Deo, et martyrum, et nostro; ad quod saerificium, sicat
‘homines Dely, qui mundwn in cjus contessione vicerunt, suo
i lueo et ordine nominantur; non tanen a sacerdote, qui sacri-
*ficat, invocantir.  Deo quippe, non ipsis sacriticat, quamvis in
! Memorin sacrificet earum : quin Dei sacerdos est.non illorwn.,
Clpsum vero sucrificium corpus est Chrisei»—1. 22, ¢, x,

Here we have the factof a sacrifice in the Cliris-
tian Church—and of what that sacrifice consists—
“ Corpus Christ?”—plainly set forth.  The eflicacy
too, of that saerifice, as in the case of the tormented
. dHesperius—-is insisted upon in a manner which shows
that &G Auvgustin was—in the matter of the Mass—
i a bigoted and most superstitious Papist.

Our last argument in proof of the antiquity of
sacrilicial worship in the Church,is deduced from
the fact that, in the earliest ages of Christianity, the
Christinns used altars thongh during the periods of
perscention these altars were not permanent.  The
terms sacrifice and altar, are co-relative ; where we
can assert the one, we can surely predicate the other;
and always from the nature of the altar—or the na-

of the sucrifice offered thereon—or the nature of the
caltar on which szerifice was offered.  Sensible and
material sacrifices require sensible and material altars,
as sensible and material altars always imply a sensi-
bie and waterial sacrifice.  Now, it is certain from
history, from eccclesiastical monuments still remain-
ting, that the Christians of the IV. century had sen-
i sible and material altars ; it is therefore certain that
i they batl a sensible, and material sacrifice to offer
Ithereon. Tigurative altars, such as those described
iby Mr. Jenkms, (p. 171), may do well enough for
-merely figurative sacrifices.

“ We have analtar”—says Mr. Jenkins—*¢ whose
foundations are the glorious attributes of God ce-
t mented together by divine love.” And this altar,
i cemenied by love,” and ¢ founded on attributes,”
! My, Jenkins finds, sometimes on a ¢ cragged rock,”
| sawetimes * on the top of an ocean wave”—a very
{unlikely place, it must be confessed—nnd somnetimes
L in the groves of a mantled forest.” All this is no
t doubt highly poetical, and perfectly unintelligible—a
profane person might deem it balderdash—but it is
j very unlike the description given of the altars used
;b_v the Christians of the IV century, St Gregory
i of Nyssa, in fact, appears quite prosaic, and common-
iplace alongside of Mr. Jenkins, e has one ad-
i vantage however, which the modern las not—he
i speaks intelligibly, and his meaning i5 casily under-
Vstood.—Ilere is St. Gregory’s description of an old-
‘ fashioned Christian Altar, of the IV century.

i
1
1

’I'his holy altar is but of common stone, in nowise differ-
I ing frotn other stones wherewith we build the walls of our
' houses. Butsinee it bas been dedicated to God, and received
| the benediction, we esteem it a holy and immaculate altar,
which must no longer be approached by all, but to whick the
| pricsts alone have access—St. Gregori Nyssen.  Or. De Sanc-
110 UChristi Bapismate,

]

i Mr. Jenkins® altar is exempt from one inconveni-
I ence, to which, it seems, thealtars of the OLn ReL-
| Glox were occasionally exposed, when heretics got
possession of their churches. Tha latter were liable
to be broken, which the former from the very exposed
I situations in which it is -sometimes found—in a man-
tled forest—on the top of a crag, or occasionally of
an © ocean weave’-—we should trust is not. St.
| Optatus, of Milevitanus, often complains of the via-
lence of the Donatists in this respect—a violence, of
which the Protestants of the XVI century were apt
imitators; thus showing by their conduct, how incom-
Lpatible were the old Catholic altars, with the new-
i fangled worship which the disciples of Luther, Calvin,
and Zuinglius sought to faist upon the world, as the
Qrp Rericion.. From the simple fact then, that the
'5 early Christians had real, substantial, and material al-
tats, we 1nay safely eonclude that they had also, a true,
and proper, Sacrifice to offer thereon; sometling
more substantial than” Mr. Janking® airy nothings
which he offers up on an altar which be finds on the

duredof .the sacrifice, we:may, conclude. ta the nature .

On motion of Mr. James Corle, seconded hy M.
Michael Brennan :—

“That, in consequence, we are determined 1o stp-
pm"t, to the utmost of our ability. any liberal Journal
which shall be established in Quebec, for the purposc
of rebuttingthe slanders, that continually emanate
from a bigoted and h(_)s.ﬁle press, ngainst the home of
our hearts, and the religion of our deepest convic (fons.”

Ol} motion of Mr. John Codd, s:condedl by Mr.

Patrick Moran:~—
. That the conduct of the Sheriff of Quebee, in de-
liberately falsifying the Jury Pancls, was so ontrage-
ously corrapt, Il_mt we can place ne reliance in any
gosernment, which still continues to retain iy office,
a man who has notoriously abused the all-important
trust confided to his charge.”

On motion of Mr. James Murpliy, scconded b
Mr. Joln Marigom :— FJs seconded by

“ That we perceire, that the concentrafed malice,
and virulent bigotry, of the) rabid Protestantism of
Quebec, are directed agninst the eflicient and con-
scientious Iuspector of Police, in that cily, merely
because he is an Trishman, and a Catholic ; that
his continuance in office will be regarded by us, as
some proof, that the government lLave respeet for
the feelings of a people, who have manfully stood
by them on former occasions; and that, were ho a
snivelling and” §poiiting sectarian, and an anti-minis-
terialist, instead of an impartial and upright oentle-
man, his conduet would never have been called in
question by bhis present unscrnpulous assailants.”

The Chairman having vacated the chair, Mr. Wil
liam Millar was moved thereto, and the thanks of the
numerous assemblage were voted to the former Clair-
man for his efficient conduct in the chdir.

Qur correspondent, to wlom we are iadebicd for
the abave report, adds :—

“Such, Sir, are the resolutions adopted by this meet-
ing. They are warmnly worded, but each word feaps

directly from the heart. When we sce the namby-
pambyism of the Mercury, the blue bigotry of tie
Gazelle, and the continual verbal diarrhea of tlie
Chonicle, all conlesced to pander to the vile passions
of a bitter, but ignorant faction, we have thought it
high time to come forward and give expression Lo our
feelings.”

We are hiappy fo see by the San Francisco papers
that Jolm Mitclell, and family, had arrived safely,
on the 12th ult., from Tahiti, '

Coroxes Prixce.— A correspondent of the Tvronla
Colunist, writing from Sandwich, 8aYysi— ¢ An un-
pleasant ailair tonk place at the dandwich Assizes, on
Tuesday last, between Colonet Prince and Charles
Baby, ksq. They were not on good terms for some
time previous, in consequenca of an Indian Land dis-
pute.  Colouel Prince in-au address 10 the jury, spoke
of Mr. Baby in very harsh language, saying he was
a great scoundrel.  This was in Baby’s presence, in
the Court, where the Counsel sai1, and before 1he
Chief Justice he being on the Bench. A short time
aflerwards, the Colonel had occasion to move, aud
came close 1o Mr. -Baby, who told him tha, if he re-
peated the obnoxions expression, it would be the Jast
time he would dowo. The Colonel said,—¢1I dg re-
peat it before these witnesses,” pointing to the persons
standing by, Mrr Baby immebiately struck Colonel
Prinee with the back of his hand cn the face, and the
cruck wus heard ail over the Court. Colonel Prince
directly appealed to the Covrt. The Chief Justice
took the affair in hands, and sentenced Mr. Baby to
one month’s imprisonment in the common gaol, und a
fine of ten pounds. So the matter rests.”

Died. :

At Quebeé, on the 8th inst., F. X. Methot, Esq.,,

aged 56 years.

CATHOLIC INSTITVUTE.

NOTICE. . . :

A MEETING of th¢ MEMBERS of the CATHOLIC IN-

STITUTE, and of all disposed to become Members, will

take place ou. MONDAY EVENING nexy, the 14th instadt,

in 81. PATRICK*S HALL, Place d’Arncs.

’ By Order of the Commitles, -
) R. P.XQREDMOND,

Secretary,

top of an “ocean wave.”

November 9, 1853,



