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veneration ure to be shown to the images of Christ
and the Saims** (Vid, Sess, 25. de invoe. $3.)
Suel, ond ne ather, is the doctring of the Church
of Rome--such 1ts members Lelieve and practise—
surh its Divines explain and defend; and we il
mite s denounems any  cther as uncatholi: and
tatee, and in hranding the mar, who uaputes avy
any other to us, cither as an igueant  calumuatos,
or hibellons imposter.

I have remarked above that as man consists of
a bedy ond soul, a relision mstituted for Lium, mast
be ealewlated to arrest the senses of hius body, 11 or-
der to operate on Ins <conl. . Thus, T oheerved, was
the pnnciple, on which the Cathelic Clurch acteld
m the mstitation of 1chaions ecrrmeny; and it is
alsa the yprineiple, from which she iafers, that
rehics and 1mages shonld be used and honoured.

Every man, with his eyes open, must know, that
a picture or image recalls, or introduces, thoughts
iwto s mind, which are connected with the
orizinal.  'The eross or a picture of the redremer
certainly reminds us of Jesus Christ, this reecllec-
tion is gurely proper and hely ; and why sheuld we
not use the mtervention of a picture or a relic, to at-
tain this holy object? Notwithstanding all that
the hoary polemiecs of the Jast centuries have written
agntinst this tenet; and however much they may
have admired the naked walls and barren simplicity
of a reformed church, men of sense, when prejndice
has worn away, will never condemu the Catholic
church for using pictures and relics to recall their
originals to the minds of her members ; and if at the
same time they be men of taste, they will rather Ja-
ment, that the introduction of an opposite tenet into
the world, has destroyed for ever many of the finest
specimens of painting and sculpture.

There is little diffienlty in defending the proprie-
ty of using pictures and images for the purpose of
exciting- in the mind religious reflection ; but it
seems more diffictilt to convince our dissenting bre-
thren of the propricty of paying relizious respect to
them.—DBut I think there should be no difficulty
even in this. 'The scripture says, that “at the
name of Jesus every knce should bow,” (Philipp. 2.v.
10.) anld cvery Christian acknowledges the propric-
ty of bowinz the head when that venerable name
is yronommeed. The rame excites the idea of omr
Saviour, and on this account only it merits our re-
spect. A picture or an image has precisely the ef-
fect ; a crucifix remnds us as forcibly of the Re-
deemer as ¢the articulation of his name; and why
should we not show respect to the crucifix? The
internal reccllection, which alone claims our rever—
cnee, is identical ; the word Jesus is as much a pic-
ture or image o the ear, asa crucifix is to the eye;
and the representation to the mind is the same;
aud the only difference between the name and
the cructfix .5, that one 1s addressed to the ear, the
other tothe cye.  If the word claim respect, why

should not the 1mage? It is not irrational to con-
demn the Cathoelic church for paying external re-
spect to thie seripture, and yet Catholies have been
tfrequently condemned, and by those very men too,
whe discover no impropriety in presentmg the senip-
ture  + be hissed by whoever takes an oah ma
court of justice.  And whyisthuisdone?  Certwunly
fromn respect 1o the word of God, which 1= contan-
el in the seripture.  T'he combinations of letters u:
the bock huve no meanmg of themnselves, and de-
serve 1o reverclice ; but because words have been
umversally admitted to be the signs of 1deas, the
scipture ig therefore reverenced, beeause the words
v hic b 1t contaius, occasion and signy deas, whieh
merit respeet, reverence, and veneration. And why
should we not pay respect to pictures and 1mages :
They, too, are the cause of 1deas that claim our re-
vereice.

Natwie herself dictates that the representations, or,
in fact, any thing, which recalls to the mind an cb-
jeet which we love, claims a degree of relative love
and respect.  The portrait of a chenshed friend,
whom the unrelenting grasp of death has torn away
from us, and hwrried to the cold region of the grave,
i5 ciways affectionately loved by the surviving part-
ner of his joys and his sorrows. Every thing,
wliuch was his, is consecrated by friendship in our
cyes, and we hang his hair around our necks, with
all the fervid recollection of former love, and well
requited affection. Should some cold metaphysi-
cian attempt to prove, that we were dishonouring
our departed fiiend by venerating the objects which
recall him to our minds, his frozen arguments would
be dissolved by the warmth of natural affection be-
fore they could reach the seat of conviction. We
should say, “I love the portrait, not on account of
the canvass, on which the painter has spread his
colours; I love the lock of hair, not for the matter
of which it is formed ; Ilove every thing which
was my friend’s, not for their intrinsic value, but,
because they represent him to my mind, and recall
the idea of deported worth.” Thisis the language
of nature. And, now, why should not Catholics
respect pictures, and images, and rehes?  We do so.
¢« We respect the pictures and images of Christ and
his saints, not on account of the canvass, on which
they are painted, or the metal of which they are
formed, we respect the relics of the cross or of depart-
ed saints, not on accov1t of their intrinsiz worth, or
the matter of which they are composed, but we re-
spect them because they represent to our minds, ob-
jects which deserve our respect and verneration,”



