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THE CATHOLIC.

. me; for with greatanxiotey did Iexamine this'
pomt, and labour with all my favee to get clear of!
the difflcalties, because by thismeans 1 knew very
woll, ¥ should terribly incommode the Papists. |
1ot Lfind I am caught, without hopes of escaping
wr the texls of the Gospel are 5o clear, as not lo be
esceplible of misconstruction.””  Later Reformers:
were not so ccrupulous, but soon got ever the diffi-
.uity by cutting the Gordian Inot. ;
Lhis, indeed, is an casy way to getover all the !
afliculties we meet in the Gospel, a way pretty
_encrally followed by the plutesophers of the day. |

1

from the'most genesally ackné\vledgcd principles'
ot melaphysics, and  from observations made in
natural philosophy, clearly shiows, that this scem-
tng mystery, the existence of tho same body in
many places, cannotbe proved impossible. “But, |
sir, admitting it to be impossible for a body in its
present corruptible state, can the same be said of a!
glorified body, which St, Pau calls, ‘‘a spiritual
body?”  Can itbe said especially of the glorified
body of Christ? Pray, sir, do you know any thing
at n{l about the naturo of glorified bodies? 1 must!
confess I do not: and whilst wo aro totally ignorant

fut, dearsir I hope you will not accuse us.of super- iabout the pature of a glorified or spirilunf;nbudy,

stition for taking a safer way, thnt of simply be-
«ving even where we cannot undurstand, -IQw !'
-u belfeving the real presence of Christ in the Euc-
hatist, in belicvang that wo receive the flesh and
Mood of Christ, in belicving thut wereceive Christ
timself in believing that the substance of the bread
wd wine is changed into the substance of the flesh |
i blood of Chiist ; so far from boinﬁ guilty of
iperstition we have the satisfaction to know, that
we hetieve precisely what Christ commands us to,
“wlieve ; what almost all Christendom, these cigh-
teen hundred years always did believe ; and what,
it present, by far the greatest part of the Christian,
World, abave one hundred and thirty millions, in-
«uding the Greele Church, do believe.

I will suppose for a while, sir, that 1 am waver-
mg, perplexed, uncertain what o believe, on the
\uﬁject of the Iucharist, and that Lapply to you'
+5 a minister of Christ, in order to bave my doubts!
resolved,; my difliculties removed, and certainty
fived in my mind, what would you toll me, what
<ecurity could you offer, in order to” induce me to
;eject the tremendous weight of authority, which
indoubtedly favours the Catholic doctrine of the
tucharist, and to persuade meo that I ought to be-
lieve there is nothing in the Sacrament but bread
wd wine?

You will appeal tomy senses, my- eyes, my

wute, &c.  § confess, indeed, sir, that the -senses|
1 my body distover nothing in.the Sacrament.but
nread and wine, and that Ido not see, nor faste the
esh and blood of Chirist.  But, sir, Christ tells me,
Rlessed are they that have not’seen and have be-
Yieved-?  John. xx, 29
I would thep-ingline to say with 8¢, Thomas of
Aquinas, ;
In touch, taste, zight, although deceived o be
"The word of-God 15 quite enoiigh for me;
What God deelares is true, ¥ minst beditve;
The word of Truth itself cannot deceive.

With nearly all Christendom;ifor eighteen cen-
‘ugies, T will soonerbelieve the testimony of my
divine Saviour, than the testimony of ny senscs; to
speak more correctly, Iam ubliged to dishelieve the:
iestimony of my snses, for you know, sit, that
what we perceive ofany thing, by our senses, is
uot the substance of t.¢ thing itself, but mere ac-
+ wlents, such as form colour, tasteysizo. Now, it
s very ovidegt that Qod, to whom nothing: is ini-
possible, may very casily cbange the substance of
A l‘“"ﬁ’ and yet continue the accidents, or cause it
"t’ '3‘3 c gg;”; my ggggcs.thc same impregsiot which
i due 0Ya. 18 18 préci it C: ic
Beliove of tho Euchist, precisely what Catholics

Good God! shall wesay that Christ has o other!
way-to make his word ffod, aud to give us his flesh
aud blood, than to reach them to ud iw theiv datural
wrm and appearance? Humanity; shuddets at thé
thought, and common sense namrallymmggesxg the
veason, wwhy that sacret. food:of our-souls is given
nsunder the form of the most simple food of the
dody. You willtell me, perhaps, that according
fo our doctrines, the bedy of<Ghrist must b present
iua great many places at thesamo tivns, whicki s’
inpossible, -

in answer to this. objection,
syslem of. the- most.celebrated
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¥ seforyou tothe'
irotestant fphilos-

itappears to me vain, foform any opinion about
what is passible ov impossible for such a body.'
When ['see the glorified body of Christ, passing:
througha door that was shut, Jobn xx. l9;lam;
willing tobelieve, that the same body may be

?rcsent, in thousands and millions of placesat once;

am willing to bolicve, that that same body may
feed my soul, and yet continue gloriousin Heaven; |
it such’is the will of God,{althoughil cannot com- !
prekiend, far less explain, how it can be.
Archbishop £ranmer owns, ibat Christ may be \
in the bread and wine, as alsvin the doors that
s;'_erc shut. Answ, to Gardiner and Smyth, page!

D}z;hn Tox gays, that Christ abiding in Heavenis
not let, but he may be in the sacrament also.  Acts
and Modum. page 998,

Melancthon says, <1 had rather die than aflirm,
that Christ’s body can be but in one phace.”

Iam eeusible, sir, that humanreasononce scated
onthe tribunal, to judge of the truth or falsehood
of revoaled mysteries, and guided only by itself,
will find a"great many more objections.  Bag, sir,
as theraging waves, after having (beaten against
the majestic roek, whizh rises from the bottomy of
the sea, return in harmless froth; so likewiso will
alt the weak productionsof human recason, when
beating agoinst the majestic fabric which Christhas
raised.

I bégleave hereto quote the testimony of three
celebrated Protestants Divines, in favor of the
Catholic doctrine..

“Phe adorstion of the Eucharist (saysDir.
Thorndike) wusthe practice of the ancient and
true Church, before receiving.” Epil. L. iii. c.
80, And I, (seysthe Protestant Bishop Andrews,)
with-St. Atbrose, adore the flesh of Christ in the
mysteries,”  Androws to Bel. chap.8. “The
external adoration of Christ in the Eucharist (says
e Protestant Bishop Forbes)is the practiceof
sounder Protestants, and to deny such adoration is
amonstrous error of rigid Protestants,”>=Forbes
de Euchar, L. 2.

You will object perhaps tothe following words of!
Christ: <“It is the spirit that quickeneth, the flesh
profiteth nothing; the words that I have spoken to
you, are spiritand life.”” Johnvi. 4,

St. Augustine explains these words in his 27th
T'rentise on St. John.

““What means the flesh profits nothing?—Itpro-
fits nothing, as they anderstood it; for they under-

stood fiesh as it is torn to piecesina dead bady, or

sold in the shambles; and notas it is animated by

the Spirit.  Wherefore it is said, theflesh profiteth

nothing, in the same manner a8 it is said, “know-

tedgepuffeth up.’ 1 Cor. viit. 1. “Mast we then

fiyfrom Knowledge? God forbid: What then

—

one, without charity; therefore the apostle added,
but charity edifieth, Join therefore charity to
knowledge, and krowledge will be profitable, not

by itself, but thro® chavity; so here also the Slesh
profiteth nothing, viz. the flesh alone: let the spirit
be joined with the flesh, as charity is tob - Joined
with linowledge, and then it profits much. For it
the flesh profiteth nothing, the word (Christ) would
not have been mado flesh, that be wight dwell in
us.”” So far St. Aug.

Besides flesh and blood is often mentioned in
scripture for the corruption of pur nature, as when
it is said, “flesh and blood cannot inherit the king-
dom of God.” 1Cor. xv.30. and, “flesh and
blood hath not “revealed it unto thee > Matt.
XV I7 Andin this sense, the flesh profiteth
nothing, but it is the spirit and grace of God that
quickencth and giveth life to our souls.

God forbid that we should say the flesh of Chyist
profits nothing—this would be a blesphemy; and it
isevident, that Christ asserting that flesh profits
nothing, did not mean his flesh, for this would be
contradicting his own assertion, “my flesh is meat
iudeed.”

Our doctrine onthe Eucharist is further confirm-
ed oy theancient figures or types of that sacrament;
they were mamfoid. I shall only notice three of
them viz. the Paschal Lamb, the Blood of the
Festament, and the Manna. 1. The Paschal
Lamb. 'That thiswas a figure of Christ, the Lamb
of Ged, is acknowledged on all hands, The Pm-
chal Lamb was killed at the going out of the land
of Egypt, on the journey to the land of promise.

‘Fhe Lamb of God is killed, and weare deliver-
ed from a more than Egyptian darkness, and intro-
duced into the road to the real land of promise.

The Paschal Lamb iseaten. Exod. xii. 8; so
likewvise must the Lamb of God be caten to ace
complish the figure. The Paschal Lamb had no
blemish. Exod. xii. 5; the Lamb of God is purce
antl iramaculate by excellence. The blood of the
Paschal Lamb wasa sign ofsalvation. Exod. xii.

13.; the blood ofthe Lambof God is salvation it-
self.

The sacrament of the Eucharist was iostituted
by our Savieur, immediately after cating the Pag-
chal Lamb with his disciples; the figure was then
accomplished, and the substance substituted totbe
figure.

2. The blood ofthe Testament, the blood of
victims solemnly sacrivied to God, was afigure of

jthe blood of Christ in the sacrament, appears evi-

dent from the words of Christ, in administetng
thatsacred blood.

“losts said to the people, ““This is the blood of
the testasaent, which Godhath enjoined to you.'
Exod. xxiv.and Heb. ix,

Jesus Christ said tohis disciples, ““This ismy
blood of the new testament.* &c. Matte xxvi.
28.
8. That Manna was a figure’ of the sacramerfts of
the ficshand bload of Christ. appears from John vi.
§8. “Your Fathers did ecat HMamna, and ave
dead; <the that cateth of this bread snall iive for

opber; Mr, Leipnitz, whe, besides many -others,’

meanskiowledge paffeth up? Thatis, if it be all!
229

ever.” Likewise fom 1 Cor. x* 3.




