THE CATHOLIC.

mormed theologians, and in the mouth of the mnst ;]fnsgﬁtg}r state ind 'of themscives the sense of the)
ordinary laics.  Whatever colour and \$'hi!cver§'i’éa!;le,imﬂ if they ‘are determined to that of the
itkelihood it may appear to borrow from scripture, ' fighse merely by the following words, do this for a
wou will soon, I trust, judge of it in a different man- Ex commanoration of mce,it follows (hat these latterare,
n-z, when you have read the following reasons. “of absolie necessity, the explanation of the former, !

1% Itis a fact that none of the fathers, none of;/and that they must not be separated from one ano-!
ti.o ecclesiastical writers have ever seen in thesg

j ther, for if the latter were suppressed, we should
wards the senge which the Calvinists havé discover- | be necessarily obliged to admit. the®cnse of the
~dinthem. Ttis a factagain that none of those!

reality, which, in my present supposition, is that
who first broached the doctrine of the figurative || Which Jesus Christ wished to exclude by adding:
vresence were led to do soby these words, Do this|

Do this for a commemoralicn of me. Itisevident
ir a commemcration of me. Zuirglius, who must' therefore, that, in this hypethesis, il cannot be
*:ave had them a hundred times under his eyes, and || right, without contradicting the end and design of
w i went every .where in search of the figure, was our Saviour, to relate the first words without the
unable to discover it there. He was taught lo dis-||second. And yet St. Matthew and St. Mark, the
«over this precious pearl, as he himself callsit, on-;

two first evangelists, and for many vears the only
iy from the letier of a Dutchman, and to defend it]

ones, passcd over the second in silence. They
in a way that seemed to him victorious, ouly by the! did not deem them nccessary : they did not con-
sevclation of a nocturnal phantom. But this figu- || sider them as explanatory of the the preceding
7ative sense being once discovered and established, ljones : and therefore they did not discover be-
they tholight it advisable, in order to give it con- || tween them that connection, that essential depen-
istency, to iuvent a necessary relation betweenthe jjdence, which your friends have since invented.
words of the institution and (liose immediately fol-{| 4% To come to the bottom of their argument, 1
lowing, to regard these latter as the explication of {observe that it goes upon the principle that a me-
th2 former, and, by favour of an induction from one '|morial supposes an absence, and that consequently
to the other, to find the so much desired figure even!|if Jesus Christ were present in the Kucharist,
i1 the words of Jesus Christ. But what will for- he would not command that lhl"\' should there
over demonstrate that {his combination of connec-||bare him in remembrance. Now this princi-
tion and dependance between these words derives | ple, specious as it may appear, I hesitate not to
ils origin from prepossession and not from the text, || pronounce absolutely false. 1koow that remem-
is the fact of its remaining so long a time unknown branceis generally applied to things absent : you
in the world. .. Indeed it not only escaped the ob-|jWwill nevertheless agree with me that itis not op-

Church were acquainted : and which was only tak -
cn up as an after-thought Dy those who renewc::
the doctrine of the figurative sense. These twe
passages, this is my body, do this for a commemore-
tion of me, are independent one of another, and
bave each of them a separate, a peculiar and dis

linctsense. The first gives the reality, the second
:supposes, rathier than destroysit. ‘The one is a
proposition declaratory of what is presented—the
body of Jesus Christ ; the other, a precept as fo the
spirit and disposition in which we ought to receivc
jit, that is, as we learn from St. Paul, by remem-
:bering that he was delivered up and that he suffer

led for us : ““For as often as you shall cat this
%breml,and drink the chalice, you shall shew the
}death of the Lord.”  Jesus Christ was desirous
; that our thoughts, and our hearts should be fixcd
lupon his passion, at the time of our receiving his
;adorable body. Of all the benefits con‘erred up-
jonus, that which he wishes us to reflect upon the
'most and to choose by preference, is kisdeath, thai
tis, the pledge of our redemption, the only hope of
;our salvation, the most heroic act of his love for
‘ug, as being the dart best calculated to inflame our-

i . .
isouls at the moment of our approaching his sacred:
(table,

‘Thus, Sir, althougha memorial need not sup-
| pose absence, it is nevertheless fruc tosay that the
‘object of our remembrance in this great act of re -
{ligion isnot present in the Eucharist : for this ob-
[ject, which the memorial is to bring to our mind.
{is the death of our Saviour, merely represented to
s us by the separation of his body under the appear-

i

serration of all the christians during a long succes-
siua of ages, buteven of the innovators themselves,
who liad the greatest interest in discovering it
they themselves only adopted it, as an after thought;
aud it is not by this pretended necessary relation
that they arrived ai the figure, but from the figu-
rative sense they passed to this new and arbitrary
s:pposition.

0@ If the words, do this for a commemoration of
e, are necessarily- explanatory of the preceding
ones, this is my body, and if from the reality they
iead us {o the figure, we must say that our Saviour.
wished to imitate the wanton jokes of ccrtain per-
aons who begin by ancouncing something very ex
traordinary, and conclude by giving it a most sim-
ple and'natural turn, This way of acting may not
be wmisplaced in-company; for it may,in our conver-
sations, bave'its peint and agreeableness, by the

A‘urprise which it occasions at first, and by the
pleasure-that it afterwards predaces by an unex-
pected explanation, which draws the minds of
Hearers from & perplexity that till then had held
themin suspense. But to impute to our Saviour
any thing of this kind approaches to blasphemy.
"This kind of conversation is totally - opposite {o the
{lospel in general, and above all to that imposing
gravily which should characterize the lnst supper,

s0 near hiz passion, and so filled with thoughts of

death : in fine it is totally inconsistent with the
well-known character of the God-man, of whom it
abgot written that he ever was heard to-indulge
in a joke, or that be was ever cven seen to lnugh.

8810 the words €his is my body convey in their

is very proper that we should be admonished to
keep in mind what we might forget.  Now there:
are many things present that we are liable to for-
get, because their presence is not sensible to us,
and does not strike our eyes. Do we not forget
God and the guardian angels ? do we not forget our
souis, &c.? The presence of these objocts is most
certain, hut not being sensible, we are but tvo apt
to forget them, and we havc suflicient reasons to
recall them {o our remembrance.  Well : the pre-
sence of Jesus Christ in the: Kucharist is of this
kind ;TEal but vot sensible. Ile might therefore
very justly say to {s, remember me when you fake
my body : because being invisible te our senscs,
his body is only present toour faith. ‘

5 As for the rest, Sir, I have gone into this

1
{

posed to absence, but to forgetfuluess, and that it

;ance of bread, and of his blood under that of wine..
i< It'might seem thatthe Eucharist being a me-
morial of his.death ought to be preceded by it. But.
1o, itis for men, whose knowledge and foresight
are uncertain, to permit things to happen, beforc
they command others to keep them in remem-
brance.” The command to shew forth the death
of the Lord, belonging to the very institution of the
mystery, there is no doubt that at the first Lord's
supper it was complied with by the apostles.—-
They shew forth by the anticipation of one day that
passion which all christan ages have Since shewn.
forth by commemoration: and it ismost evident that
aduty practised by the apostles, in the presence

of Jesus Christ living and spcakin%'l before them,.
can never become for us a proof of his absence.
In general all tlie objection we have just seen.

detail for no other purpose than to gounvince you
that there is no solidity inthese, so often refuted ar-:
guments, and that they can be supported on no|
side, the principle falling together with its conse-|
quences. You know however that the figurists of
all countries place alt their reliance upon it, and
{hat this memorial ordained by our Saviour is the
ground of their doctrine, the entrenchment where
they think they are in safety. Now that you sce
the weakness of all its parts, would you wish to
know the true and just signification of thesc words,
do this for a commemordtion of me it is not difficult
to discover: you must begin by ridding yourself of
this essential connection of which you have so of-
ten heard but with which neither St. Matthewn . nor
St. Mark nor any of the bishops or doctors ot the
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and those lesser ones, which we have suppressed.
that we may not stretch out the dissertation into 2
volume, {end equally to convince us that the Eu

charist presents not really the body, but merely the
figure of the body. Observe that from all these
objections it would result that Jesus Clirist must be
made to say precisely the contrary to what he did
say : for if he has only left us the figure, it follow®
that what he said was his body, is not so, and what
he said washisblood, is not so, since the sign i#
not the object itself, but only tlie representation ¢
it. Threfore, instead of the positive words that
came from his mouth, this is my- body, this is WY
blood, he must be made to say, at least equival}eﬂ?';
ly, this is not my body, this is not my bleod ; for ™
is only the figure of them,




