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'LEC?I}{I({}I[&-IBISHOP OF WESTMINSTER.

in St. George’s Calhedral, Southwarl, on the
Fuvening of Sunday, Feb. 29, 1852,

« pRATESTANT ODJECTIONS TO CATHOLICISM.”
(From the Glasgow Free Press.)

g ] was crowded by an immense con-

The catobfe%.:tholics and Protgstants to hear his
gregnlwclz who teok as his subject the doctrine of
Emme[;‘sm;)tiation, choosing for his text Psalm Ixxvii.
"S"fflAnh they spoke ill of God; they said, can God
i  a table in the wilderness ? These words of
e t and complaint, he said, were strange words to
dmrusfrom a people who had so lately seen such
cqm‘et miracles worked hefore their cyes—who had
o lt{e waters of the Nile changed into blood—the
:‘ee?.b(;rn of Bgypt slain in a single night—the sea
«E‘s-ided in the midst, and the_mselvc_s passing aver dry-
shod, while Pharaoh, and his char_!ots, m:d llorse_men,
! all the hosts and flowers of Bgypt, had perished
;:efnre their eyes.  Ave, then, all these things,”
fhey murmured, done that we may die in the wil-
drpess 1 and can Goad give us food to support us
fere?  And yet it was so with them—too often it
isso with ourselves. We see .aml confess God in
what is signal and strange ; but in the common events
of daily e we see Him a_ml liear; Iim not ; in the
storm, and in the sea, and in the thunder, we behold
This presence ; but in the genial shower, and the

growig blade and ear, we forget His hand. And so

weasoned the children of Tsrael.  God can do, and
has done, great things for us; we _im'g_et not H!s
wondrous works j but can Ie ;}rov:de food for Hﬁ
people,” and * furnish a table in {he wilderness ¥
Nor, among her most sacred doctrines, the Gathalic
Chorch bolds and cherishes one tender and awful
mystory, in whicl it is not lard to find a parallel to
wviat we have said above. A Protestant eries out,
T ean believe in God’s miracles; but can He now
dosuch great things ordinarily 2 Can it be possible
tha He still supplies bread to His people? I can
madily believe that God died to redeem fallen man—
Lun accept as true the mystery of the incarnation
#the Son of God, though it is a mystery in com-
prison of which the fathers of the Churcl declare
that creation itse}f was poor—1I can believe that our
blessed Saviour ascended into heaven, and, as man,
is seated at the right hand of the Father; this I can
believe ; but that there should be a constant, though
Iatent, flow of daily nourisiunent from above, I cannot
believe.”

On the other hand, the Catholic holds that as God
once opened, so Lle does now open the gate of
heaven, and gives to His chosen people manna, ihe
bread of angels. Such is our faith; and what though
itbe the scorn and the ridicule of the world, it is to
us our dearest treasure--the real, trie, and substantial,
presence of our Lord and Saviour in the Kucharist.
It will be my aim, this evening, to consider the
general objections urged against this doctrine. I will
not enter inte detals, but I will show haw utterly
incansistent is any other doctrine than our own with
the types of the O1d Testament, and with the account
ofitssglemn institution in the New. It is no wonder
that the remembrance of the manna in the wilderness
should have remained, as we know it did remain,
inded down by tradition among the Jews. For
forty years it was their daily food in the wilderness—
¥es, even during that long series of wayward rebellion
and idolatry, when they were so often seduced {rom
their filelity. Yet in vain was God provoked; the
wirent of HMis goodness was never stayed. Iiven
wlile the golden calf was being adored on Toreb, the
Manna still descended ; it was once promised by God
inself, and Mis promises fail not. And that on
.!rhu:‘h the chosen race were fed, we are told, « had in
1sell every savor of sweetness.” Tt was milk to the
child, it was meat to the strong man 3 it was suited to
the sick]y palate, and egave strength to the warrior.
twas given day by day, ut carly morn j it was given
long as it was necessary-—that is, so long as the
wracliles were on their journey Lo the promised land ;
i was the food of the exile and the traveller, and it
teased as soon as they® entered Canaan, Surely in
llthis we may expect to sce the symbol of something
greater far. “The promised land, we know, was but
:;tyl_'e of the heavenly Canaan; the wilderness a
‘YPEOf this life. Ifs0,T say, we must expect to find
‘ome analogy hetiveen the food which sustained them
ind that which sustains us. But this is no inere con-
J:;II““?'! St. Paul expressly states that the children

.hﬁs\_':.‘e:i}m all’ that befel thew, were types of us
o d;,"’“fs: he deciares that they edt of * spiritual
ley m(r ood, that is, in whw_h a deep spiritual meaning
‘i.'strik.i. "Af“l what was this? . Let ussee. It was
s dellil? symbol which e gave to them when He
ruini"[[fg?pg them 1;1'0111 the angel'ol' death, and
altar yoe yr gm.n{ of Pharaoh. ~ Lhey had as yet no
Mt yot priesthood, for Aaron and his family had

Jet Been set apart as holy. Yet a sacrilice was

Delivered

to be offered by each family. 'The paschal lamb was
to be slain as a victim, and then eaten; it was to be-
come the food of the rescued race; its blood was to
be sprinkled on the door-posts, and it was after par-
taking of this feast that their deliverance came; and
year by year a lamb was slain to remind them of
their great salvation, and to keep alive in their minds
one eternal truth, that the lamb which was slain was
for ever to become the food of the saved. We can,
then, at once recognise the antitype of the manna in
the Christian Chureh. The same doubts ave raised

in the wilderness; and, though the same objections
are raised against it, the same results of merey follow
now as then, St. John tells us of a certain miracle
performed by our Blessed Lord, which carries our
minds back to the miracle of the manga. A crowd
of 5,000 people has followed Him into the wilderness;
they were hungered ; and, forgetful of is wondrous
powers, the disciples cry, ©“ Whence shall we buy
bread that these may eat?” Here we Dbave the
parallel to the cry of the distrustful Tsvaclite, @ Can
God furnish a table in the wilderness 7’ Our Blessed
Lord led their minds to the spiritual meaning of the
manna. He feeds them, and the fragments are
gathered up, and because of this miracle, so clearly
marking him to be the true Messiah, the people crowd
upon Him. Then, in a most sublime and magnificent
discourse (John, vi. 31, 59), He declares that He is
Himself the true manna, the true bread which came
down from heaven ; and then, arousing their attention,
He says, “I am the bread of life.” Naw, the
Catholic Chuyeh takes these words as they were
spoken by Idis lips, and builds upon them her sacred
doctrines, corresponding to His words. She believes
and teaches that the living bread still comes down
from Heaven transcendentally upon our altars.  The
manna was perishable, but our bread is undying ; for
it is the Incarnate God, and once wortlily reccived
it gives imortality. We may gather it daily if we
will. Tt stifl adapts itself to every want—it is strength
to the mavtyr, and love to the chastc virgin in her
cloister. It is still the # Vinum germinans virgines,”
uniting to God the souls of Idis beloved ones, and
nerving them for their daily life in the world ; and
verily like the manna, but in a higher degree, it lath
in itself all sweetness,” for it is He, very God and
very man. You see that we alter not a word. We
have no need of distorting the words of Scripture;
and yet we are told, forsaath, that this sacred doctrine
is ineredible. IHence, as the Jew of old said, “ This
isa bard saying, who can bear it?’ so the Protestant
now rejects it as incredible and impossible. T would
say to them, then, ¢ If owr interpretation be false, you
are bound to pive us one that suits the context better.
The burden of proof lies with you, who reject the
literal and take up with a figurative mecaning. If
prejudice be put aside, you will admit that the Catholic
doctrine, if it be true, is more near {he words of
Seripture than your own. “But,”’ you say, “the
Catholic doctrine is not true.” Now; this is unfair;
it is o mere assumption; you then bend Seripture to
your ideas. , Can anything be clearer? And how is
the new meaning found? No learned commentator
among Protestants denies the literal meaning. They
all strive to admit the words, but to evade their con-
sequences. ‘The platform, and pulpit, and pamplilet
interpretation, is known to us all. Tt says, ¢« Oh! it
is all easy enough; by ¢eating? our Lord means be-
lieving,” and by “flesh and blood ” e meant simply
His death—* believe in my death.”  And is God’s
word to be {hus set aside, and that for the sake of
persons, no two of whom can agree as to the manner
in which they admit their Saviour’s words to be true.
We take all literally 5 we fill up the type given us;
nothing is more simple, more noble, or more complete.
But destroy the literal interpretation of those words,
and what is the result? An absurdity. The people,
already when He spoke, believed Him to be the true
Messiah, He speaks therefore of somcthing further.
What sense would there have been in saying, ¢ You
must do that which most of you do now, and which
all of you soon will do;” surely such speech would
have been superfluous, Could then Ie, the simple
and gentle prophet, go on thus deluding them? And
could Ife havg allowed the Jews and the disciples to
go away thus puzzled and perplexed? Nay, if this
had.been all His meaning, what nced for them to go
away at all, as they did, in disgust at the stumbling-
block which His words presented to them? Can you
reconcile this? Can you account for this? No.
But: our version of His words is simple, ¢ Ile canuot
have intended to deceive or perplex.” Thus as you
see, the Catholic who is accused of hating his Bible,
takes his Bible in its plain and obvious sense, while
Protestants distort it and get from it at best a diluted
meaning ; they find in their Saviour’s words no fulfil-
ment of a type, no connection with anything that has
sone before or that follows after. 'There is one ex-
pression in our Lord’s discourse, on which, perbaps, I

ought to touch in passing ; it is that which declares

now against it as were uttered of old by tbe Israelites

that ¢the flesh profiteth not; it is the spivit that
profiteth, a text which Protestants consider to be
decisive in favor of the metaphorical interpretation—
in fact, to be the key of the whole discourse. But
if this be, an assertion that His words are not
to be taken literally, why (as we said above) did
the disciple turn away disgusted? I bave read all
modern Protestant commentators on this passage, and
they one and all confess that this DProtestant solution
is hopeless and will not hold. Where in the Bible
do the werds ¢ flesh’ and ¢ spirit,’ in opposition, mean
¢the literal® and ¢the metaphorical sense? They
occur at least thivty times in the sacred volume, and
in every place they have a totally different meaning ;
they point {o the carrupt and to the sanctifying prin-
ciple which are in conflict in degenerate man ; and so
far from favoring the Profestant version, they, in
reality strongly condemn those who went away in
dishelief, crying, ¢ This is 2 hard saying.” But as I
vannot enter into details, I refer my Drotestant hear-
ers to my lectures on the Eucharist for further solu-
tion of the tests of Holy Scripture usually advanced
against the Catholic docrine of the Real Presence.
(T'he book, we may observe, is a small 8 vo., pub-
lished by C. Dolman.) Tn the desert God fed the
Israclites, and Jesus Christ fed the crowds that fol-
lowed him. It was at ile Paschal table that the
victim became first the food and then the salvation
of those who fed upon it.  The paraliel to this is to
be found in the Church alone. The spotless lamb g
and wlo s this ¢ lamb® but He, ¢ the Lamb of God
who taketh wway the sins of the world.) He, whom
St. John saw in ihe Apocalypse as the ¢ Lamb slain
from the foundation of the world.> The lamb of old
was to be eaten on the eve, o become a means of
salvation on the morrow. This points to Ilim, and
to the last Paschal Supper which He eat with His
disciples, when 1Je, who was on the morrow to die
for the sins of the people, gave Himself to be the
food of the chosen ones. His words on that ocea-
sion were simple ; he spoke not to Lis disciples then
in parables; be spoke as the dying Patriarch Jacob
spake to his children, I gave them the legacy of his
latest blessing. ¢ With desire, I have desired to eat
this Pasch with you.” Why this desire, if, after all,
it were-a mere commemovative rite? Noj in cffect,
He says, ¢the Lamb which is to redeem you must
first become your food.” et us observe Him; He
rises, he girds himself; He washes their feet. He
is about to do and to say that whicl, as e then well
knew and foresaw, though the most loving act of His
life, should hercafter become the cause of strife and
division among professing Christians. Oh! blessed
Lord, let thy words be simple and few, yet clear and
foll ; let all be intelligible. 'What doest thou, and
what sayest thou? See, He takes the bread, and
gives Lhanks, and blesses it, saying, ¢ Thisis my body.’
He takes the cup and says, ¢ This is my blood.’
Come now, ye men of simple faith, on the one side;
conte, ye doubters and cavillers, on the other. Come,
ye learned and disputatious Protestants. The Catho-
lic adores in simple faith; the Protestant still ques-
tions. Stand, then, on cither side, and let Him stand
between us and judge. e says, ¢ This is my body.’
The Catholic falls down, and adoring says— Yes,
Lord, this is thy body.> The Protestant eries, ¢ No,
itis not; it is a figure,” Who is the Secriptural
Christian now?  And who is it that presumes to
question Flis sacred words? ‘There is no middle
ground here between believing and rejecting.  Let
us, then, choose each our champions. Iirst, then,
we will choose one on behalf of the Protestants; he
shall be one who has read the sacred text again and
again; e shall be the very first and earliest disco-
verer of the Protestant interpretation. Tt is Luther’s
disciple, Zuinglius; for tili 300 years ago no simple
Clhristian, for 15 centuries, had dared to doubt or
question the truth of the Redeemer’s words; even
Luther himsell, when te adapted leretical notions on
other points, still firmly believed, or professed to be-
lieve the veal presence, and wuch did He revile
Zuinglius for his novel discovery.  But how did this
¢ Reformer® get at such a meaning?  Let him speak
for himsell. * Conscience,” he says, ¢ compels me (o
state wheuce ilis interpretation of mine was derived.
T conid not persuade the Senate at Zurich to adopt
wy view, and I racked my brains in vain for proof,
but I conld find none. At length I lay down tosleep,
and in my dreams an ange] came, whether white or
black I cannot tell, and he quoted to me Exodus
xii.,—¢ This is the Lord’s Pasch.”  Good God, and
is it thus that, after 1,500 years, the truth of thy
word is to be found out, from a vision which some
¢ Reformer’ cannot fell whether it is an angel or a
devil? Think, my brethren, whether it follows, be-
cause our blessed Laord sometimes spoke in parables,
that, therefore, e always must have spoken s0? And
see to what fatal lengths you will be led by such a
principle of interpretation. Take these simple words

but the very I'rotestant fecls obliged to object here,
and to say, <1 cannot admit that the words must have
such a meaning~~they may, perliaps, but T am not
forced o adoptit.”  The Drolestant is right ; aud
just s0, we refuse to give up the literal meaning, wheu
our blessed Lord says, ¢ T'his is my body.”  But et
us take the second champion of the Protestants. e
comes forward and says, ¢TI am a philosopher; T
know the luws of nature ; T tell you plainly that you
must take the words in a figurative sense ; all seience
is against you; sensc is against you; a body cannot
be in two places at once.”  But Jesus Clist was not
addressing wise men or plilosophers, nor did he -
tend twelve Gallilean fishermen to wait for 1,50¢
years, till the discovery of the laws ol watnre and
science should direct them aright.  Js it not absurd
to think that they were to wait until the discovery of
chemical properties, and the powers of steamn and of
the felegraph should clear up all difficnlly?  Alas!
the laws of nature, when once they are brought inte
conflict with the power of Ged, make sad havoe witl:
the holiest doctrines of our faith, such as the Inear-
nation, and the union of the divine and human putures
in one person, in our blessed Tord! The fwo
champions of DProtestantism, then, are ilie Swisg
Beformer and thie modern man of scicnce.  Against
them we place our chawpion. That champicn is =
little child ; and owr Lord says, ¢ Kxcept ye become
as little children, ye shall not enter into the kingdon:
of Heaven. 'Plie little child is the type of unrea-
soning faith. It will say— Wlat, did nat Jesus
Christ walk on the water, clange waler into wine.
and raise the dead?  And are not “ all things possi-
ble with God 7”  T'hus speals the little ¢inld ; and
faith is the ouly fit judge of divine fruth. And
which champion will Christ approve t—surely the
child.  If we judge with the child by faith tiic type
is at once filled up; we have our sacrifice and our
Paschat Lamb 5 all is filled up, and becomes « con-
sistent whole.  Destroy this, and what remains? No
lamb, but mere bread and wine ; and so the Protest-
ant view brings Christianity down to something lower
than Judaism, and gives usa type of less meaning,
less clear, and less spiritval than the type that was
given to the Jew.  Ttis only the Catholic who has
a reality answering to this type; he has the Lamlb,
at once the vietim and the food of the redeemed.

In conclusion, let me exhort the ignorant or pre-
judiced to ¢search the Seriptures® well, and suc
whether so long as they adliere to the Irotestum.
interpretation, it be not because they themselves
know neither those Scriptures nor the power of God.”
This one doctrine once received, all Catholic truth
at once rests ilself upon it; it is the full realisation
of our Blessed Lord’s incarnation. Then concen-
trale your attention on this doctrine exclusively. I
the end, if you do so it will ‘malke you a Catholic;
and in that Ifoly Sacrament, on the altars of fiw
Catholic Chureh, you will find all streagth and sweet-
ness, and never-failing life.

T'he lecture was listened to with breathless atten-
tion. We observed among the audivnce several
Protestant clergymen.  Benediction with the Most
Holy Sacrament was afterwards given by the Rev.
Dr. Doyle. .

ST. PATRICK’S DAY IN LONDON. -
THE CARDINAL'S VISIT TQ ST PATRICK’S, $OM10.

The Retreat which has been given by the Rev.
Fathers Gaudentius and Joseph was to have closed
on Sunday last, but, in consequence of St. Patrick’s
Day falling on the Wednesday after, al the desive of
the Pastors the Fathers prolonged the Retreat -till
that day. Great numbers poured round the sanctuary
at the carly Masses to partake of the Bread of Lile,
and at cleven o’clock Solemn High Mass was sung
by the Rev. T. Long before his mincnce the Car-
dinal Arclibishop of Westminster, swho sat under the
throne, erceted for him in the sanctuary, until the
Gospel, when lie ascended the altar platform, and de-
livered a most impressive culogy on the Saint, of
which the following is a brief and meagre outline.
‘Caking his text from St. Paul’s Iipistle to the Co-
rinthians, iv., 15, ¢ For il you have tea thousand in-
structors in Christ yet not many fathers; for in
Christ Jesus, by the Gospel, I bave begotten yon,”
his Eminence showed that besides the immediate
Apostles of our Lord’s, to few of the Saints had
been given the glorious title of Apostle of a nation—
the Father of an entirerace. * Who has been given
to you for your apostle 7 said the Cardinal address-
ing his hearers. % Whom do you acknowlede for
spiritual father? Your hearts answer in the name of
that glorious Saint whose meigory we celebrate to-
day. For you are the descendants of those who
received the Faith from him, and who have clung to
it throughout ages in spite of all the persecutions and
cflorts directed against you to deprive you of that

—<The word was God.” The Avian, of conrse,
says that they mean, ¢ The word was & figure of God 37
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treasure.”  His Eminence then showed how contrary:
were the means employed by the Alnighty to pro-



