THE CATHOLIC.

which agrees with the discourse of the  promise,
which most certainly speaks only of the reality, and
1o substitute in ite place one of figure, of represeu-

thiose objects that ave ordinarily considered assigns,
but inthe number of those which ure regarded as
pecubar aid distinet things. Jesus Christ could

ation and of ahscencee, which contradicts the pro-; not employ ft to sngml’"y his body, unlcs‘s. he then,
mised manducation of this flesh, whichis traly 'for the first time, cstablished breadas a sigi; and,
N . . ofs irra TN . .
meat, and which was tobe given for the lite of the 'lin lhn‘;.cas:-, 13 mnklc lnr}\,;t.ll uudx.rst?lml, “:1 speak
warld?  But in place of discoverics, for no new’ according to the rules of language and goud scuse,
discovery could be made in writingsso well under- ‘:hc must have explained his inteation to the :{poslles
stond, and so tharouehly examined before u\cm.|‘\\'{ln) ca:atd nOt‘.ha\'fr tho lcas;t. sus%ncwn ult ity Dbut
thev farmed therr decisiesupon the same exanples,” this he in no wise did: or at Jeast he must liave pro-
«md upon the same grounds, which the veformers’ ;’iously imiqual ‘l? them th;:t ht_zl shoulfi _onlsomo
had already produced togive credit to their new ' future occasion make use of hnal to give them a
interpretation, 1'sign of his bodys and we do not find that he ever
These cxar.ples and these gruuids o rcasons pnounced any such .th.ng, but rather quite the
shallall be diseussedn their tirns: and in order that, "'“"t"-:"")'- .lhllf cer ‘:Fl:{_ gﬂi’l‘cfb&% ll;;l'-]le 000{1‘11 not
von may judge more correctly of the former, we AVt iblended to establish bread as the mege figure
will Imijprn:)uco smne principles admitted hy  all ! s Doy, Ly these most positive teqins, this 1s my
T o g bRy o s drpe e, bt 1 v b e . i
are some thmgs established by usc, as signs: there, <planation, becs :
are others on the contrary which are nof, and whicl; ,, eStablishinent of this sign, “"fl we only then give ||
cannot hecome signs exeept by a new :md. prlmary“ to signs the namesof tne  things sigmfied, wheny
establishméent of them as such. When signs are jthey bave alrady been regarded us signs,  He
established by use, we have a right tosupposa fhat, Who was true map, spoke avcording to the lan-
they are known as such by those to whom “c'lguagc of other men: He, who was wisdom atself,
speak. and ifwe discover any preplexity in thew dcould no otherwise express lumself but m a wise
mind, avicing from their being unalle to asscriain, (30d rational mannes; He, wiw 15 truth aselt; could

not bear fruit of itself, unless it abide inthe vine
so neither can you, unless yoi abide in me.”

‘8© But if men ‘will' draw comparisons from
thesé and ofher sych examples, they must do it s
a different wey; and, insleagof saying, Jesus
Clirist is {he door or thevine, God the Falher 1~
the vine-dresser, which presents reasonable and ve
ry intelligible metaphors on account of tho explana
tion that accompaniés them, they must change the
senlencesas follows: 7%{s door or this vine is Je-
sus Christ, this vine dresseris Godthe Father.
Then they would have a grommatical resemblance
with this is my body: butthen also, taken in theis
isolated state and without previous prepargtions os
explanations, as the words this is my body arc ta-
ken, they would be so ridiculousand extravagant
that 110 sensible person would cver advance such
propositions. '

How often have tho ministers brought forwara
the wordsof the pirable related in St. Matthew,
the seed 1sthe 1éord of God, and thefield is the
world! And because it would admit of none but
a figurative senge, they would irfer that e words
of this eutharistic fistitution must alsobe suscepis-
Llcjofit. And they sce not the enurmous diffis
enco between them ! We must thereforo place 1

“ nat what they are tn then,selves, but wlat u,,_y: never express himsell'in & mnanner that was deceit-
Sgoifi then by ghving ¢ these sigusthe names of ,ful and caleulated tolead wio error bus diseiples, toj
the things Signified, the perplexity ccasts’ and the, whom lie had sud: “The tne comes when b wll)

meaning af the phrase ¥ clearly understaod by wolunger speak te you in parables, hut openly:” ||
every one, - Thus, whed juu ohuiw i a collceiion j tv whom le then wished to give s jast most. jm-|

A pietnres, vou say: Do you see this portmin? - In, purtast isstructous: io whora i finc he bequeathed |

fethe Pence Regent:oritis fhe Princuss R(J)avxl.,,a sharc m the testament whick <he nstituted  fordi

Wher yon direct niy observation to geographical ythem, un the eve of. lus separation trom- them by ||
. s

maps, you say to me, This is England, This ,s,ldeath. . ... .

Se-ttnd Tperfectly undusstand you, because ‘?:d ifin ﬂt:_cuurseof L;snl:unslry %csu;Clmst,"

tnow that picturesand maps are establisued signs: ,,3’3 ‘;g ustc,odcomr;m_\ me ""}' 0?!: s ‘3 nsfap.o'.s';

and my only difficulty was 1o hnow what they ¢S £ ameie duor, Jam a tune; the minds of me

qarticiarly represented.  This is nut thecase with

were sufficiently prepared fur this, and could havc“
s taeare newly established for the st tunesyy’

feund no difficulty but in di
Not boug accustoned to segard the thing youy diate pu

i ‘ isyovering the imme-
rpose, for whichke had employedthese fi=y|
. . cu
Lave Luwacd tume as a sign, having Leen taughty g
‘v colsuler it merely according 10 st natural] andy)

rative expiassions. It is susprising that any one
should have prefenided to discov.vin these expres-

cosculinl properties, I cannot understand ihat wiich;

oo wishi o esablish by i, unless you zequapnt me;

sions any resemblance with the words of the .insti-
: tution, and conclude fromthese two metaphors that
Ald the graticutaruse to which at s destwed by Lhis is ny body might be explained by this is the
sou. I you would have me tounderstand you, you

Ysign of my body. For1it would be necessary at
must explain yourself] orlet me know that, con-
trary 1o the established usage, you have taken it in-

Ieast {o suppose that our Saviour, when he said Lam
adoor, I ama vine, meant {o say that he wasthe
to your head to make a-simn of what has hitherto;
been nosuch thing. In fatt; to return to the por- i

sign or the figure'of a door or of a vine, which is
traits and maps we are speaking of, put in my;

pexfecty absurd. When he calls bimsclf a door
ora vine, it isnot thathe is the sign or figure of
place some uninstructed savage, and in vain wauldg
you repeat to him: Thisis the Repent; Thiz is

{hem_but that hepossesses qualitics of which a
England: he will understand nothing about i, |

before their eyes. Who does not know thata pa
rable is a sort of cnigma, in which words are_ ¢
ployed to convey a meaning different from tha
which they seem to prese'x’zf, and in which every
person sceksfor the nieaning concealed under the
expressions, because hé is well aware that there
must be one there, even before he fias discavered
it? Tho apostles having in vain endeavoured 10
peneirate intoit, besought our Saviour to inform
them - ¢ Explain to us, said they, ¢ the parable ot
the cockle of the ficld.  Jesus seejng that alt
their onxiety was fo know the signjfication
of this parable, answered them very natirally:
“He that soweth the guod seed, is the son of man.
and the field is the world. And the good seed are
the children ofithe kingdom, and the cockle are th
children of the wicked one, and the coemy that
sowed them is the devil,  But the harvest is the
end of the world, and the reapers are the angels

. .
sels.
esus answered according to the wishes of the

aposiles: they had asked him merely to know the
meaning-concealed under the terms which they
knew to be but siens, but the sienification of
which theycouldnot discover. They perfectly
understond it, as soon -as Jesus Christ Iiad joined to
the signs the name of the thingssignified; -« -
But suppress the parable : imagine Jesus Christ
in the open ficlds with his disciples, and shewing
them the reapers at their work, In this case, it is
ovident thathe could not:have~said lo- them, fhesr
ar¢ angels, merely to-signify that they represent-
e angels, Upon {his M, Nicole arzyes ag follows.
Tosay inthe explanation of arable that reapers

dodr and a vine presented-fechle bt seosible imag-
es. There is then no parity between thiese exam-

because, in regard to him, these mapsand paintings .

are signs then for the first time established, which

les: they are two of very different kinds,
you must explain to lim before you make use of
them. .

The principal naturally applics tself to the
point in question. It is plainthat, before the in-
stitution of the Eucharist, ithdd never been the
rustom 1o consider bread asa sign of any thing

22 Jesas Christ bimsel{explains what he meant
to conyey under each of theso fizures.  “ ¥ am the
door, By meifamsan enterin, he shall be saved:
and he shall go in, and go out, and shall-find pas-
tures.””  And in like manner: ¢ Iam the true vino;
and my Father is the busbasdman, Every branch
in mo that beareth oot fruit, he will tako awayz: and
every one thatbeareth fruit; e will purge it;’that

ehatsocver, that ithadnot been classed among

it may bring forth more fruit. Asthe bfanch can-

‘a28
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aro angels, is spcnk‘mgrcxisonulgly: but to say out
of a parable,and when reapers arc not considéred as
sigms, bul as mwen, that they are -.angels; is-apropo-
sition most absurd and contrary to common-sense
Now the proposition this is my body, taken In the
calvinistic sense, 3s notlike {be proposition, these
reapers aré.erigels considered in a paradle, but cut
ofa parable. Thenitis not like.it, exvept-whens:
must be considered absurd and .contyary to com-
mon senso,, - A e e

. ‘- TP be contigucd.
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