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MONTREAL, TREIDAY,

NEWS OI" THE WEEK.

Yroft the further prorogation of Parliament, and
a slight upward tendency in the Tunds, it may be
presumed that hopes are still entertained of eflecting
s amicable arrangement betwixt Russia and Turkey.
Y'rom the seat of war, the inlelligence is scanty ; but
it may be gathered that the Twks have taken the
inittive—tbat the heads of their columns have crossed
e Danube—and that, in the trilling collisions which
lsave occurred, the Russians have met with reverses ;
hiareupon an armislice, for an indefinite period, has
been proclaimed, and negotiations recommenced.—
\Vith this view, the Austrian Envoy has submitted to
1he Sultan, the dvaft of a Note, the terms of which,
it is said, had previonsly been accepted by the Czar,
aud which, it is hoped, may yet prevent matters pro-
reeding to extremilics. According {o other ac-
~uunts, however, little or no reliance can be placed
upon the fact of the armistice ; it being, in all proba-
bility, a 7zse on the part of the Russian Commander-
in-Chief, in order o guin time, in order to reccive the
“reinforcements that were on the march to meet lim.
Tuis well known that the Russian invading army is
in a very wretched condition. Tts hospitals arc
crammed ; dysentery and fever prevail to an alarming
citent; and the “wiorale ® of the troops is nol
much better.  Under these circumstances, it is in no
caudition to cope with the masses which “Turkey is
prepared to thrust across the Danube ; and it is
therefore the intercst of the Russian general Lo aveid
a collision, and if possible, pestpone active operations
until the spring of next year, by which time the
forces under his command will have been considerably
augmented.  As matters stand at present, the Turks
lave decidedly the best of it ; and their unaccountable
cessalion of hostilities has given rise to some strange
surmises, not very flattering to British integrity, or
czleulated to increase the popularity of a distinguish-
od personage, nearest to the throne, Ttis whispered
that Lord Redelifte has been instructed to recom-
mend this armistice, in order to give the Russians
what they mostly want—time ; and thai, as the poliey
of Great Britain is to avoid war at any price, the
lalter Power, is by no means desirous of seeing the
Turks gain any decided advantage over the forces of
the Czar—that, on the contrary, the defeat of the
latter would be very acceptable, as the Dritish Go-
vernment would then have it in its power to compel
the Sultan to accept such terms as Russia might be
pleased to dictate. It is rumored also, that Prince
Albert, whose Tussian predilections are no secret,
eyercises a very powerful influence over the decisions
ol the Cabinet of Bt. James: and that to that in-
fluence must be attributed the timid, vacillating policy
of the Aberdeen winistry, and its unwillingness to
came to an open rupture with the Russian Emperor,
even for the sake of protecting its ally from destruc-
iion, and the vindication of the national faith. It is
significant that the Z%mes inserls a communiecation
protesting against the proposition to erect a statue Lo

Prinee Albert, by means of a general subseription.
‘Phe difficulties betwixt employers and operatives
still continue in England; and threaten results seri-
ously affecting ihe tranquillity, and commercial pros-
perity, of the Empire. At Wigan, the masters hav-
ing declared their determination to close their works
nermanently, unless, within a fortnight, the workmen
should return to their work, and at their former rate
of wages—the miners became desperate. Ilaving
collected in foree, they proceeded to smash, pillage,
and set fire to, the dwellings of the employers; the
" palice were inadequate to resist the storm ; and it was
not until the military had been called out, that the
rioters were dispersed, and peace restored. Mach va-
Inable property has been destroyed, and in an affray
with the colliers, blood has been shed. Turther out-
breaks were apprehended, and an additional military
foree had been despatehed from Manchester to the

scene of disturbances.

The Dublin Exhibition was closed on Monday, the
31st ult., by His Excellency the Lord Lieutenart,
who, amidst the loud and hearty cheers of the as-
sembled multitade, conferred the honer of knighthood
upen Sir Cusac Patrick Rooney. With three cheers
for Mr, Dargan, the ceremony concluded. The
Commitiee of Management have refunded to thelat-
ter gentleman the sum of £40,000, which he had ad-
vauced for the undertakiig, . -
. From Australia, we have news up to the 20th of
Aurust, -From the Catholic Yribunc, of Mel-
bourne of that date, we learn that fresh discoveriessf
-eold had been made on the Geulbarn river, some 30
‘miles” from what are kaown ag the MaeIvor « dig-
ging.”' "~ “ The acceunts are of the most glowing de-
. seription;” gold is described as boing in ﬂarge quan-
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tities, and very easy of access, it being scarcely ne-:
cessary to dig to a greater depth than three or four
feet. 'This new discovery has givena great impetus
to trade ; provisions of ‘all kinds are high, and the
rates of wages are well sustained. o

By the arrival of the Arabia, we learn that hos-
tilities have recommence in the Principalities. Flour
lias dectined from 1Is to Is 6d.

IRISH CATHOLICS O QUEBEC.
Ve have received from a friend at Quebec a
statement of the sams collected in the St. Datrick’s

Church of that city, within the last two months.

On the 10th of September, the collection for
the Rev. Mr. Moore, of Ioly Cross,
Massachusetts, amounted to £60 0
On the 2ud of October, a collection in aid
of the Rt. Rer. Dr. Rapp, Bichop of

Cleveland, was laken up, amounting to % 0
On the 6th of November, the sum eollected -
for the relief of the Irish poor of Quebec
was 6o 0
And again,on Sunday last, the 13th inst.,
the Rev, Father Dominic received the
sum of 73 10
£283 10

To addition to these contributions—the greater
part of which lave been devoted to the support of
Catliolic charities and Catholic institutions, in the

lic doctrine of the Mass-—a true and proper Sacri-
fice—based upon the assumed absurdity of the doc-
trine of the Real Presence, or Transubstantiation—
which, most certainly, the doctrine of the ¢ Mass, a
Saerifice,” implies. o
'« They? (the Protestants) ¢ protest against the doc-
trine of Transubstantiation’—p. 135.
1. % On the authority of the Word of God”—p. 141.
- 8, «QOn the authérity of the Fathers, who support

the Protestant disclaimer®—p. 154, .
3. ¢ Bocause of the differences of Roman Catholies

themselves respecting this doutrine®—p. 155.
4. * Because it is opposed 10 both reuson and sense”

—p. 158. .

We propose to examine these four reasons, for
protesting aguinst the Catholic doctrine, separately ;
and, if we can show—that it is ot contrary to the
Word of God; or rather, that, without doing vio-
| lence to language, and the usus loguendi of tle sa-
| ered writers, that Word may be so umerstood as to
| favor the Catholie doctrine—that the TFathers do not
support the DProtestant disclaimer—that Roman Ca-
tholies do mat difler amongst themselves as to the
fact of ‘I'ransubstantiation—and lastly, that it is noi
opposed Lo reason, ar sense—we shall have the right
to conclude that, Mr. Jenking’ arguments are of no
force against the Mass, as a true and proper Sacri-
fice; and that the doctrine of Transubstantiation
may, in spite of the Protestant disclaimer, and Mr,
Jenkins® rhetoric, be the true doctrine, revealed by
Christ to Tis Aposties. ‘Lhat it Zs true, forms no

United States—the Trish of Quebec have contribu-
ted liberally towards the building of a new presby-
tery for their own cleray, and the support of their

awn poor. Indeed, we may say that scarce a week
passes but what the Trish Catholics of Quebec and !
Montreal arc called upon for their subscriptions for |
some religious or charitable purpose; and, no matter !
how often they may occur, never are these appeals |
made in vain.  If it be the last dollar he hasin the
world, the Irish Papist will not witlihold it, if the in-:
ferests of his religion. or the ery ol the poor, de- |
mand it of lim. Verily he shall have bis reward,|
for God loveth the cheerful giver.

"The total amount of the collections taken up in
St. Patrick’s Church, Quebec, during Lhe past year,
comes to—One Thousaad, Eight TTundred, and Twen-
ty-Six pounds.

The quarrel, that has so long scandalised the Faith-
ful of the Diocese of Bullalo, has become mare em-
bittered than ever; a reconciliation, or rather the,
dutiful submission of the relractory, seems alinost
hopetess ; and, from the final answer of Mgr. Bedini,
we may expect shortly to hear the sentence of es-
communication pronousced by the Church against
her unworthy, and degenerate, children.  The facts
of the case are shortly these: ‘

Tn 1829, M. L. le Coulteulx, gave, to the Bishop
of Buffale, and bis successors for ever, a piece of
land, subject to the conditions that it should be de-
voiled to the erection of a Catholic Church, and the
establislment of a cemetery. The right therefore
of the Bishop of Buffalo to the praperty in dispure
is incontestible.

Tn 1838, the Legislatare of Albany passed a law
incorporating the members of the Churel thus built,
and conveying to them the right to administer its
revenues. 'Thus setting aside the intentions of the
donor, clearly expressed in his decd of gift, made ten
years previous to the act of the Legislature at Albany.

Mgr. Timon refused to acknowledge the right of
the laity of his Church to deprive him of the right
of administering the property shich he held, in virtue
of M. Coulteulx’= donation ; but he consented to the
appointment of a committee, chosen from amongst the
congregation, to administer the revenues accruing
from the said property. "To this reasonable conces-
sion the demagogic, portion, unlortunately the majo-
rity, of the congregation refused to accede, but
threw themselves on their pretended rights derived
from their Act of Incorperation.

To lieal the consequent disputes, the Papal Nuncio
lately visited Buffalo, heard, and thoroughly investi-
gated the claims of both parties, and finally gave his
decision in favor of the Bishop. o this deeision,
the congregation has refused to submit: and asit is
certain Lhat the Church will, on her side, never sub-
mit to the dishonest claims of her undutiful children,
it is likely, that, unless they soon change their course,
the latter will be cut off from the communion of the
Faithful.

Trom the above statement it is very easy to per-
ceive on which side is justice. On the one hand,
the Bishop, not only in virtue of his office, and the
laws of the Church, but in virtue of the donation
made to him by M. Coulteulx, claim the right of
administering the revenues of his church: the laity,
in virtue of an Act of the Legislature, claims the
right of taking possession of tlie Bishop’s property ;
their conduct is thercfore, as opposed to every prin-
ciple of justice, as it is eminently Anti-Catholie. If
Mons. Coulteulx had the right 1o do with his own,
what be thought fit, then is the property in dispute
the property of the Bishop of Buflalo, to the exclu-
sion of all ather pretenders: in spite of all the Acts
of Incorporation that may ever be passed.

“ A ProTESTANT’S APPEAL To THE Douay Bisne.”?

We have shown, from the ancient liturgies, and
from the writings of the early Doctors of the Church,
that the #Orp ReviGion” had a. true and proper
Sacrifiee—though * unbloody”’—to offer ; and, from
the fact that the altars, whereon this Sacrifice were
offared, were material,or sensible, altars, we concluded
that the Sacrifice thereon offered was also a sensible,
and.material Saerifice—as dislinguished from the 8-
gurative sacrifices, which Mr. Jenkins, and his fellow-
worshippers, offer up on their figurative altars, We

part of our thesis.

On the authority of the Werd of God, Mr. Jen-
kins rightly concludes that Christ is in heaven ; and
assuming—on the authority of his very limited intel-
licence—that a body cannot be in more than one
place, at the same moment of time, he emncludes,
that Christ cannot be on our Altars in the Hely Sa-
crifice of the Mass.  Mr. Jenkins alse concludes—
that, beeause some passages of oty Writ must be
understood figuratively, therefore, the words of Our
Lord—in which Ile promised to give His flesh for
food, and pronounced, that which appeared to be

| bread, to be Ilis body—may also be understood fi-

owralively—therefore must be understood figurative-
Iy 3 and that Catlolics, who understand these words
literally, must be in grievous error.  We need bardly
adid that, betwixt Catholics and Protestants, there is
no differer:ce of opinion as to whether Clirist be in
heaven, or, as to whether cerlain passages of the Bi-
ble may be understood figuratively. The real points
at issue are :—Is Christ in heaven, after such a man-
ver that e cannot be present upon earth? Dust
the words of institution of the Liucharist be under-
stood figuratively? Unless Mr. Jenkins can prove
the affirmative to these two questions, lis oljections
are naught; and the conclusions which he draws
against Catholicity, are unfounded.

Mr, Jenkins lays great stress on the text—¢'The
paor.you have always with you; but me you have not
always,”— 2. Joha xii., 8. % Did Clrist mean that
Ifis bodily presence would be altogether removed
from Wis diseiples, or did He not? If he did, then
would Ifis doctrine be opposed 72 fofo to the doc-
trine of Transubstantiation; il he did not, his words
were vain and meaningless.”—p, 143.

“The conclusion by no means follows; for it might
so lave happened that Christ only meant to teach
ITis Learers, that they would not have Him always
with them after the manner—uniler the human form,
visibly, and sensibly—in which 1Je was present with
them at the time ke thus addressed them. We do
‘not assert positively, but we are strongly inclined to
believe, ihat this was Ifis meaning, from another
passage in Idoly WWrit, of whieh Mr. Jenkins
takes no notice—* Behold I am with you all
days, cven to the consummation of the world.”—
St. Matthew xxviii., 20, Upon this passage, we
might comment in the style of Mr. Jenkins—** Did
Clyist mean that e would be really present with
His Chureh, or did He not? If He did, then would
His declaration be easily reconciled with the doe-
trine of ‘I'ransubstantiation ; if He did not, His wards
were vain and meaningless.”

But My. Jenkins will reply—* We admit Clirist’s
Spiritual presence, but we deny His bodily presence;
because is body is in heaven, and the same body
cannot be in two places at the same moment of Lime.
Indeed; and how know you that, Mr. Jenkins ?—
What do you know about bodies at all, ov the pro-
perties of bodies, such as Christ’s body 7 "T'o assert,
and to prove that such a body cannot be in two, or
more, different places at the same moment of time,
are two very different things ; and we defy you to
prove your assutned impossibility, Besides, if you
could, it would be as fatal to Christ’s Spiritual, as to
His bodily,presence ; Lhe same arguments which would
prove the impossibility of the one, would establish
the impossibility of the other.

The argument against the possibility of ome, and
the same, body being in two, or more, places at the
same moment of time, is—that the unity of the body
would be destroyed—that it would no longer be one,
but 2100 bodies. * Ratio cur corpora non videan-
tur posse esse in pluribus locis, non tam est moles,
guem unites.”  Bellarmin, de Sacr. Euch. L. 7.
c. 3. But, for a spirit to be present, in two, or more
places, at the same moment of . time, would, il the
above reasoning be correct, be equally destructive of
its unity—and, thercfore, if ona body cannot be, in
two or more places at once, then neither can a spirit.

That a body may be in a thousand different places
at once, if God so wills it, is not contrary to reason,
though it may be repugnant to the prejudices of the
ignorant: the philosopher, however, finds nothing
startling, or paradoxical in the proposition. Ilear
Leibnitz, the greatest, philosopher of whom the Pro-
testant world can boast :— .

¢¢ So far from its heing demonatrable, as some flip-
pantly boast, that a body cannot be in many places at

bare stil] to gotice the sbjections against the Catho-

once, it may, on the contrary, bo solidly proved, that

P

thonzh the mafurel onder of things reqnires that mas.
ter should be detinitely cirenmscribed, set no absely,
necessily requires i1.’—Syst. Theol, o

That the body of Christ is 120t subject 1o the or-
‘dinary, or what may be styled the -natural—laws of
matter, is evident from Holy Wit Without injury
to the perpetval virginity of Iisnother, He cam,
into the world : and this, though anarticle ol faith—
“ born of the Trrgin Muary”—is no whit less repug-
nant, to what Mr. Jenkins calls reason, than that 1
body should be in heaven, and in ten thousand placey

s apon earth, at the same mowment of time.”—p. 142,

!Coutrnry 1o all Mr. Jenkins® preconceived notions of
matier, to ¢ his .reason, and sense,” Clirist ros,
from the tomb, where His body had lain, and wipy,
that'bady passed forth from the sepulehre, withou
disturbing the great stone wharewi(h ils month way
closed, and which the angel, after His resuirection
# rolled back ;» in order to give the women acces
to the spot * where the Lord was laid.”—S¢. Bue,
28,c. Again, setting at defiance “the natural op-
der of things,” the real body of Chwist, passed inig
the room where the eleven were gathered toecther,
with the doors firmly shut for fear of the Jews. I
diseiples were frightencd, supposing that it wasy
spirit, thus at once dispesing of the aranments of
Calvin, and Oecolampadius, who, finding this part of
the sacred narrative * opposed (o both reason any
sense” and utlerly subsersive of all their precon-
ceived nofions of the laws of matter, tried to make it
out that Jesus came in at a window—or down the
chimney, perhaps—and that tlere was nothing mys-
Herions, or supernatural, in the mode of s entrunce
lat all.  This wretehed altempt to evade the force of
the Catholic argument—that the body of Christ is
not subject to, and cannot therefore be judged by,
any of the ordinary or natural lnws of matter—is at
{onee rebutted by the effect of Christ’s appearance in
;1he midst of Ifis chosen followers, They thought
fethat it was a spirit”—not simply beeause of the ap-
Ipearanee of one whom they helieved to be dead ; for
hey all knew of their Lord’s 1esnsrection, and some
cof them, bad not only seen Tim. but had “aken
ihold of Iis feet and worshipped Him.”— St Mar,
128 e., 9 2.—hutbecause of the supernatursl manner
tof Ilis appearance—¢ when the daors were shut for
[fear of the Jews”—St, John, vx.c. 19 v. Bear-
ving then all these facts in mind—knowing feom ldly
Writ, that the body of Clrist is not subject 1o what
we, with our limited facuities, call the #laws of
matter”—we can sec no valid reason for denying the
possibility of that hody being in morce than one place
at the same moment of time; and if we once athimt
that possibility, Mr. Jenkins’ argnment, which is based
solcly upen the assumpiion of the impossibility of
Christ’s body being, at the same moment of time, in
heaven, and upon our altars, falls to the ground.

"Chis answer applies to all the texts which our au-
tlior cites relative to Christ’s Ascension, and recep-
tion in heaven “until the times of the restitution of
all things.” T the theories, and vague assumptions
of the Protesiant objector, we oppose facts,  Christ
—though since Ilis Ascension, He has nesver /efi
heaven—/%as appeared in Mis bodily presence upon
earth—ITe appeared to St. Paul, as we read in the
Acts of the Apostles; and in sueh a manner as to
constilute that Apostle as compelent an eye-wilness
to the truth of the resurrection of His hody, as were
St. Peter, and the other Apostles, with whom oar
Lord conversed during the forty days intervening be-
twixt ITis resurrectlion, and Ascension into Feaven.
We conclude, therefore, that—aflter His receptien
into Heaven, Christ, without ceasing to be in heaven,
was also bodily present upon earth—or else St. T'aul
could not have been a competent witness to the trnth
of the resurrection of Christ’s body—and that, there-
fore, the body of Christ is not so in hcaven, that it
cannot, also, at the same time, he upon earth.

"Chere is also recorded in Iloly Writ, another in-
stance, which should teach us 10 be very carefut how
we attempt (o limit the Divine power; or to pro-
nounce it absurd to admit the possibility of & body le-
ing in two, or mare, places at once. We allude to the
miracle recorded in St. Matt. xiv. c. j where our Lord
is represented as feeding, with five loaves and two
small fishes, five thousand men, besides woinen aml
children, who all eat and were filled ; and yet, of the
fragments of these identical five loaves, and two
small fishes, there were gathered up, after the repast,
twelve baskets full; more in bulk, than there was in
the beginning, ere, upwards of five thousand persons
had eaten their fill. I we can admit the truth of
t!)is miracle, it does indced seem a miracle of incon-
sistent seepticism to hesitate at admitting that a body
may be in two, or more places at once—and that
millions, and tens of millions may reccive that body
—a wlole Christ—in the Tucharist ; and yet that
that body of Christ be not consumed, or diminished ;
all of which is, nevertheless, ¢ opposed to both reason
and sense.”

Mr. Jenkins next finds a very strong disclaimer
against the doctrine of the Real Presence of Christ
in the Euclarist, in the language of St. Paul—

¢ For as often as you shall eat this bread, and drink
this chalice, you shall shew the death of the Lord
uniil He come.”—1 Cor., xi., 26.

If, by the ¢ coming® of the Lord, may be under-
stood His second inanifestation in great glory to judge
the world—and it thus that most commentators un-
derstand the © coming” of Christ—the passage woult
mean that, by the celebration of the Lord®  Sup-
per, Christians ‘show, or commemorate, Iis death
“until He appear” to judge the quick and the
dead ; in which we can find nothing repugnant to the
Catholic doctrine that He is, in the mean while, really
and truly present with us on our altars, in’the Sacribce
of the Mass. Besides,-when Catholics affirm Tran-
substantiation, they do not affirm a ¢ coming™ of
Christ—or a local change, from place to place ; bat
a change, from the substance of bread and wine, to

the substanoe of Christ’s body. - This by wo meaws



