Technical and Bibliographic Notes / Notes techniques et bibliographiques

The Institute has attempted to obtain the best original
sopy available for filming. Features of this copy which
may be bibliographically unique, which may alter any
of the images in the reproduction, or which may
significantly change the usual method of filming, are
checked below.

Coloured covers/
Couverture de couleur

Covers damaged/
Couverture endommagée

Covers restored and/or laminated/
Couverture restaurée et/ou pelliculée

Cover title missing/
Le titre de couveriure manqus

Coloured maps/
Cartes géographiques en couleur

Coloured ink (i.e. other than blue or black)/
Encre de couleur (i.e. autre que bleue ou noire)

Coloured plates and/or illustrations/
Planches et/ou illustrations en couleur

Bound with other material/
Relié avec d’autres documents

Tight binding may cause shadows or distortion
along interior margin/

La reliure serrée peut causer de "'ombre ou de la
distorsion le long de 1a marge intérieure

Blank leaves added during restoration may appear
within the text. Whenever possible, these have
been omitted from filming/

i1 se peut que certaines pages blanches ajoutées
lors d’une restauration apparaissent dans le texte,
mais, lorsque cela était possible, ces pages n‘ont
pas été filmées.

Additional comments:/
Commentaires supplémentaires:

This item is filmed at the reduction ratio checked below/
Ce document est filmé au taux de réduction indiqué ci-dessous.

10X 14X 18X

L'{nstitut a microfiimé le meilleur exemplaire qu'il

lui a été possible de se procurer. Les détails de cet
exemplaire qui sont peut-étre uniques du point de vue
bibliographique, qui peuvent modifier une image
reproduite, ou qui peuvent exiger une modification
dans la méthode normale de filmage sont indiqués
ci-dessous.

Coloured pages/
Pages de couleur

Pages damaged/

Pages endommagées

Pages restored and/or laminated/
Pages restaurées et/ou pelliculées

F Pages discoloured, stained or foxed/
Pages décolorées, tachetées ou piquées

Pages detached/
Pages détachées

Showthrough/
Transparence

Quality of print varies/
Qualité inégale de I'impression

Continuous pagination/
Pagination continue

Inctudes index(es}/

Comprend un (des) index

Title on header taken from:/
Le titre de l'en-téte provient:

Title page of issue/

Page de titre de la livraison

Caption of issue/
Titre de départ de la livraison

Masthead/
Générique (périodiques) de 1a livraison

2X

Wrinkled pages may film slightly out of focus.

26X 30X

12X 16X

20X

28X 28X 32X




The Catheolic. . i

th

Quod semy

1 quod ubi

: bad]

quod ab o

VOL.X.

SELECTED.
AMICABLE DISCUSSION.
Continucd.
' LETTER IIL

ON TIHE INFALLIBILITY OF THE CHURCH.

So much cxcess, so many crimes, which were
dJaily committed in the reform, at last opened the
eyes of the leadersupon the principles which they
had at first put forward, and made them understand
that they must change both their method anu their
language. Blinded creatures! notto have known
sooner, that to destroy, there i3 nothing more re-
quired than that enthusiasm & intoxicationto swhich
the multitude is so prone; whereas when they wish
fo rebuild, know they <ot in what manner tobring
back fo order and subordination the minds that have
been once infatuated with heir religious independ-
erce! However that may be, the refurmers em-
ployed for this purpose -all the resources of their
mind, the credit they enjoyed with princes, and the
Jittle controul they still retained over the people,
See with what ardour poor Melancthon set himself
aboutit: < Would to God, wouldto God, said he,
that I might be able, not indeed to confirm the do-
mination of the bishops, but to re-cstablish their ad-
ministration! for I sec what kind of a Church we
are going to have, if we overlurn the ecclesiastical
government. I seo that tyranny willbe more in-
supportable than ever.——What will be the condi-
tion of the Church (continues he) if we change all
theanciqat customs and there be no longer any fix-
cd prelates, and conductors?*?

¢» Qur brethren blame me,because I give juris-
diction to the bishops. The people accustomed to
Tiberty, after baving once shaken off the yoke, are
unwilling toreceive itany more; and it is the towns
of the empire that hate this dominion the most.
‘They do not trouble the es about doctrine and
religion, but only.about power and liberty.”

Somgtiu.xe after this, it appears that the ministers
and the principal persons of the parly siruck in
with his opinion: forinstead of sayiag, our brethren
blame.me, he says now: * Qurbrethren are agreed
that the ecclesiastical mode of government by
shich bishopsare recogoised as the syperiors of|
wany Churclics, and tho bishop of Rome superior
over all the bishops. ispermitted, It hasalso -been
permitted to kings.to give revenues to the churches:
sothereis.no dispute about the superiority of the
popo and tho aulkority-of the bishops; and the"pope
as well ag the-bishopsmnay easily preserva this.au-
thosity. . For the Church stands in need ofcunduct-
ars 10 maintain order, (o have an eye aver those
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who are called: to the ecclesiastical ministry, and
ouer tho doctrine taught by the priests, and
to  ecxercise ccclesiastical judgments ; so

that, if there were no bishops, we must nceds make
them. The monarchy of the Pope would also tend
very muchto preserve agreement in doclrine a-
mong many nations, ‘Thus we should easily agree
upon the superiority of the pope, if we were agreed
upon ali the rest, and kings might themselves easi-
1y check the incroachments of the pope upon the
temporalities of their kingdom,”® Whatreflections
docs this passage, and many others which 1 could
produce, occasion an the irresistible furce of ex-
perience and truth, which oblige men to recognise
the principles which {bey themselves bad overturn-
ed. Melanchton is not the only one who entertain-
ed these opinions in these fimes. You will bave
remarked this declaration;
agreed.” In the cenfession of Augsburgh, they

had already proclaimed tolerably lvidly the autbor-ji
ity of the Church, the agreement ofthe ancient
Church, of the Catholic Church, and even the doc-
trino of the church of Rome. I have given you
Asfor the Calvinists, without

the passages above.
retraciog here the multitude of professions of faith,

and of synods, the object of which cvidently was to

instruct and to hold people’s minds in subjection,

by tho voice of authority, ¥shall notice some sen-
have
atholic

tencesoﬂhesynod of Delpht, because the
moro closcly imitated the language ofthe
church, and almostadopted the same doctrine.

The remonstrants bad advanced that the synod
with which they were threatened would not be in-
fallible like the aposiles. It wasnot easy for thella) council is the
Calvinists openly to deny this; the synod of Delpht,
however, answered them in these words: ¢ Jesus

O A

who approved of it afterwards. We see here the

whaleof Calvinism brought backin its turn to the

principle of authority, as was Lutheranism before it,

in the confession of Augsburgh.

The particular teachers who have sisce ‘appear-

ed, and who have shewn more learning and mode-

’mﬁon, in both parties, bave adopted the samo prin-
‘ciples and held nearly the same Janguage. 1 dv
not even entirely except M. Juriew, whom I could
cite to you, were it not of more consequence to
make you acquainted with a more grave and morc
solidly instructed personage, M. Molanus, the Ab-
be de Lokkum, the friend and fellow-labourer ot
Leibnite, in the projectof conciliation carvied on
for some time, between them and Bossuct, but
which unfortunately failed. M. Molanug assigns

«“ Qur brethren areft

as the third rule of faith ¢ the inferpretation of the

iseripture adopted by common consent or authoris-
ed by the practice of the ancient and modern
s church,~or which should be approved by a gener

al council held legitimately and freely. AR chris-
tians are agreed (says he) upon the following
poiuts* 1st, such or such councils are not 2lways
necessary of themselves, but only on account of

cerfain circumstances, as when the troybles of the
Church cannot otherwise be appeased. 2dly, It
is agreed that the interpretation of scriplure given
by the councilshould be preferred, at least exte-
riourly, to that of any individual: on this account
1the confession of Augsburgh declares that a gener-
ultimate means emplayed by .anti-
quity to procure the peace of the church, and ought

Christ who promised to hisapostles the Spirit of tobe resorted to. ‘The synod of Dordrecht, all the
trath, whose lights should conduct them in oll truth }{ councils held by the two partics,and even that of
also promised to his churchtobe with her to thej|the apostics confirm the same thing. In fine wo
end of ages, and where two o1 thrce are assembled fl g g1ill another decided confirmation in the acts

{ogethe. in hisname, there to be in the midst o e bt .
them:* iremwhich they conclude, alittle later, ofthe synod of Charenlon, whereit is siid, that, it

¢ th:at when pastors fromseveral countries should [[3t V&€ permitted to all and to-cach ope to adbere
be assembled, to decide according to the word of|}{e private interpretations, there wonld be as many
God, what must be taugbt in the churches, weinusts || religions as parishes.  88ly. Again,itvs egreed,

witha firm confidence, be persuaded that- Jesus|lypat the'ecumenical councils have very oflen erreds

Christ would bowith them according to his pro-
mise >> Now the declaratior. . "z provincial sy-
nod (ard this shonld be observed) was afterwards
vead aud approved at the national syned of Dor-
drecht, called by all the party (bo almost  cecume-
nical synod, because, in fact, init wero found de-
puties from ¥ngland, Scolland, the Palatinate,
Hesse; Switzeilind, Geneva, Brenen, Emden, in
a word, from the whole body of tho reformation,
not joined to (he Lutherans, with the exception of|
the Freuch. whom reasons of state keptaway, but

and that when we attribute to themtheassistance ot
the Holy Spirit, or ibat infailibility to which ajl
christians cee an imward submission, we bave neves
pretended that -such infallibility belongs fo them,
precisely because they afe councils, but becavso
of the subscquent cphicntof the greatest part oﬂﬁ}c .
Chureh, to which the assistance of .g!x_é;;
Holy Spirit, is promised.” And -in the.
new explasation of his method he says: FIf o



———

THE CATHOLIC.

the churchibad decided in a council undoubtedly ftheir intercsts hold their peace. For then ﬂncy.!
general, such as arc, by the consent of all partics, |12y down their principles in theory, as if they no,
the first of Nice, the three of Cunstantinople, that ilonger remembered Faving combated them the day
of Chalcedon and that of Ephesus, the contrary to Ibt'{’or.cin their actions. To conclu(lo: all that lhcyI
that which the protestants decide, there is no doubt SN 18 tu give a more scandalous display to “’ci
that this decision shonld carr " the day.””  You hasve |°°"_“'“‘“°“°“ with which they were {opronclfcd bo-
here then, according 1o the leamed Abbe and ac- .{ween their actual docirine and their public con-.
cording to M. Leibnitz, for they both Inboured to- !ducl. ¢ Who areyou? Said they to them: whence
gether, the authority of the church brought into .¢ome youl Yesterday we kuew .nolhing of you?,
honour and repute: and according to them and the I;Whosc place do you occupy? It is .lhc place of;
acts of Charenton, it is not lawiul for any onc to your masters in the faith, of your superiors, to whom,
adopt his private mterpretations, because otherwise (the righ.l of holding their sces sti.ll bcl'ongs. unless
there would b» as many religions as parishes: the sheer violence makes them lose it.  You !10\'0.008’
orcumenical council should supersede all others, Pised authority in them, and would you have jt re-
wfallibility ic attached to the greatest part of the jcognised in you? They at least held it from tlml
« hurch, breause the assistance of the Holy Spirit ugm‘crsalchurch, with which they were in commu- ,
Las been promised it. Do we require more? Or bion: they formed a part of the apostolic chain o(’E
aid we ask more n the time of Luther and  Cahvin? succession; but have not you by breaking this com-.
Who would not feel himself 1chemently moved munion, broken also the chain? Have you not,
with compassion atthe sight of the fatal echism, jgonc out ofthe regular line? Intruders into these
that Las been effected by meansof crying down an  2ncient secs your authority comes from yourselves®
athority, to which the reformers were onc day to | You have no existence, nor power except ffo“_‘ you
lave recourscagain? O the lindness and folly of Jroyal govermcess; you are l:crcrcatufcs as she i3 the
man! Oh! the miscry of your guilty reformers and creature of parliament; your authority comes from
their numerous descendants! i'kery her’s from i, Join together, aslongas jou
ButIam detaining you toolong ina strange please, in framing rules of policy, among you and;
<ountry: 1lasten to conduct you againto your fel-  yours. Se far, so good. But do not pretend o,
fow-countrymen. From the time that England, ;’S"b.l“g'ﬂ'c our opinions: they arefree, you k"‘f“'
which perliaps may claim the glory of superior they are, youh:wc taught us 59, and \nlhou.t this,
knowledge in its temporal interests, and of excel-[{¥0u would zct bewhere you are.”” The dispute
lingin the art of governing, hiad talen the fatal re-fjhas continued since and  still exists between the
solution tn Jegalize schism audto form itsclfinto a Partisans of the established church and the nume-
religious constitution, it felt the necessity of in- |FOus sccts who wish for none.  The first, agreca-
vesting its new church with all the strength and by with the institution .°f the (]iunfz Legislator,
poser of the nation, One of the first concerns uf tho |judge with reason that without authority there can
parliarent was to carry alaw for the establishing of (b no unity n the church: the others, agrecably
uniformity of worship. The supreme govcmcss"‘““‘ the pfll’lCl])]CS of the -rc.formnuotn and much
actedupon the same plan. No sooncr had she sub-, more.consxstex'ﬂ.ly, are of opinion, thatif they must
stftuted her bishops for those of the ancicnt church, |submit toa spiritual authority, ihere was no neces-
but she gave them to understand that they must as- jSity for beginning by ewancipating themsclves from
sornble and draw up a formula of Gith, that might it, and that, all things considerert, x} wouh:l ha\-:c
serve as the basis of the common creed of her sub- | been better to have keptto that which derivedits
Jdects.  They actually assembled in 1562, and drew forigin from  God himself, It is certainthat the

up the thirty-ninc arlicles, which afterwards receiv- | doctrine of the twentieth article is unwarrantable on
ed-the approbation of the governess and the

rned
p2ye2e

'the publisher of the thirty ninc articles and the canons.

l
|
|
|

tho principle of the reformation, in England as
well asupon the Continent.™ There wus no other
weans of establishing it than by returning to th
Catholic principle. It would have been necessan
that the first 1cformers, instructed by experience,
should frankly have achnowledged their  misttake
bave loudly declared that they had gone gstray,
and thatncither order, nor unity, nor salvation
could be eapected, unless under the protectionofan
infallible authority. A candid and spirted acknow -
cdament like this world have been too heroie to
have been expeeted from the very persons who had
raised the standard of revolt.  But you who come
50 long behind them ; you, who without partaking
in their agression, equally share in their errors aut
the faral consequences of which they were the firs
witnesses, and which they so much deplored to-
wards the end of their carcer, what prevents you
from surrcnding yourself to the clearness of the
proofs, the force of truth and the lesson read by ex-
petience ? Never lose sight of the day when the re-
formation took its rise in your country and clse-
wheret and say ; ‘The Church and its authority
were then as before, as to day, and sfor ever.
salidly establishment upon the promises of Jesus
Chirist 3 this foundation is notless firm and immo-
vable than thatof the universe, for the finger ot

God sapports them  both alike, and promises tor
them‘the samne duration.

*To be continued.

*Sec among others, Lord -Soromers. Tracls, vol.11.p.

1460, where you will fiod an anonymons work, the authorog

which expresses himself sn.a stroagand virulent manner,
against the twentieth article,and against bishop Sparrow,

S ————y
ON THE EDUCATION OF CANADA.
Kingston, dlay 1531.
Ta the Editor of the Catholic,
Sir—On the ITih of the present month there ap-
prared in the Canadian Courant, a paper published
at Montreal, an article upon the state of Education

in Canada. The tenor of his remarks surprised
lme, not indeed in considering their source, but in

Yegal approbatien of parliament. Butwhat influ-
ence could the governess or the parlioment have,

aver the mind, after they kad taught the people to,
dospise the holy authority that Jesus Christ had,
given tohis chureh?  And, above all, what did the,
new spiritual Iords mean by their twentieth asticle?
With what face did they there clam for themselves
. . . . '
the right of judging controversies, deciding upon,
snallers of faith, of enforcing obedience to their de-
cisions by tall_ their spiritual censures, thay who
but lately had prided themselves on their abjuring
the authority of the universal church, and had just
made such 2 shameful display of insubordination
against their legitimate superiors? Ifow come they,
now adays, to entertain so high an idca of the cpis-
copal dignity and authority, much misplaced un-
doubtediy in theirpersons, and yet cssentially most!
christian? Thercare then cerbin powerful truths

*¢¢ Ut ficri solct in xdifico collapso, ut qui illnd restan-
rere cumt, in veteri fundamento non dificst, quia  coavul
sum cst et minus firmum, et plenum ruderum, sed novum
aliquod furdamentum pomit . ita in restauratione  ecclesiz
factum est.  Voluit enim Deusnonin veteri fundamento,
boc est, in successione cpiscoporum, sed novo quodam et
extraordinario modo illam instaurationem fieri.”

¢ Nostna cpiscopi ¢t ministri non sunt a papistiicis cpis-
copis ordinati.”’(a)

1t 15 prancaple that he who withdmws Inmself from the
anthority of the Church loses by thatact all the jurisdiction
he had received from it ; and there no longer remains any
jurisdiction for him to communicate. Thus the bishops

poungcven they had enjoyed the right of conferring 1t be-
forc their defection, wwould not have been able to transmit
anyafter Cardinal Pole wasthenthe Jast archbishop of
Cantezbury in the apostolic succession, and Parker the first
in the parliamentary and royal establisbment.

And should the consceration of Parker have been valid
(and this cves, accerding to Le Courayer, 1sat Jeast doubt

with which men find themsclves penctrated and as
st were impregnated in spite of themselves; to

which they are constrained to pay homage, when;

ful, tospeak of it in the most favourable manner possible)-
it is cértain that the yunsdiction of the Church conld aever
bare been communicatéd o him.

who were no! pepistical, of whom Whitaker speaks, sup-||

|reflecting on their nature. Daring statements un-
;supportcd by theleast shadow of argument, errone..
;ous notions, principles tending to the demoraliza-
ytion of society, apparent desire of working up reh-
,gious prejudices in order to excile religious ani-
muosities, misrepresentation of the conduct of re-
,spected and respectable men and institutions.—
Such is the idea which T formed of the productior.
on the first perusal of it. 1 cannot affirm that fur-
ther reflection bas caused me to alterit. . |

It is with the view of preventing the public snind
from being misled, of doing away with he mist
lwlxicb such remarks have a tendency to excite, of
affording reflecting and impartial men, men not
governed by passion and prejudice, but by reason
and principle, grounds for forming a prudent judg-
ment on the system of cducation which is followed
in the Catholic cstablishments of the province, that
Tundertake to offera few reflections on the produc
tivn of the Courant. I desire.to make my,commat-

l

i
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jnications to the public through the medium of your
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journal.  Its respectability and the merited estecmi‘—is it perfectly evident that this system is bad ? Or

in which it is held will add uew weight to my rc-{
flections if found correct. !

It is my jutention to examine more particularly
that portion of his remarks which relates to the
colleges of Canada.  In the course of this discuss-,
ion I may find the apportunity of noticing his re-

does he suppusc fhat his emnpire over the public
mind is so great, as o render it superfluous for him
to adduce his reasons—the ipse dizat of the Canadi-'
an Courant being sufficient to decide the opinion of;
his rcaders 1 Toane, I must confess, the malter:
is not so clear, It may be obiuseness of intellect,

marks relative to the negligence of the clergy in'on my part. That is not my fault. Neither is it my|

establishing schools for the bulk of the population,
In treating these subjects I shall speak with candor
aud with liberty. Y shall not abuse the patience of,
my readers by vain declamation, common place re
marks, vague principles, assertions without proof.

fault, that T do not sufficiently feel the magic influ-;
ence of the Courant’s authority to bow submissive
te judgments which he deigns not to ground upon a

‘|single reason, l

Had he given bis reasons, I might have weighed.

When [ make assertions I sball endeavor to prove
them ; when Iallude to facts they shall be known
facts, or fucts easily verified. 1o laying down prin-

them. Since he has not, all that Ican do isto;
compare with his sweeping condemnation the au-)
thority of eminent men, incontrovertible facts, and,

acknowledgment even of may Protestants, the
strongest barrier that-can be opposed to the doc

trino which tends to civil and religious anarchy.-

Mr, Jokn de Muller goes so fas ns to say that the
order of the Jesuils is the common bulwcark of cvery
kind of authorily. 'The Jesuits strike at the root
ofthe evil : they teach youththe fear of God and
obedience. True it 15, they do not teach Pru-
testantism,  But have we the right of obliging
Catholics to teach any other doctrine than that
which they profess? Did we ever hear of Jesuits®
teaching any doctrine similar to that of our modern
schools 7 Did they ever teach the doctrine of the
sovereignty of the peopleand all its fatal ,conse-
yuences, as it 1s now taught in our Protestant uni

versities1 They have been accused of being op

ciples, I shall eadeavor {o establish them, if they solid reasons, which depose in favor of the system jposed to the authority of Princes. But they bave

are not selfevident; and if they ave, I shall express |
them in clear and unequivocal terms,

Without further delay, let us enter upon the dis-
cussion,

The strictures which the Canadian Courant pass-
eson the Catholic institutions of the province are
comprisad under the three following heads, in which
I shall use his own words. X

He complains 1st, That the Catholic colleges of
Canada follow ‘a system of education introduced '
hy the Josuits,??

2, That “the present defective system fs the !
chief, if not the only cause of throwing Canadians;
mto the back ground of commerce. »

3. That there is cause of serious complaint on'
the part “of the protastant population, for the in-
tolerant rule twhich compelsail the inmates of these |
schools, of whatever sect they may be to attend to!
the worship of the Catbolic church; which mle
leaves them open to the suspicions of practicing
an indirect system of proselytism.”’

Let us examine these causes of complaint. 1st,
‘The system of education rollowed in the collegesof '
this province is complained of, and represented as’
worthy of public animadversion, because it is the !
system of the Jesuits,

The author is doubtless well acquainted with the
systern of education introduced by the Jesuits. He
fias doubtless visited their colleges, examined their
made of teaching, enquired into their reasons, con-
versed with their pupils. At all events he rust be
pecfectly conversant with the works in which their !
system is explained. Ho has perused with atten-
tion the ratio studiorum, drawn up by six of the
most eminent men of their sociely, and Jouvenci’s
Dearte -docendi et discendi ‘in which their plan of
studiesis developed. For ifhe has done noting of
oll this, be must bo a rash and thoughtless man to'
judge what ho is ignorant of;; he must bave but Iit-!
tlevespeet for the public, to publish as cétlain what!
may prabably or possibly bo erroncous.  Butife!
rendered himselt master of his subject, befora ke
published his yudgment, why does he withhold froms
the public the reasonsupon which he grounds his'
Judgment? Is it 2 matter perfectly eviilent -of it-'
self, that 2 system of education folloived in Europic’
for neardy threo hundred years, and here; ia {his’

i

YIsay : examine the schools of the Jesuits ; nothing

Hguished individuals would prefer the authority of

Hsuccess with which they insiruct youth in literature

progince, as the Courant says, for nearly a century!

2ge. —I(is so constituted as to be, according to lhc‘

of cducation followed by the Jesuits. 1. The first,;
‘1authority which I shall bring forward is that of the

immortal Lord Bacon. d pedagogicam quod
allinet, brevissimum foret dictw- consule scholas
Jesuitarum: nihil enim,quod in usum venit,his me- |
lium, Dedignil. et augm.scient b, 7,p. 163. With,
regard to the art of teaching 1 have butone word to

more excellent has yet appearcd.

The authority of so great a man is enough to de-
cide the question. Nevertheless to shew that he,
was far from being alone in Lis way of thinking 1
shall bring other authorities,

Catharine 2ad, Empress of Russia, in her letter
to the Pape writfen in 1783 declares, ¢ that she
protects the Jesuits {rom motives of reason aud jus-
tice, as well as from the hope that they wilt be use-
ful to her empire—that none are more capable than
they of instructing her subjects.”

The celebrated Frederic 2nd, of Prussia, in his
letter to Voltaire, dated 5th July, 1770, decleres,
that he loves the Jesuits. I will preserve this
precious seed in order to furnishit to those whomay
wish to cultivate a plant so rarc.”> Now most as-
suredly no one will pretend that Frederick was ac-
tuated by religious zcal—his irreligious principles
are well known. But let us return againto lcamed
men—some who do not reflect that princes are gui-
ded in their judgments by the counsels of distin-

men of known learning aud talents. Open then
the Belgic annals of the learned Grotius, and he
will there tell you *that the Jesuits have acquired
greatauthority by the sanctity of their lives and the

and science.” Annal. de reb. Belg,

*“Wlo,” says Mr. Kern, 2 Protestant, & Profes-
sorin the Unjversity of Gottingen,—*“Who are
now-a-days the enemics of the Jesuits ? . Atheists,
revolutionary philosophers, Jacobins, and those;
who are unacquainted with them,. But every true
royalist should love thase who are the. ohjects of
Jacobinical batred 3 for we may be sure that there
is question cither of God, of religion, of justicoor
of subotdifation. The re-establishment of . this
celebrated ordet, far from being 8 svurce. of un-
casiness, is, on the contrary, a happy emen for. our

been sufficiently justified on this point, both by
Henry 1V. of France, and by the assembly of the
Freach clergy under Louis XV. And by what
means could so disasterous 2 doctrine find place
among men who taught nofhing but what is ground -
cd on the principles of christianily? Experience
proves the rapid progress which irreligious and
anarchisl principles bave made since the suppres-
sionof the Jesuits, Philosophical universitics and
philosophical faculties, says Dollas, un English
Protestant, were substituted, on the continent, for
the colleges of the Jesuits. Education under the
united efforts of faith and reason ceased : reason,
withall its errors was preferred.  Iaith was aban-
doned, reviled, und is now known only under the
name of superstition, Inthe year 1777 the order
of St. Ignatius was abelished 5 in 1793 a King of
Irance was behcaded. Reason has been deified,
and temples have been dedicated to its worship.
During the spaceof two centuries, the Jesuits had
educated in their college of Clermont at Pavis the
principal portion of the nobility of France in the
principles of religion, in the sciences, and in tho
love of their country. But afew yearsafter {ho
dismissal of these able tenchers, this very college
issued into the world the Robispierses, the Camille
Desmoulins, the Talliens, the Noels, the Frerons,
the Chenicrs and ofher demagogues. Is it then

..
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surprising that the Pope and Catholie Princes
should re-establisn men whose sorvices bave been
appreciated by Protestants, by the great Leibnitz,
by Frederick the Y. and whom Bacon proposed as
models when he said, that when there 1cas questior
about education, the shortest method was o consult
the schools of the Jesuils.™?

Can any thing be more safisfactory than: theto
autharities—satisfactory I mcan to those who wish
to know andmake known the truth, They may -
perbaps be somewhat galling to the Canzdiau
Courant, .

It will be vhserved that none of the distinguished
persons whose authority 1 have cited were Catholics,
So tbattbeir-judgment cannot be supposed to Lave
received any bias in favor of the Jesvits system of
cducation from .theiv religious prepossessionss=
Their opinion evidently prececds from the force of:
(mu".‘ . ; . - R

Butlet us

proceed to undeniable facts which

-
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depose in favor of this system of education. The the Rochefoucaulds; the Polignacs, the Flechiers,
sirst fact is the universal esteem in which they wero|| the Bossuets, the Huets, the IFunelons, the Fleurys,
held, This esteem is testified by the numerous| This society with its defective system formed for ('hc
«olleges which were confided to their care all over*. magistracy the Lamoignons, the Biguons, the No-
urope. Now it is absurd to suppose that the vions, the Potiers, the Pelletiers, th: Henaults.—
whole of Burope, could have been so far deluded, It formed for the sciences and for literature a Justus
as to become infatuated, and that for nearly three  Lipsius, a Descartes, a Cassini, a Corcille, a
hundred years, with a system of education so bad, Rousseau, a Crebillon, a Moliere, a Pompigoan, o

-tsnot to Jeserve that areas.n should be given for
s condemnation. Their system was so much
esleemed and was found by experience so superior,
us Lord Bacon observes, to every other, that the

classes of other colleges were almost deserted for|

those of the Jesuits. Ewven Mr. Du Boulay, the
historian of the university «0f Paris acknowledges,
this. ¢f Students flock to the sciools of the Jesuits, |
whilst those of the uvniversity are abandoned.’—
Frequentantur eorum (viz. Jesuitarum) schola:
magno numero scholasticorum, et Academice
depopulantur.—1. 6, p. 916. They enjoyed tosuch
a degree the public confidence, that when they
quitted France under Henry IV. who in the begin

uing of bis reign expelled themn, and a few years af-
ferwardsrevoked the unjust sentence, which had
hanished them, the students preferred to follow them
to other countries, rather than to place themselves
under other teachers. A similar mark of esteem
was shewn to them at their expul ion from France
two yearsago, Their colleges in Switzerland and
Spain are filled with French students,

Another fact which deposes in favor of this sys-
tem is the great number of distinguished men who
owed to it the developement of their talents. 1 shall
tirst mention a few of those who distinguished
themselves in the society, and afterwards a few of
those whe were educated in its colleges.

Among those who distinguished themselves inthe
society, we find che names of Bouhours, Cossart,
Rapin, De la Rue, Jouvenci, Giaunatazi, Vallins,
Mascnius, &c. in the aunals of literature; the
vames of Arriaga, Scheiner, Kircher, Fabri,
Buffier in those of philosophy. ‘Fhe ecrudition of}
Petau, Sirmond, Bollandus, Papebroch, Hensche-
nius, Hardouin, Labbe, Tourncaime Nicolai, men
very different from the moving libraries of the Ca-
nadian Courant, is well known to the learned
world, The lalents of Clavius, Dechales, Fournier,

-

. Gresset,  Even the too celehrated Voltaire was
(their pupil.  They formed his mind for literature,
but their efforts to  form his corrupted heart for
yvirtue proved unavailing.
Hence we may conclude with the apologist of]
“this cel-brated order ; cither the education received
‘in youth does not contribute tothe success of great
men, and in that case every education is good ; or
;it docs contribute to their success, and in this case
‘the education of the Jesuits must be deemed ex-
cellent : at least it cannot be deemed so very
defective.

3, Lct us now seo whether reason is as favorable

to their system of education, asfacts and authorities
are.

In the Courant’s remarks there is an evident,
but, alas! an abortive attempt at depth and sagaci-
ty. He would wish for proper mnsters——nothin:ﬁ
moroe reasonable. He would desire a supply fro
‘England and Ireland ; that is fair—or from the

United States! Doublless to infuse into the hearts
'of the rising gencration sentiments of loyalty, of
patriotism, of altachment to the British government!
: Do you not then know, sir, how much depends up-

on the first impression which youth receives? But
, the education of the Eeart, the direction of the will,
{lhc enlightening of the conscience, the communi-
‘ cating of principles to regulate the conduct of men
‘as good citizens or good christians, scem to form no
Iportion of tho Courant’s system of education.
Let none be surprised at this assertion. I draw
it from hisown words. He would wish for a sys-
tem of cducation established on the broad basis ¢
civil and religious liberty, Now if this phrase
means any thing, it means that during the course
of educationteachers should not inculcate any prin-
ciples or maxims relative to religion or government,
which may have a tendency to interfere with the
religious or civil creed of studenfs. For ifhe can

Scheiner who first discovered, in tho year 1611,
the rotation of the sun upon its axis, (see his work
Rosa Ursina) Grimaldi,
Pegenas are admired by mathematicians and as-
tronomers. Bourdaloue, La Mulombier, Cheminais,
Dela Rue Seigneri, Pallu, Neusille rank high
among christian orators; and Mariana Strada,
DMaffet, Tursellin, Daniel, Bartoli Longueval,
Charlevoin, Berruger, yield to none the palm of
history.

From the Masters let us farn to the pupils.—
This society with its defective system of cducation
cullivated the talents of the Bourbons, the Condes,
the Contys, the Bouillons, the Luxembourgs, the
Villars, the Brissacs, the 3ontmorencis, the
D’Etrees, the Broylies—names encircled with the
laurels of military glory. This sacicty twith its
defective system of education formed for the charch

’ Protestant boarders should assist at the Catholic
Riccioli, Boscoritz, || service, although, as we shall hercaller see, this is

complain of Catholic colleges for requiring that

not contrary to Protestant principles and is required
merely to avoid considerable inconveniences, he
must complain much more of a direct and positive
endeavor to engage the youth to alter their princi

ples. Hence it immediately follows: that in his
system, the doctrine of the Trinity cannot be taught
because it would shock Unitarians; that the divini-
ty of Jesus Christ, and the truth of the christian ve-
ligion cannot be taught, becauss the first would
shock Unitariang, and both would shock Jews;
that the existenceof God eanno? be taught, because
it would shock Atheists; that the essential obliga-
tion of the law of nature, and the essential distine-
tion between right and Wrong cannot be taught®
because it would shigk the disviples of Hobbes,
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of Helvetius, of La Metrie ; thatthe civil authority
hag the right of punishing criminals with death,
cannot be te .ght because this would shock Tous-
saint, the Cavadiac Courant, &c.; in short it fol-
lows that no single truth relative ta religion, mor
ality or government, can be inculcated, because
there is no truth howevee evident that has not, and
may not yetmeet with opponents: for as Cicero
observes, there is no absurdity, however great, that
has not been maintained by some philosopher ; nikil
tam ebsurdum dici protest, quod non dicatur ab
aligtto philosophorim.- De Divinatione, 1ib.2p, 8S.
Peehaps the Courant did not infend to carry his
principle to such length. His expressions, how-
ever, authorise my assertion. If he did not mean
1o go su far, he ought to have reflected upon the
tendency of his words. There is much danger in
laying down principles couched in vogue, unde-
fined terms, which admit all tho latitude of interpre-
tation which passion, interest or Jmpiety can desire.
Although I am willing to excuse the Courant as
much as possible, I cannot help observing that be-
sides the words upon which I have just animadver-
ted, the tenor of the first balf of his articlo on edu-
cation leave him open to the suspicion of desiring
an irreligious system of education, For what other
tendency can his anxiety to exclude the clergy.
that is to say the ministers of God to whom by
right of office the moral and religious part of edu-
cation belung, from all interference with education,
even as commitice-men? To whom then docs
England, does Europe in general, does Canada
owe its scholastic institutions? How many
schoolshave not the clergy established- in various
patis of the Province !  And if more have nof been
established, it is not always owing 10 want of zeal
on their part, but to other obstacles : sometimes {o
the want of means, af other times to the dificulty
of finding masters worthy of confidence, (for their
attention to this point, to say the least, is as scry-
pulous as that of the Courant) sometimes to the
difficulty of collecting children from widely sepa-
rated habitations, and sometimes to the stubborness
of parents who would not co-nperate withthe zeal

jof their pastors All these circumatances are

carefully kept inthe back ground by the impartial-
ity of the Courant. Neither does he observe that
the portion of the Canadian population which pos-

.sesses mot the art of writing and reading, even that

ignorant portion whose nakedness has been exposed
before the Smperial Parliament,is as wellnay better
instructed inthe duties of religion and morality
than the great bulk of the population of England.
For the supertor attention of the Catholic clergy to
the duty of catechising children, and.of inétructing:
the ignorant is an indisputable fact.

Extraordinary assertions ! some will be inclined
to say—extraordinary as they may appear to the
ucreflecting, they are nevertheless correct. Thoy
who wish ¢e enquire howr far the knowledge of reli-
gion has flourished in ‘England under the fostering
caro of the established -clergy, would do well to
weigh the- Sollowing remarke, “The attention of
the nation, says Dr. Lingord, -has been Iately
turned {o the subject (namely ke state of seligiays
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knowledge) by Mr. Whitbread’s plan for the in-
struction of the poor: and the result has been a
aenoral conviction, that the ignorance, superstition,
and immorality of the lower orders, aro an evil of
the most alarming magnitude. 1f the Bishop of
Durham alone be ignorant of this truth, let him ask
Lis vengrable brother the Bishop of London, who
will tnforin him that in several parts ofhis diocese,
tiere are many hundreds of ignorant wretchedyoung
crealtires, of both sexes, totally destitute of all edu-
cation, tolally unucquainted with the very first
clements of religion 5 and who perhaps never ence

entered within the walls of a church.—Bishop of !

London's charge, 1790, page 14. Lethim ask that
iutelligent magistrate Mr. Colqubous, and he will
inform him, that in the population of England
alono, cleven hundred and seaenty thousand chil-
dren, it is much to be frared, grow up to an adull
stale, without any education at all, and also withowt
any useful impressions of religion or morality., To
these arc to be added many ¢f these who have had
the advantage of some education, but in ill regulated
schuols, in which proper altention is not given to
religious and moral instruction, so thatin the
present state of things, it isnot too much to say
that cvery thirty years (the period assigned Jor a
new generation) at least four millions and ¢ half of
adulls must, in case a remedy is not applied, mingle
wn the general populaiion of England, without any
fured principles of rectitade, and with very litlle
knotcledge either of religion or worclity.~Colqu-
houn’s new and appropriate system of education,
p.72. Had thy the English clergy, like these of|
the Church of Rome, whoss zeal the Bishop of
Durham thinks bighly worthy of initation, made
the diffusion of religious kaowledgo the grext-abject
o1 their labors and solicitude, we should not now
have to view with fear and astonishment, the ig-
norance and iminorality with which we are sur-
rounded !> Remarks on the Bishop of Durham’s
+harge.—See Coyne’s cdition of Lingard’s contro-
versies, p. 44, 45.

*“There are among us, says Mr, Wilks, those
uot less in. darkness.and ignorance, than those that
are to be found in the pagodas of China, or who
amidst the deep wilds of Indian forests, sacrifice
their children, or prostrate themselves before de-
mous, at whom they tremble, but whom they adote,
—Home Missionary Mag. Jan., 1620, p. 22—
Speech of J. Wilks, Eeq., chairman at a home
missionary meeting,

* The, populace of England, are more ignorant
of Q‘c{’.‘chg‘OUs duties than they are in any other
rhrislign country. Itwould make any one chris:
tians heart bleed to think, says Bishop Croft, how
muny thousand souls there aresin this lond.that
hare no more knowledge of God than heathenss—
Thousands of the mendicant condition, and thou-
.:om;::s r:{;he meon hugbandr?‘mm', as they growp

s &row mere babes in redigion, soiggorant

as scarce to Bnow their heavenly Futher, At thisl!

Ay the case is worse than Bishop Croft represented

t.”—Quarterly Reviey, Sept. 1818, p.20.
“Itappears from the. official documeats, which

ir, Yates has collected and compared, that within

t

11is eatechism,

the small circle of ten miles round London, no less {
than 977,000 persons are shut out from the common
pastoral offices of the national religion.  Shut out,
says Mr. Yates, from the pale of the church, from ||
all participation in its benefits, they arc necessarlly |
dricen fo join the ranks of injurious opposition, |
either «n dissent and scctarian centhusiusm, or in |
the infinitely more dangerous opposition of infides.- |
ty, atheism and ignorant depravity. Well may he
add, such ¢ mine of heathenism and consequent .
profligacy and danger, under the very meridian of,
christian illumination cannot be contemplated twith- |
out terror.—Quarterly Review, Oct, 1620, p. 654. |

Somuch for the meridian of protestant illumina-
tion. Compare the state of Canada with mis.—f
Compare with this oven the nakedness of the land. |

From this painful, and appalling scencletusturn!
to more pleasing objects. ¢ I myself,?? says Dr. |
Fletcher, Spirit of Controversy, p. 121, ““have lmdi
some opportunities of ascertomning the comparative |
knowledgo, which the vulgar French, and the low-
er classesof my own counirymen posscss of their re-
spective religions. ¥ say it without partiality after
making the comparison, I do sincerely believe,
that, speaking in gencral, the religious knowledge
of the poorer French, was erudition, compared with ;
the slender notions of the poorer English. If this!
asserfion should, to any one appear the dictate of

Tho Courant’s misrepresentation of the conduct
of the Canadian clergy, his desire of excluding all
clergymen from education-comiilices, the irreli-
rious and anarchial tendency of hiscode of instruc-
tion on the broad basis of civil and religious liberty,
anthorise me to say, that the education of the heart,
the direction of the will, tho culightening of the
conscience, the communicating of principles (o
regulate the conduct of men, as good citizens and

i ggood christians, form no part of lus system of pub-

ic lnstruction,
To be continued.

Who can deny this to be the age of reason; in
which all are on every subjeet, sacred or protanc,
such magisteriai reasoners: such hopeful theorists,
such fertile scheming system builders, and tireless
reformers? It wasbut one in a thousand formerly
wha, after long study, deep research, and practical
experience, could think of offering himselfas a
guidein any branch of scicnce to the less instructed
portion of the public. Butnow knowledge flows
in upon us, like a deluge from the press; though
in so impure and jumbled a state; that, like kennel-
water, {for cvery one empties his household filth
into it) without passing it througha proper filtrat~
ing and rectifyying machine, which few possess; it
were death to drink it.  Such purifying process is
seen aptly applied in our correspondent’s strictures
on the illiberal effusion against Canadianeducation;

projudice, 1 will present a singlo cause, which
alone, may seem to account for the striking differ-
ence :~—it i3 the method, by which the minds ofthe
Frenchwerotzained to the science and practice of
religion.  No sooner bad a child, in France, been'!
taught to lisp the language of reason, thanits pa-j
rents (who it is already supposed had taught it the |
usual prayers for chi drens were compelled {o,
usher it into the parish church, to learn and repeat |
These repetitions were enacted
every Swiiday of the year, withthe exception some-
times of the season for the harvest, BDuring some
pats of the year, in Advent and Lent, they were
enacted more frequently. A catechism in ce,
was not, like our common protestant catechism in
this country, tho immense length of half a dozen;
questions, with the same formidable number of an-

swers 3 it was a book, adequate from its size, to

contain, and by its clearness, convey, a very com-

rehensive, and accurate knowledge of religion.—

%’bis was learnt, verbatim, by heart. ‘The cure, orl
hiy vicaire, explained it: and as the French pos-

, ¢t in general do not,

sess an casuiess and happincss of ex‘{)ression, which
e% explained it clearly, nat-
urally and pleasingly. The series of these instruc-
tions was continued, during the space of several
years ; always, till the period, when the child was
dreerned sufficiently inlormed, tabe admitted to the
pailicipation of the holy Eucharist. The . degree
of knotvledgo, which was required for this purpose,
was not inconsiderable. It was required, that the
person to be admitted, sbould not-only understand
the importance and obligation of this sacredaction,:
and the nature of the sacred rite, hut, shouldalsobe
able to conceive, and give atolerable account of ol
the great mysteries-and precepts of réligion.”
Instead of the words nce, and French, read
Caneda and Canadians, and the whole of this pas-
sage is perfecily applicable to the province.
think'that ¥ have stufficiently proved what I ad-
vanced, botl as tothe relative atlention ofthe Cath-
| olic_and:Protestant clcrgy in instructing; and the
relative, knowledge of religion in the bulk of-the
population of Exgland and the ignorant portion. of
the Canadiap population, o :

T

sent forth by the Canadian Courant; thatsupra sa-
pient anticatholic reformers.
b
ANSWER, -
2 The Editor of the Catholic.
Rev. Sir,

The fact that T have been absent aliont threr
weeks and only returned on the evening of the 16th
instant will, I amsure, be received by you as a sufi-
cicnt apology for my not duly acknowldgeing, at an
carlier period the receipt of'your very gentlemanly

{{reply. .

¥ am happy that you have acceded tomy propo-
sal, and have done so ina manner worthy ofa
clristian and a christian minister.

I have lung since felt myself virtually called upon
to say something in defence of some of the princi-
ples of Protestantism, in reply to your sundry stric-
tures; but knew not how to do so in a manner least
offensive to you and most beneficial to alt concer-
ned insuch a discussion.  The way is now opened
and [ sincerely hope, thatour amicable discussiop
may proceed, as I trust it has commenced, with the
best feelings on both mdes.

By referring to the best authorities, I think you
willfind that my use of the term discover wasjsteic-
tly proper, even according to our own views of the
subject ¢ andT doubt not but upon fartherconsider~
ation you will admit thatyou write to disclose truth
to bring it to light to make it known 10 expose it
view ; otherwise to discover it.

On the propriety or impropriety of your strict-
ures upon other Editors. itis net my province
toremark; as far as I am concerned? your fexplan.
ation is perfectly satisfactory,

‘The correctness ot the .propo.silioﬁ,‘ thatthedac,- -

trines of he Cathofic €hurch are the cosiestrasper-
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tatned of any, depends upon their agreement with
the word of God which is a point now to he deci-
lll‘(’.

Whether cither Protestantor Catholic  polemics
Liave most indulged in* misrepresentation, calumny
and even forgery,” is of no sort of  consequence to
our avgument.  Our object is to ascertain it possi-
ble, who can produce “Thus saith  Jehovaly,” for
his peculiar futh, the Protestant, or the Catho-
lic.

Whitaker’s remarks may he true as to the conduet
of the Protedtant enciaics of Mary Queen of Scots,
inreferrence to whom he made them, and yet not

; i give to hisaposties a ast s1 ? Lo
Justly applicable to Protestant writers generally. | Ut and give (o his apostles at the last supper?  For

Wether they are so or not, I do not thwnk it ne-l; .
4 ! 1is the same which the zposiles then received, as

tboth Catholics and their adversarics are willing to

cessary to affirm or deny.

T aaree with you as w the anfully serious res-
ponsibility of those whose situations give them an
exteunsive influence over public opinion, especially

{thew we read thus: “Whilst they were at supper

stanliation. On the other hand, the adversaries of{}
the Catholic church contend that Christ’s body and
blood are not truly and really present in the sacra-
“ment—in theirown substance, but by faith only and
iin figure; or, according to some—if it be there at
‘all itisaccompanied with the subtance of bread.
' Both sides appeal to Scripture; both profess their
readiness to stand by wlat is there defined.,

The institution of the Blessed Sacrament is re-
corded by three different Evangelists, St. Mathew
(c. xxvi.) 26.) St Mark, (. xiv.) and St. Luke
(e xxii.) In these we may expect to find some |
ithing decisive.  What then did our Saviour instit-

the Sacrament which the faithful receive at this day

concede,  In the twenty-sixth chapter of St. Mat-

Jesus took bread, blessed it, and broke it, and

in matterson which human® Lappincss or  misury R R . .
. P gave itto his disciples, saying; THIS 1831 Y BODY;

for an cternity depend<.” T trust I feel in u degree .
. s ’ . ing i gave thanks & gaveitto
this responsibility 5 and I endeavour’ as faras Ican !"md taking the chalice he gave thanks & ga

. . sing; Drink y is. f¢ ISIS MY

1o divest wyselt of every feeling that would pro\'cmlii:f:?(;;ag fl'llllg(; 2;::%%21:&22?3&c:rs:;;! be sh:: d

my embracing that trath, in favor of whom(scvcrﬂ for man un]to‘thc rcmis;iOl\ of sins.” St. Mark

it might decide, which is founded upon the \\'ord” (c \:{vg ives our Saviour’s word; as ;’o)]O\vs*

iof Hin; who is the sane yesterday, to-day, and l“'l.‘l;ic i.s rfr;:y Body; this is my Blood of the Ne&:
O = >

forever., . . I"Testament which shall be shed for many.”> And

I shall proceed with extracts from the Cnlho].c,jSt Lulic tothe like import. “This is my Body

. . iSte Luk .
at my carlicst lc<|) .Lnnnlclncl?. 0l ‘which is given for you; do thistor a commemorat-
1ve the Lionor o be, iiion ofme; this is the chalice of the New Testament

R“"-_S”’» . j.in my Blood which shall be shed for you, (c. xxii.)
Your humble & obd't i'St. Paul, in bis his first Epistle to the Corinthians,
Servant, li(c. xi.) agreesin substance with the Evangelists,

EDITOR OF THE GUARDIAN {I1ow then can our Protestant brethiern have the

= 3 .;confidence to assert, thatthe doctrine of transub-
We can casily perceive from l!xc confused .nnd | stantiation is contrary to the plain words of Sctij-
coarse tirade of the Church of Ingland Senlmc],;“me? Can any thing be more plain, or more ex-

No. 40. against the Catholic - doctrine of the real ijpressive of the real presence and transubstantiation
presence; that the master subject is by far too great,

for his comprehension to grapple with.
himkecep to his Children’s department. He will there

for his belter infurmation on the subject in question

the following extract fromn that excellent, and ad-

mirably well conducted paper, the Catholic press.
Eprror.

The real prescace of te bedy and blood of  Christ
demonsiraled from Scripture, and the unanimous

testimony of the ancient Fathers and Doctors q/]

the Catholic Church.

Near three centuries have now elapsed, since |

those who pretended to reform the Church of
Christ began {o censure her faith concerning the
mystery of the holy Eucharist; and the disputes
then commenced have continued to the present
day. The Catholic Church believes, that in this
mystery—after the words of consecration—are
truly, really, and substantially present—the Body
and Blood, togethur with the sout and divinity of
Jesus Christ,—under the outward sorms or apear-
ances of bread and wine; and that, by virtue of
our Saviour’s words pronounced by the priest at the

‘Consecration is made atrue and real change of

ong auhstance into another which we ferm transyb-

Let |

> N j|delivered up for them, and that Blood which should
scem aheo among the little ones.  We give here,;

than the ubove texts? Particularly as it is here
inculcated, that it was that Bedy which should be

“be shed for many to the remission of sins?” Was
itnot then his truc and real body, which was de-
livered up to deathupon the cross? Was it not his
trucand real Blood which was shed for the remis-
sion ofsins? Beyond all doubt it was, On the
supposttion, therefore, that our Blessed Redeemer
really did intend to change bread and wine into his
body and blood-—as Catholics firmly believe he
did—could he bave expresscd himself in more clear
terms, than for instance those that follow;—<This
is my body which shall be delivered up for you,
this ismy bleod, which shall be shed for the re-
mission of sins.”” Onthecontrary, if he had des-
igued fo give enly an emply figure—excluding the
reality of his Body and Blood, this mauner of ex-
pressing hinsself would be exceedingly obscure,
nay palpably absurd; as will appear in the se-
quel,

That the expression is very obscurein the Pra-
festant acceptation, is abundantly demonstrated
from the fact that all Christian churches (hrough-
out the world actually followed the contrary sense

implied—not a figurative but the real presence of
Christ’s Body and Blood in this adorable Sacia

ment, It is remarkable through the whole series
of the gospel, that when our Saviour spoke in ja

rables, any thing obscure, he carefully explained
hismeaniug o the Apostles.  “When they were
alone, he exploined all things” to them, saes St
Mark, fc. iv.] Now al the iustitution of the
Blessed Sacrament, every circumstance requireed
thathe should express himself in the most intellie

ible terins, when, in fact, do all prudent men cn

deavor to explain theirind in the clcarest manner
possible? Is it not when they arve giving thehs
commands of importance? Is it not when they are
treating with and taking leave of their dearest
frlends? Is it not, abov e all, when they are devis

ing their last willand testament? All these circum -
stances concur in tho institution of the Blessed
Sacrament.  On this occasion our Lord Jesus
Christ commands that a clean oblation be made
which the prophet Malachy had foretold;—Do
this, saith he, io reamembrance of me. (Luke xxii.)
He institutes o sacrament, the use of whioh is to
be daily and perpetual in his church; he is taking
feaveof his friends; I will not now call you servants
he says but friends, (John xv.) friends and con-
fidants whom he had appointed to teach all nations
his gospeland divino law. Inaword he is form-
ing a treaty, a convenant, analliance which is to
last to the end oftime, and gan any circumstances
be conceived to exist, which require greater clear-
ness and accuracy.

DMorcover, it is observable, that whon our Bless
cd Saviour designed to confer any  very singulay
favor upon bis church, he usually foretold and
proreized it; that it might more easily find credit
when realized, Thus, for instance, he promised
the sacrament of Baptism, and the power of forgis -
ing sins; thus, he foretold his passion, his death, his
resurrection; thus, in a word, he foretold and pro-
mised this inestimable benefit of the holy Euchar-
ist. His wordsare these, in the sixth chapter ot
St. John; ““The bread winch I will give, 18 Ay
reesH for the life of the world, the Jews therefore
strove amongst themselves, saying: How can this
man give us his flesh to eat? Then Jesus said:
verily, verily, I say “into you, unless you eat the
flesh of the Son of man and drink his Blood, you
shall not have life in you. Whosever eateth my
flesh and drinketh my blood, hath life everlasting,
and I will raisc him up at the last day; for my Flesh
is meat and my Blood is drink indeed; He that
cateth my Flesh and drinketh my Bload dwelleth
in me, and 1in him.>> From those words of Jews,
“How can this man give us his flesh to eat!” It ig
evident they understood our Saviour’s promise was
to be fulfilled by really givingthem his flesh and
blood, and our Lord, instead-of explaining, affitms
in still more positive terms, that except they eat
his flesh and drink his blood, they shall not have
life in them; and that his flesh is meat indeed, and
his blood is drink indeed. ‘These words tere
spoken in the presence ofhis Apostles; so that when
he told them at bis last sypper: <“This is-my body

for many ages, and copstantly held that {hese words
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THE CATHOLIC.

whicls shall be shed for youy’’ they could not reus-
ouably understand it in any other sense than as ho
had promised; namely, as hisreal flesh and blood,
which he had told both them and the Jews,y were
meat and drink indeed.

Again; would our Redeemer, who came to die
furall mankind, and who commanded his followers
to avoid, with all possible care, even the least oc-
« wsion of scandal, would he, if hie ad spoken ouly
of figurative eating and drink.ag of his fieshand
hlood, have neglected to explain himself, when he
<aw not only the Jews, but even some of bis des-
«iples, so far shockedut this. his promise, us even
to forsale bim? How much less, when he fore
saw that his whole visible church upon carth would
be fuvolved, on that supposition, during many ages,
in s0 gross an errorand so serious an inconvenicnee?
‘I'his cannot bo admitted on any prudential grounds
whatever,

In vainwould Protestants contend—that it isa
usual thinginScripture, and commonin discourse,
to give 1o the sign thename of the thing signified.
For when a thing ncither naturally represents
another, nor is knownto be tsed as the represen-
tation of another, it is conirary to all laws of dis-
vourso, and highly absurd, to give it the name of
what you intended it to signify, withont first pre-
paring the minds of the heavers. This would
evidently he the case in the present instance, as the
1wt of the whole church of Christ for ages being
led astray by the supposed omission, plainly de-
wonstrates.,

But some may still object—alihough we should
suppose our blessed Saviour to be truly present in
s sacrament, whatneed of allowing transubstantia-
iton, or a change of bread & wine intohis body and
tiuad?  May nothis words signify, that his body
wd blood are given in and with the bread and
wing, agrecably to Luther’s docteine! To this 1

answer—1f our Lord had intended to give us his
Lody and Ulood in or with the bread and wine, he

iould have sawd—Here is my body, i this is my
tlowl. Whereas he did say—This is my Dbody—
+urds which could not by any means be veritied,
without a substantial change ofthe bread into lis
ndy. When he changed water into wine at the
‘narriage feast of Cana, had he said this is wine,
would not these words evidently have implied «
-ubstmtial change of what wasin the vessels into
wine?  The present case is exactly similar.

It isalso objected, that St. Paul calls the sacra-
mend after conseeration, hread. (1 Cor XiL) and
consequently excludes all idea of achange. ‘This
argument is but very weak; first, because the

« ripture sometimes calls things after their change
hy thename which they had before, though it
posilively affirms them to have been substantially
changed. Thus, though the water was ch:mgch
ito wine at Cana, the Evangelist calls it water
made wine, (Johnii.9.)" Thusagain, (Bxod. i)
that Aaron’sand the magicians, rods weve changed
o serpents: yet afler the change, it calls them
roda: Muron’s rod devoured the magicians, rods,
The Scripture also frequently gives a thing the
uamne of what it resembles. For instance, angels

are catlod men in the sixteenth Ehapter of St. Mark® | are only his ministers: it ishe who sanctities it; it
the fourteenth chapter of St. Luke, and in various| 33 Io who changes these things.” [Hom. 83, in

. Matt.] St. Clirysostom’s words-are cqually plain
other passages of Scripture, because they appear-| 1" winerous passages of hig cxcc‘ﬁcnl works,

cd under the disguise of men.  Itought not, there-{ «Ilow many now exclaim, Oh! that 1 could see
fore, to scem extraordinary if St. Paul calls the |- him in his natural state, or his apparel only! you
sacrament breod,; sinceit hag still the outward ap | desire to sce his apparel; wharens, be gives you
searance of bread, and was in reality bread be.! himself not to be seen only, butto be embraced” by
! g : aliy i you, (o be caten, to bo received. within you—Oh!
fore the allpowerful hand of God had wrought the: how pure ought not that tongue to be, which is
chaunge, purpied with his adorable biood?” [Hom, 87.p.

Hithorto a short statement of scriptural aathority 787. t. 7. cd. Ben.]  Can any thuug bo stranger or

. o : . .7 | more decesive in fav > i
v<iativo to the Catholic doctrine of transubstantiat- |, gy A:‘“gl‘.‘oi;:' t’\n'\‘x‘o‘t)l‘; :rr g:-%at%l(;:ltg(zgﬁll?ﬂﬁir of

ion and the real presence, has been given; it re- the seme age, writes thus, | Lib.. de his qui Mys
mains that we briefly examne thesentiments of the l‘crusun_llmnturt,[c. :lx] ‘l‘l’crhaps you will zay,
PONPITIN 4 . h on this{ £ 8¢c quite another thg; how can vou assuve e
pr;)n.uu'\c f;nhl(;rs and doctors ‘g ﬂ“; d?ux.'ch Bis) that Ireceive the body ‘of Clirist—1If the words ot
subject.  In the s?cond age, St. Ignatius, Bishop| pjine were l)owerful cnough to command fire from
of Antioch,a disciple of the Apostleswho suffered | Lieaven, shall not the words of Christ be able to
martyrdomabout the year 107, and certainly couldj change the naturc of the clements? You have
not but know the meaning of their doctrine; in his, read of the whole creation— e said and they wwere

. . ; - -made hecommanded and they toere created,” Can-
epistle to the Christians of Smyrna, calls the Iuch- | not then the word of Christ which made out of nofh-
arist ““the flesh of vur Lord Jesus Christ, which sul-| ing that which was not, change those things which

fered for our sins, and which the Father raised by, ave, into what they were not.””
his bounty.” In the same age St. Justin, marty oy
in his apology to the heathen emperor for the Chris-
tian religion, affirms, “That asour Saviour Jesus
Clirist was himselfby the word made flesh, and
took for our salvation hoth flesh and blood; so we Chapter 18 Verse 81. And he took twelve
are taught, that the Eucharist is the flesh and| stones, according to the number of the tribes of Ja-
blood of the same Jesus incarnate.”  (Apol. 2ad|jcob, &e. ‘The twelve patriarchs were, as we ob-

Antonin.)  Would any man posscssed of common i 5¢rved before, the carnal fathers of the people of

Goil; the twelve apostles are their spiritual fathers;

. ) . - . _|; Gots ap : Spiritus 3
understanding, wnto thusto 2 heathen, if he -1 On these last, as on twelve stones, is built the alinr
derstood the words of Christ ina figurative sens2?p of the Lord, the church of Christ; in which su-

Contemporary with Justin,though somewhat young-{| preme worship is offered in sacrifice to the deity.
er, St. Irenzus, in his ith book against heresies, | On the former was built the synagogue, the tew-

speaking of the bread and wine, says; by the word }l’o{?c‘rgfggf of }{ﬁi’;g,’?fg‘"r%}; wood. The vies
vl God they are made the ¥ucharist, which is thof' timto be offered, was, like the Saviour, (whom

Body and blood of Christ.>? every victim  in some sense or other represented,)
In the third age, St. Cyprian, in hissermon of the, luid upon the wood. = Hewas laid upon the wood

) T v whi of the eross,

LoT-d sSu.ppe.r, says; rl‘hc bread which our Lorq i Verse34. The four buckets of water, Tepresens
gave to his disciples, beiog changed—not in shape (e purifying water of baptism imparted to man-
but in substancc—by th. omnipotency of the word, { kind in all the four quarters of the globe.  The wa-
is made flesh.” He likewise says that in thel ter was thrice poired out; because poured out in
Eucharist ““we cat the body of Christ, and- drink '-tx}l]lc x:;:glc u(-)'{te?.c ismOSt u?!z%ssztxt mn\l%’e.x:wlfl‘l:
h,’s blood.” (Lib. de orat. Dom.) About t!lcsnmc lin every quarter of th?so world, that are fo
time, the learned Origentells us, (Hom 7, in Lev-Hbe sgved, are finally buptized: when the
it.) “that in the Old law,the manna was a figurat- {lnumber of the clect is completed: when the trench
Ive food, but now the flesh of God, the Son made | 7ound about the altar is filled with water: then wilf
man, ismeat in reality, as he himself says—my)

descend the final all consuming fice; and all at last
flesh is meat indeed.”  Aud their contemporary—

shall know that the Lord is Gad: v. 389, and the
though alittle older than the two last- mentioned

gicl;cd shall be destroyed, like the priests of
aal. v

fathers—Tertullian, says; [1. 4. cont. Marcion. c. Yerscs ’;3’ 41 W? ﬁI"d here again the number
40.] ©The bread which Christ took at his last !sc'gﬁ:‘"‘ﬁ; '?gf_t_s‘mdf;’é'ga s;lx;sle’.u strength of fhat
suppe?, and distributed to his disciples, he changed| food, §c. This liread, with which Lhns was fed
into his body.” !

. in the wilderness, was a figure of the bread of
In the fourth age after St. Basil¢ St. Gregory i

life, which we receive in the blessed sacrament;
Nazianzen, 8t, Gregory Nyssen, St. Epbrem, St.{jhy the streugth of which we are to be supported on
James of Nisibis, St. Cyril of Jerusalem, &c. the

q;nlr journey through the willerness. ofthis world,
great St. Chrysg}stp;u delivers—if possible, in still ::xs:‘;’xf i;o:’ l(:a([()) glgtg:g‘;rtouix)tfxﬂofGod, and his
clearcr terms—the doctrine of the Catholic churchil  Verse 10. alonc am left. Viz. of the pro=
upon the point in question. ““Let us always.”{jphets in the kingdom of Isracl; or of the ten tribes:
says he, “belicve Almighty God; nor contradicty forin the kingdom of Juda religion was at that
Him, though what be says, scemed contradictory} ime jna very flourishing state under the kings Asa
{o our-reason and sense.  His word cannot deceive(iand Josaphat. And ¢éven in Isracl there remain-
us; our scnses arc easily mistaken: His wordsied several prophiefs, though not then knawn ‘to
never err; ous senses frequently b:({;mlo us: sinceljElias, See ch. 22, 18, 28, 85 —Ibid. ‘
therefore, He says—this 1s iy body; let us.rest)| Verse1l. A gréat strong wind beforethe Lord,
convinced it isso. Ho who did these things atloverthrowing the mountains, and dreaking the roskd

BIBLICAL NOTICES AND EXPLANATIONS,
Continyed.
THE THIRD BOOK OF KINGS,

his last supper, still continues to do the same: wol{lo piecés, &6, This windis the preaching of U
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aospely which subdues the loftiest dignitaries of tha
carth to the yoke of Christ; and breaks with con-
tation the hardest hearts. It is the voice of the
Suaviour's precursors, cryine in the desurt of this
world: prepare ye the way of the Lord, §c. ’
Verse 17, Shall be slain by Elisius.—FEliscus!
did not killany of the idolators” with the material,
snord:s but he  bere yoined with Hazael amd J(\Im,l
the great mstrumentsof God in pumshing the ido-
fawy of {sroel; Lecause he joretold to she former his'l
xaltation to the kingdom of Syria; and the ven-
aeance hie wonld exeente agsiust Israek: and anoint-
«d the latter by ancof his dis:iples to be king of]
fsracel, with comnussion to exarrjate the House of
Achab,
Verse 20,

snd, when Elas cane up lo him,

cflorts of men against God, and his servants, whom
he_willeth to protect. D. B,

Verse 17.—7ke Second year of Joram, counted
from the time that he was aseociated (o the ‘Ihrone
by his Father Josephat.—Ibid- .

Chapter 2,— verso 1+ By Heaven, liere is not
meant the final Heaven. of tre blest, where
God is seen faceto face  for no man can see God
and live: butsome lowar hearenly regivn,the Proph-
et’s appointed place of temporary residvnee.

Verse 8,— 7'he Sons of the Prophels; that is,
the Disciples of the Prophets ; who seem 1o have
had their Schools, Jike Colleges, or commum!ties
in Bethel Jerico,and other pTuscs in the Days or
Eliasand Eliscus.— D. B

Verse 8 —FHere is mentioned another miracle
wrought with the mantle of has ; which agin is

Ae cust his mantle upon him, nd ke forthwith left:
the oren, and ran ufter Elias. God with any -’
strument ean work whatwonders he pleascs. What
a wonderful change dul he not  here workou the ‘
mind ot Eliscus. with the touch of the mantle of
Elias:—Are  Protestims aware that all the differ |}
cpce between them and the Catholie Church an
the subyeet of vELIcs, is, thetshe atfirms, with serip-
1ural proaton her s, e & lh\\‘y deny,nithoutt,that;
God can wo k any wonders with such things; which
o tntinn less Ran blasphemy.

Clapter 20—~Verse 11, Let not the girded §-c.!
Lt am not boasy betine the victory. 1t will then |
L time 10 glory, when Le putteth off lis armour,,
has g overcome tas adversary. DL B i

Veise $6-

T'ne one, who woull not strike, at
the word of the Lord, represented Achab; who
spaved the bfe of the blasphemous king Benadaly!
whom hie therefore should have slam.  And I:cucci
he like the disobedient prophiet, doomed humself to ||
was perish.

Chapter 21—Verscs 27, 23,29. In these verses:
we see, confirmed the doctrine of the Catholic
Church; that fasting and pemteatial exercisos ap-
prase or mitigate the wrath of God.

Chapter 22—Verse 15.  Go up§c. This was|
spoken ironically, and by way of jesiingat thei
fattering speeches of the fulse pml:he(s, and so the
King understood it, as appears by his adjuring
Micheas in the following verse to tell hun the truth
in the name ofthe Lord. D. B. f

Verse 20— gad the Lord suid $¢.  God stand-
eth not in need of any conncellor; nor are we to!
suppose that thiigs pass in Flzaven in the manver |
here described. ~But this representation was made
to the Prophet, to be delivered by him in a manner
adapted tn the common ways and notions ofj
Men, Ibid.

Verse 22.  Go forth and doso. 'This was nota
command, but a pormission; for God never ordain-
oth lies: though he often permitteth the lying epirit
to deceive tlose, who love not the truth.—2 Thess.
2. 10; & in thissense it is said in the following verse:

the Lord hath given alying spirit inthe mouth of
all thy prophets.—Ihid.

Verse 1{) Ile tool: not away, &c. e lef) some
of the high places, viz. those, in which they wor-
shipped 2 true God; but took away all the others,
2 Paral. 7, 6.—and wale, verse L1, of ch. 13, 3,
Sings.—1Ihid.

Verse50.  Anad Josapha! would not. He had
been reprehended before for admitting sucha part-
;xgr; m\ilbgl;crcfore would have no more to do with
1 —~~1bid.

Fnd of thethird book of Kings.

THE FOURTII BOOK OF KINGS,

Chapter 1—verse 10, Let fire §'e.  Ehas was
« nspired 1o eall for {fire fiom Heaven upon these
captams, who came to apprehend  him ; hedid so,
not out of any desire to gratily any private passion

finzint

repeated with the sare precious Relic by the
hhet Lliseus, who had received with it the Double

pirit of its first Owner.—VYerse 14.

Verse 15. . . .. . Zhey worshipped him, fulling
to the ground.—These sons of the prophets were
no Quakers : no, nor Protestants, wfxo hold it un-
lawvful so to worship the Creature, from any religi-
ous motive ; or forany Spiritual excellency.

Verse 20. T'he clean vessel with salt in it vepresent
the just whom the Saviour calls the salt of the Furth
becaus by their virtuous conduct and conversation
they carrect the impuritics of guilt in others; pre-
serve them from the corruption of sin; and render
them fruittull in goood works.

Verse 24—~ Cursed them. This curso, which
was followed by so:visible a judgment of God, was
not the effect of passion; but of zeal for Religibn;
which was insulted by these boys in the person of
the Prophet and of divine inspiration; God punish-

L iis manner the inhabitants of Bethel, (the

fchief seat of the Calf worship:) wha had trained up

their children in a prejudice against the trye religi-
on and its ministers.—=D B.

Chapter 8.—Verse 14 If Fdid not reverence the
| fuce of Josaphut, Ring of Juda, 2 would not huve
hearkened 1o thee nor looked upon thee.—Flere 1we
see, as the Catholic Church teaches, that the wickerd
and unbelieving, are often saved, forthe sake of
the Faith{ul and just.

Verse 25.—Brick walls only remained. 'This
was the proper naw e of thelChicf City of the IMo-
abites, in Hebrew ATr— Haraseth. .

Chapter 4.—Verse 29,  Sulute him not. He
that is sent, to raise to life the Siuner spirituaily
dead, must not suffer hismself tobe called off, or
diverted from his cnlcrprizc by the salutations or
ceremonies of the worid.—Ibid.

Verse 81, St. Augustine considers a great mys-
tery in this miracle wrought by the prophet Elise-
us; thus, by the stafl sent by his servant, 1s  figur-
ed the rod of Moses, ur the old law; which was
not sufficient to bring mankind tolife, then dead in
sin. It was necessary that Christ himself should
come; and by taking human nature, become  flesh
of our flesh and restore ws thus  to lite. In this
Lliiseous was a figure of Christ, as it was necessa-

llry that he should come hituseif to bring the dead

child to ik, and restore him to his mother; whois
here, in a mystigal sense a figure of the Church.
bid.

Verse 37. And the child gaped seven times and
opened Lis eyes, Analiusion is here made to the
spiritual rcanimations and enlightening effect of the
seven sacraments, at the last ‘exertion of the pro-
phet; thatis, under the final dispensation of the Sa-
viour.

Verse 39, She came and fellal Lis feet and wor-
shipped upon the ground. Did she do wrong, in
thus worshipping the creature; not as God, but as
his minister!

Verse 39, Wild gourds.— Colocynthidas, They
are extremely bitter. and therefore ave colled the

bat to punish the insult affcred to Relynon 5 to con-
firm his Mission : and 10 show low vamare the

gall of the carth; and ave poisonous, if laken in a
great quantity,

280

pro-,

| Imprison’d thas, and

Verse 41, Bring some meal. This represents
the flour. of which that bread is made, which is
changed in the Eucharist into the living and life
giving bread of the saviou,

Verse 41, And they cat; and thre was lof?, ar
cording tothe word of the Lord. Who sees not
here the tigure of the wonderful revroduction of the
living bread in the cucharist; in the same manner as
our Saviour alluded to it, by the reproduction ol
the few loavesan the desart, to feed the bhungry
multitud.? . i

To be centinued
RS A A
Extracted From Charity.

A M. S, POEM.

YWhat treasuzes vast in carth’s rich bosom stor’d
Of min'ral Iuud ; all for our various use

And comfort desun’d ! Whence materials fit
We for cach choice or needful purpose form :
The ores metalic ; and the pitchy stone,

‘Their stubborn force i"mtctl tosubidue :

Or warm in wint'ry colds our chilly frame

With kindly blaze ;

and sweet repast prepare.
ever close at hand

In many a substance sleeps the embryo ffamc;

80 wond’rously compress'd ; since nought on carth

So volatile and fugitive is kuown.

. Say, Chemysts, whenee and how your drugs & dges
Ye mix and decompose ; with all your art
Pharmatic tried, and stalf progressive found 7
Such from her store exhaustless earth supplics
And bids to man, her Lord and ruler own’d,
Her ¢v’ry slement submissive yicld.

For bim her viewless winds careering fls.
Far from his lowly hone inteut to swec[;
The dauk contagion, brew’d in loit’ring fogs,

{Mr. L., O'Bricn,. ...

And lurking 5 shrouded in the stagnant gloom.

The misty fluid canght, they bear aloft's

Roll into clowds ; and waft all around our globe
On sounding pinions bome 3 till, where abrupt
Xuwns the wide chasm, by heats dilating caus’d <
They suddeu drop tacir chargein welcome show'rs
Irrigu ous spread, (o dsench our thirsty soil.

Fhrough foaming occan’s tide they too impel
Like stccdﬁ eerial tugging at his Car, ¥ beh
Man’s vent'rous bark ; and urge to distant climes
Its course ; like flect wing’d cagle’s airy flight,
Thus, ev’n the wat’ry world, at first that scem’d
The bound’ry plac’d impervious to man’s sway ;
Free access, and convenient now afiords
‘To all the realms remote of bis domain.
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