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TENETS OFRTHE ROMAN CATHOLIC CHUR
FAIRLY EXPLAINED,

]

CEAPTER VIIL
B OX SATISPACTION, INDULGENCES, AND PURGATORY.

1f we consult the faithful pages of ecclesiastical
istory, we shall readily discover, that the sacra-
nent of penance is of no modern date, or modern
troduction into the church. Its existence and
ractice remounts to the earliest days of Christiani-
yrand the writings of every successive age bear
§ostimouy to them.  Tiven the spirit of pretended
cformation, which went abroad in the sixteenth
entury, and gave to several countries of Europe,
ther religious features than those which they had
cen secustomed to wear, cast many a lingerimg
ok at the sacrament, befure she rejected 1t.  Some-
ing of it was long retained by the Episcopal
g wch of England, and I doubt much if every ves-

20 of it be even yet entirely obliterated. Consi-
pring it in another point of view than as a divine
gtitution, penance is pregnant with.the best advan-
5. ‘What can be a more powerful restraint to
, or is more efficacious in relieving the tortures

munication of this tribunal ?  QOr who ‘smore capa-
ble of advising in difficulties, than the confessor,
who, by his profession, is well acquainted with all
the inlets and outlets of the map of human nature !
Much indeed has been said, and much written, in
opposition to confession ; but the noble mind, su-
pericr to prejudice, will neither listen to calumny,
bigotry, nor ignorance, but holdly dare to think for
itself, and calmly investigate the matter,

The Catholic chucch.hasbeen frequently accused
of insulting the mediatorship of the Redeemer, by
supposing that Christ has not sufficiently satisfied
tor-sing. ¢ for-Catholics must suppose this,” observe
our opponents, “or why should they deem otlier
satisfactions necessary 7 We do not, however,
make this supposition : we know thatthe sufferings
of the Man-God are of infinite value, capable of
atonmg for every possible trausgression ; and ‘that,
therefore, hissatisfaction for mankind was complete
and perfect. By this satisfaction he has, in a pe-
culiar manner, acquired an entire dominion over-the
redeemed descendants. of Adam and Eve ; and sure-
ly he can apply this satisfaction to us, under such
conditions, as he may plence. In baptism, eve be-
lieve, that he applies this satisfaction so, as to abo-*
lish the sins entirely, without any reserved punish-
ment. Baut, in regard to sins commutted after bap-
tism, or those sins which are subject to the sacra-
ment of penance, we believe, that he requires some-
thing of satisfaction or punishment, as the general
condition-of foregiveness. Every crime, we believe
infers two distinct objects—the guilt, and the pun-
ishment due to that guilt ; and we know that the
guilt of crime is frequently remtted, and the-eternal
pumshment due to-it, changed into a temporal chas-

24 troubled conscience, than the confidential com-

uisement; which still remains to be endured. Hence
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we conclude, that God justly requires some satisfac-
tion on our part. It 1s evident that God forgave
Adam and Eve the guilt of their disobedience, but
they smarted under the punishment of that disobedi-
ence ; all the evils which we «ndure, or which will
afllict their guilty descendants to the end of time,
are strong and irrefragable demonstrations, that al-
though the guilt of their apostacy was pardoned, its
punishment was not remitted. So, too, it happen-
ed with Moses and Aaron. God had forgiven those
just souls the faults which they had committed at
the waters of contrudiction ; but he afterwards
pumshed them for it, for he declared, that they
should never enter the land of promise, but ouly
view it at an envying distance. (vide Dent. ch.
xxiil.) The same punishment he nflicted on the
more guilty of the Israelites, although he told Mo-
ses, that he had forgiven then, according to his re-
quest. (vide Numb. ch. xiv{( Such also was the
case with David ; for when the royal penitent ac-
knowledged his crime to the prophet, ¢ The Lord
has taken away thy sin,’ replied the inspired seer,
‘but because thou hast caused the enemies of the
Lord to blaspheme on account of this word, the
son, who is born to thee, shall die.’ (2 Kings,
ch. xii.)

It'ought then to be admitted as a principle, that
God generally expacts some satisfuction for sin,
even after the guilt is removed or forgiven. For
this reason the church deems satisfaction a pait of
the sacrament of pennance ; and hence it isthe con-
fessor’s duty to impose some-satisfaction cn the pc-
nitent, proportiondte, in some' respect, to the con-
fessed crimes. 'This atones wholly or in part for
the punishmeunt due, and generally consists of one
or more of these good works, recorded in the book
of Tobias ; ¢ Bona est oratio cum jejunio et elee-
mosyns.” Prayer is good, with alms deeds and
Jasting. (Tob. xii.) Itisjust,and even advantage-
cus_to us, that in pardoning sin, with the eternal
chastisement due to it, God shall.require-some tem-
poral'punishment, to retain uswithin the sphere of
our duty ; lest being disengaged too-speedily from
the demands of justice, we abandon ourselves to
false confidence and presumption, and prevert his
facility in pardoning to our owh destruction.

Since to every sin, a deegree of temporal pun-
ishmegt is generally attached, after the guilt is par-

- doned, the church in former days subjected public
sinners to-public pennance during a period of time,
more or less protracted, according to their guilt:
The bishops, however, ihen exercised theé privilege
of abridging the time, or mitigating the severity of
the punushment, as the fervour and cwrcumstances of
the penitent might require, They claimed the
same in private penances. And this abridgement or
mitigation was termed an indulgence, and wasa
real remissivn of temporal punithment duc to sin..

sin, but always presupposes that true repentance has
taken away the gult of sin, or if not, an indulgence
isof no avail. To this power of indulgence may
be referred the power of changing one penitential
work for an ither, more useful, or pious, or charita-
ble, which the church claiwis. In regard to indul-
gences, little is defined by the church. Private
divines assert and maintaiu their opinions on the
subject, but the Catholic is not bound to belicve
any thing more, than that ‘the power of indulgen-
ces was lefs by Clirist in his church, and that ther
use is very salutary to the faithful.” (Symb. Pii. iv.
ct Cone, I'rid.)  We read in ¥ Cor. ii. of St. Paul
conferring an indulgence on the repentant Conu-
thian. The church dcunsherself now in possessi 2
of the same spiritual power, which St Paul exer. ..
ed then ; for she believes, that it is as necessay
new, as it was in theApostle's age, and consequently,
that the providence of God has not left his church
destitue of it. Catholics acknowledge that this
power has been sometimes abused ; but this cannot
militate against its existence.  St. Peter writes, that
some people abused and perverted the scripture, to
their own perdition, but this can be no reason why
we should reject its authenticity or doubt of its
veracity.

Should the repenting sinner die, before he has
fulfilled the satisfaction due to his sins, we belicie

det led can enter heaven.” (Apoe. xxi.) Catholics
believe, that he remains in the state of punishment,

state, who die without having fully expiated thos

nate venial sins.
consonant to religion and reason.
person, who whole life had been spent in the pe-

pired, to commit the smallest of all possible faul,

he repented of it.
and therefore can be adopted as a basis of legitimat
argumentation.  Can the merciful Creator of mau
kind sentence that man to eternal torments?  Woud}
it be just? Thatjudge would certainly act unjusi
ly, who should sen*ence a man to capital puushf.
ment for the least of legal offences. Human justeg”
isan emanation from that divine perfection, whtf;
exists in God, and if this act would be unjust, sure!

Giod cannot condemn a man for the smallest oﬁ”:x.?f

to undergo the greatest of punishments. And yeg
as nothing defiled can enter heaven, so this -
cannot. What must become of him? He mus:
tuaguestionzbly be somewhere, and this place, (-

1t is not, as our adversaries have said, a liconse to

ad. ersaries may calf it what they please,) we wi:

-~ 3

h

until this be accomplished, and this state they tem -
Purgatory. ‘They believe that those only enterthat .

crimes, - of which they huave repented, or who di -
guilty of small transgressions, which they denom:
The doctrine of Purgatory ismost .
Suppose that 2,

formance of virtuous deeds, and had never beef
stained by a fault, were, the moment before he cs-f

but still a real offence against God, and die bef.xf
The supposition is very possilicf

that, though just, he cannot.enterbeaven, for he .5 -
in some sense as yet defiled with sin, and “nothug .
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Purgatory.  There we believe he will remain, unnl
having expiated his sins, he take possession of hea-
ven. By consequence we deem it, in the language
of scripture, *-a wholesome thought to pray for the

dead. that they may be loosened from their sins.”,

(2 Mac. vii.) The iea of praying for the dead
seems to flow from prre nature hersell,  Wha, when
he has caught the last breath that quivered on the
lip of his departed friend, can fielp addressinga
prayer, that ¢ God may have mercy on his sonl:”
Aud yet this would be folly, if there were uo middle
state ; for 1if hussoul were even in heaven or hell, it
would be useless. IWhy isit ynnatural to commita

corpse to the grave withont prayer, or some religious

ceremony ?  All this would be useless, if there were
no Purgatory.

The subjects of this chapter are among those,
which are most odtous to our dissenting brethren,
and wlich have been most frequently misrepresent-
ed. T hope tais candid and unadorned statement
may remove some of the prejudices, which hang
round them, and cnable them to view these tenets
through a farer and purér medium.

A CHARITABLE APPEDAL

FROM THE HOLY SCRIPTURES
In favomr of the doctrines of

The Catholie Church.

# Return back to judgment.”— Dax. aiii 49
t To the law and to the testunony. —fsa, viri. 20,
Nore.—The scriptural quotations by which this appeal is en-
forced, ace taken fromn the Protestant Dible.

———

Al
.

—
POINT XV.
Protestants hold, Thgl-in the Sacrament of the
Ioly Euchaiist, or the "Lord’s Supper, the ele-
ments of the bread and wine, after consecration,
remain still in their.yety natural substances; and
that the body and blood of our Lord Jesus Christ
are not truly, really, and . substantially present. in
that Saerament. (Rubric at the-end of the com~
mon service in the Book.of Common Prayer.)

Contrary to all the four gospels.—1. ¢ And,}

as they were eating, Jesus took bread and blessed
it, and brake it, and gave it to the disciples, and
sad : Take, cat; this 1s my body. And he took
the cup and gave thanks, and gave it to them,say-
ing : Duink ye all of 1t : For-this js.my bloodi-of
the New Festament, which 1s shed-for gpany,”)
the rem:sswon of sins-”’ {w' HOPAR
2. ** And, as they did eat, Jesus to

o1}

ok bregland:
blessed it, and brake it, and gave it to them, and
said : Take, eat ; this-is wy body. -And he took
thecup, and when he had given thanks,he gave-it-to
them, and.they all drankof 1ft,  And, he said"#{it> ]

~

"which is shed for many.™  Mark xiv. 23, 23, 24,

8 “ And he toek bhread, and gave thanks, and -
brake it, and gave unto them saying, This is my. -
‘body which is given for you; this do in remem.
brance of me. Likewise, also, the cup after sup-
'per, saying : This cup is the New Testament in
my blood, which is shed for you.” Luke xxir. 19,

Note, In the Grecek it is still plainer; which
cup is shed for you, N

4. “For I have received of tlic” Lord; that
which also T delivered unto yput, jbat thé Lord
Jesus, the same night in which ho was betrayed,
trok bread ; and, when he bad given thanks, he
brake it, and said, Take eat; this is my body
which is broken for you ; this do in remembrance
of me. After the same manner also he took the
cup, when he had supped saying : This enp is the

'New Testament in m) blood : thus do ye in remems-

btance of me. 1 Cor. xi. 23,

Now, the pretension of Protestants. is, that
these most plain words of Christ, This is my bedy,
This is my blood, are not to be taken 1n the literal
sense, but to be expounded in a figuarative sense :
viz. That it is his body and blood in figure only :
or a sacrament of his body and bloed to be ta-
iken in remembrance of his death, In like manner,
;as the eating of the Pasehal-lamb 13 said in.Serip-
tuse, to the Loid’s passover. (Exod. xii. 11,) yet
the Pasehal lamb was not the Lord’s passover it-
self, but only a sacrament of the old law, institut-
ed in remembrance of the passover. ,

To this Roman Catholics reply : that although
some phrases inSéripture are to be expounded in
a figurative sense, yet the general rule allowea,
even by Prolestants, is, that the literal sense of
God’s word, is not to be forsaken, and a figurative
sense introduced v ithout evident reasons, and an
absolute necessity for so doing. These reasons
are now to be examined. First, What reasons are
produced by Protestants for wresting so many
plain sentences of Scripture to a figure. * Second-
ly, Wihat redrons ‘Roman  Catholies give for- ex-
poundingii.cse words of our Saviour in the ob-
vious literal’ gense, .

When we challenge a Protestant to assign bis
evident reasons why he expounds the plain words
of qur Saviour above cited in a figurative sense,
his answer, and only answer is, that several other
expressions of loly Scrintures,” as for instance :
i am the Boor ; I'am the true vine ; (John x. 7.)

!

»

far| The Rogk was Christ, (John xv. 1. )are figurative -

1y to to-tnderstoody:therefore, why not also these
Wordis. This is my body, this is my blood ?
I Cor.x. 4.

But, this is so far from giving evident reasons
for their figurative interpiciavion, that in trath, 1t
Lig giving us noygeason at all.  For, because some

to them, ‘Thig.1s my blood-of tke New Testarient

expressigrsiaiIiely Seripture are to be Sgurative-
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" Ty"egpounded, it is a consequence that any other

part of Jloly Wiit may be expounded so too, to
male it square with our opinions ? At this rate,
- an Arian heretic might pretend, that when our

Saviour in Holy Secripture is called Goa, and the

Son of God, it is only figuratively, because he is

in other places, figuratively called a Door, or o

Ving. Inhke manner may some other heretic
pretend, that Christ’s death, burial, resurrection
and ascension,-are to be understood not literally
but figur~tively 3 because his sitting at the 1ight
hard of God is 2 figurative saying.

As to those expressions ; | am the door; I am
the trus vine; the Rock of Christ, andthe like
the evident absurdity of the literal sense, de'er-
mines Us to understand them in a figurative one ;
for who will pretend that our Saviour was a door,
ot a vine tree, or that a Rock of stone wwas Christ
in a literal sense? Then, as the Paschal-lamb
being called the Lord’s passover, we know this to
be figurative, becau:e the seripture so expounds it
in the same <hapter, saying, that it is the
sacrifice of the Lord’s passover. Exodus,
xit. 27.

But in no part of Seripture do we find these
words of our Saviour; Thisis my body, This is
my blood, espounded in a figurative sense; not
one of the sacred writers has warned not to under-
stand them literally of the true and real body and
blood of our Saviour,  Neither do we fihd apy
figure of speech like this in Scripture, or in any
other writing whatsoever ; nor,in word, is therc
any evident absurdity in the litgral sense, which
may oblige us to have 1ecoursé”to a figurative
meaning ; since there is nothing in transubstantia-
tion but what is clearly within the sphere of infinite
power ; bay, it is an easier thing to comprehend;
that God can change onc substance into another
substance, than make all substances out of nothing.
The Protestant then remains destitute of all proof
tor his figurative sense, and he must own his inter-
pretation of the text in question is purely arbitrary
which ifionce allowed, the literal’sense of all other
parts of Scripture {oo, may, by the same rule, be,
by heretics and freethinkers, allegorized and ex-
plained all away in fizures. ’

If, on the otber hand, Protéstants challenge
Roman Catholies to give reasons, why they take
these {vords of our Saviour in the obvious literal
sense, it is much the same thing as to ask a person
who ig travelling to London on the public high
road, why he goes that way ?  No one will' put
the question to-him why he goes that wgy.;- be-

.cause it is plain he goes the right way ; but’ as to’

those who take bye paths, and have left the right
rqad to follow piivate paths, to'them it belungs to
look to themselves, and consider well whither
such ways lead them. However, to-give satisfac-
tion to eyery one who asks us theyepson of our
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'belief, let Protestants know that we expound theo
}words of our Saviour; This is my body, This is
tmy blood, not without many substantial reasons,
i1n the obvious literal sense.

First reason, Because our Saviour speaks of that
lbody which was given for our redemption ; ‘This
tis my body which is given for you ; He speak al-
5o of that blood which was shed for remission of
our sins 5 This is my blood of the New Testament
iwhich is shed for many for remission of sins. Ei-
ither then, Protestants will be forced to maintain
(with Roman Catholics, that the true and real body
and blood of vur Saviour Christ are really present
in this sacrament, or that it was not his _true and
real body that was given for our redemption, nor
his true and real blood that was shed (o our sins,
but in figure only.

Second reason, Because our Saviour himsell, in
the sixth chapter of St. John, has so fully explain-
ed-the malter, as to leave no room to doubt, that
his body and blood are truly and really present in
this sacrament. ‘] am the living bread which
came down ltom heaven : if any man eat of this
bread, he shall live forever: And the bread that |
will give is my Jlesh, which 1 will give for the
life of the world. 7The Jews, therefore, strove
smongst themselves, saying, how can this man give
us his flesh to eat ?  Then Jesus said unto them,
Verily, verily, { say unto you, exeept ye eat the
flesh of the Son of man, and drink his blood ye
have no life in you.  Whoso eateth my flesh and
drinketh my blood, hath eternal life, and I will
raise hun up at the last day. Faog my flesh is meat
iudeed, and my blood is drink indeed. e that
cateth my flesh and drinketh my blood, dwelleth
iin me-and [ in him,  As the living father hath
]’sent fue, and I live by the Father; so he that eat-
eth e, even he shail live'by me. This is that
bread which came.down {rom heaven : not as your
[fatbers did eat manna, and are dead : He that eat-
ieth of this bread shall live forever. These
things said he in the synagogue, ashetaught
in Capernaum. Many, therefore, of his disciples
when they had heard -this, said : This is a bard
saying who can hear it? From that time many of
his disciples went back and walked no inore with
him. John vi. 51, 52, &e.

Here our Saviour declares.tbe true meaning of
his doctiine of the cucharist.  If you ask-what is
that bread which we receive in this sacrament?
He himgelfl answers, that it is bis own flesh; his
flesh- indeed, and his blood indeed, which is eaten
and drank in the eucharist. And, here Psotestants
are desired to remark, that our Saviour spoke this
with afl express design to explain this mystery of
our faith, being urged to interpret his doctrine by
the Jews, who were highly scandalized at his say-
ing : the;bread which I will give is my own flesh
and exclaimed against itas a thing impossible to
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be done 3 how can this man, say they, give us his
flesh to'eat 2 Ko thoet, on the one hand, we can-
not doubt but our saviour hete intended to explain
this mystery of ouc faith; and to declare elearly
what we are to believe of it : and on the other hand
we Gnd, that when he comes to explain i, instead
of correctingshis docirine of the real presence by a
figurative sense, he repeats the same doctrine
again and agajn in,stronger wotds words than be-
fore ; nor does he once so much as hint, that it is
figuratively to be understood. Now, I appeal to
all sincete Proiestants, il it be not utterly incredi-

ble and impossible, that the Holy Seriptutes in.

every place yhere ihis sacrament is spoken of,
shou!d teach tn plain words, that it is the body and
blood of Christ ; (supposing as Protes'ants do,
thatitis not really his body and blood) and never
once unfold the truth of this mystery, by giving
us to undesrstand in words as plain, that it iz his
body and blood in figure only, supposing that were
the true meaning of his words.

Third reason, Because St. Paul too explains this
mystery of our faith altogether in favour of those
who take our Saviour’s words in the “literal sense.
For, il the question be put, what the encharist is ?
Whether the apustle resolves it for Catholies; not
for the opinion of Protestants. ** ‘I'he eup of bless-
ing (says he), which we bless is not the commu-
nion of the blood of Christ> The bread which
we break, is it not the communion of the body of
Christ? 1 Cor. x. 16,

Aygain if we put the question, Whetker the body
and blood of Christ are present by [aith only to
the worthy receiver ? The apostle gives it clear-
ly against the Protestant’s opinion : * Wherefore

{says lie), whosoever shall eat this bread; and,

drink this cup of the Lord unwerthily, shall be
guilty of the body and blood of the Lord.”” 1 Cor.
xi. 27.

¢ For he that eateth and drinketh unworthily,
cateth and drinketh damnation to himself, not
discerning the Lord’s body.” 1 Cor. xi. 29.
Now, aecording to this doctrine of the apostle it is
exceeding plain, that the body’and blood of our
Lord are truly and really received by the unwor-
thy, as by the worthy communicant, and conse-
quently, truly and really present to all who re-
ceive ; and not by faith only, to the worty receiy-
er: for, if the unworthy do not receive the true
body and blood of Christin this sacrament,
how can they be said to be guilty of the body
and blood of Christ? or, not to discern-the-Lord’s
body.

Fourth reason, "'When God, in lioly Seripture,
speaks with an express design to make known to
us-seme new instiitution or command upon which
oursalvation depends.; or to discover some. high
mystery of laith, which was entirely nes to the

world, which was necespary for the world to-know

2
and which could only be known from his words;
then, if ever, we have good reason lo believe,
the word of God speaks plainly, and ought to be
taken in the obvious natural sense of the words:
now, here our Saviour spuke those words, This is
my body. Thisis my Ulood, at the institution of a
great sacrament, upon which our salvation depends
with an express design to reveal a high mystety of
ifaith which was entirely new to the world ; which

lwas necessary for the world to know ; and which

could be known from his disciples only from his
words ; we conclude then that lis words, upon
such an occasion, ought in all reason to be under-
stood in the plain obvious literal sense. Add to
these reasons, that the Church of Chuist, the Ca-
tholic Church, in all ages, has ever expounded
these wuords of our Saviour in the literal
sense, and ever coandemned those for hereticy,
who have at any time attempted to wrest them to
a figure. )

The ouly reply Protestants can make to this
weight of proofs for the real presence and tran-
substatiation, is {rom the words of our Saviour,
Do this in remembrance of me. From whence
they pretand to conclude, that the eucharist is only
a sacrament instituted in bread and wine to be ta-
ken in remembrance of his death; and that his
body and blood are not real'y aud substantially pre-
sent in it.

To whom we answer that the words, Do this in
remembrance of me, do not furnish the least sha-
dow of a.proof against'the rcal presence, because
the cucharist as it is believed by Catholies, is a
much more lively remembrance of Christ, than as
it is held by Protestants. For Catholies who hold
{ransubstantiation, and the real presence, and firm-
ly believe that, as often as they paitake of this sa-
erament, they really receive the same body of
Christ that was crucified, the same blood of Christ
that was shed for their redemption, do certainly
with much more lively sentiments of devotion, re-
new in themselves the remembrance of our Sa-
viour’s death and passion, than Protestants can do
who believe, that they only receive bread and
wine, in their natural substances, in remembrance
of him. It is, therefore, very bad and false rea-
soning, to conelude, that the body and blood of
Christ are not really present in the eucharist, from
the words,—Do this in remembrance of “me, when
those words are.more clearly consistent with the
Cathalic belief of the real presence, than with the
contrary opinion of Protestants.

Is:t not enough then to stagger all who are se-
rious among them, when they refiect that the literal
obvious plain sense of the word of Guod isin all
the four Gospels, and in St. Paul, full and clear
against them in this important controversy; and
more full and:clear, for the Catholic’ belief of the
real presence;’than any text that can be produced
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by Protestants for the belief even of the Trinity or lestcemed himself’ happy when he spw him answer
Incarnation ? especially if they reflect again, that his caresses with smules, or stretcli‘out his little
all antiquity too is tull against thedm, that the an- hands as if to tell his father to carry him with
cient fathers, Greek and Latin,*«all Christian 'him. '

Churches, bsth east and west have ever believed ! I’he death of Madeleine had left afrightful veid
the real presénce and transubstantion with Catho- iin the heart of this good father.  He had been ten-
lics, as Catholic writers have demonstrated beyond ‘derly attached to his virtuous spouse ; &nd although
reptv (see Perron and Mr Arnaud, Perpetuite de he foresaw that it would not be casy for him to
la Foi); and that Protestants have none to uphold ifind onc possessing the amiable qualities-of his first
them in their unbelief, bnt the unbelieving Jews wile, yet he resolved to marry again—his hapr vess
in the synagogue of Capernaum, who protested and the carc of his house demanding the presence
against the doctrine of the ‘real presence, the mo- of a wife. He had a fine fortune, was nearly
ment the mouth of ke Kternal Truth had taught it, forty-cight years of age, and enjoyed the esteem

and disputed with hir, as Protnsants do now with | !
‘phia Fallen, a lady in her thirty-sixth year,

Lis Church, the possibility of it, saying, How ecan

this wamgive us his flesh to eat?

* testunts, at least, pretend they have the written (her without difficulty

Let not Pro-,whose character resembled his own.

and confidence of all.  He fixed hisAnind on - So-

He obtained
One year after, Sophin had

wdrd on their side in this great contioversy ; but [a son, whom she named Ely.

12t them fairly own t' e truth, that as for texts from

From the day of his marriage with Sophia, the

the word of God, they can produce none for their [cotnsclior had taken home Frederic, whose fea-

opinion, and that their true and only reason for not
holding transubstantiation and the real presence,
is their natural diffienlty in believing a bard and
high mystery of f1ith above their comprehension
(which has ever been the case of those chat have
not faith). But if the incomprehensiblity of this
mystery b~ a sufficient reason for them to teject i
they may, for the same reason, with free thinkers
and infidels, deny the mystery of the Triinity, the
incarnation, the cternity of the pains of hell, the
resurtection of the dead, and all the fundamental
articles of the Christian religion.

LITERATURE.

THE SOUVERIR.,
FRANCLATED FROM THE FRIENCHE,.

CHAPTER I

THE SPOILED CHILD.

¢ What a misfortnne ! said a Maltese counscllor,
as he returned from the cemetry whither he had
gone to deposite in the family vault, his wife, the
young and virtnous Madeleine—¢ to die so young,
after being married only eighteen months!” He
dried up his tears and began to kiss his son, only
ten days old, whose birth had caused his mother’s
death. This child Was-the only memorial that his
wife had left him; for Madeleine had brouight.him
no other dowry than her virtues. The whole town
had shared in the grief of this afflicted father; who
ingrusted his little Frederic to a young lady of the
neighhourhood to be nursed and gaised. “Ee had
laced him near his own house, in order that he
might have the happiness of sceing him oft€?t; and
indeed he used to go very frequently to see him,
Javished on him a thousand marks of ‘Kis love, and

tures reminded him of his poor Madelme, whom he
always lamented. Sophia seemed at first to take a
liking to him, and loaded him with kindness in or-
der to please her husband ; but when she became
a mother, she neglected Frederic, whom she #e-
garded, if I may so speak, as u stranger in the fa-
mily, and calked him the child of a beggar, because
she was richer than Made}ine.  Thus she became
from day to day, more cold towards him, and final-
ly treated him asa cruel step-mother. Ely, on
the contrary became the object of all her atten-
tion ; whatever he desired was given him, she even
went beyund his desives, applauded him 1n every
thing, and even praised his defects, whilst poor
Frederic, experienced nothing but severity, and
lived in continunal dread ; for the least faults, even
when they were involuntary,.he was treated with
unexampled cruelty.  Their educations which
wére so different, produced corresponding fruits.
Ely became a spoiled child, a little cheat, a hypo-
ciite, a conceited fellow, and aliar. It is true, he
improved at school, because he had an extraordina-
ry memory ; he was always well dressed, behaved
well at home, and:thus kept up appearances. Fre-
deric, without neglecting any thing essential, was
more timid, and did not boast so much as his bro-
ther ; he had more judgement than Ely, but the 1ll
ticatment that he constantly experienced seemed
to paralyze the vivacity of his mind; and because

he spuke but little, they took him for an idiot. His
courteous countcnauce pleased every one. Ely, on

the contrary, was frightfully ugly ; his features
were irregular in the extreme, and-his whole body
was badly proportioned. But the defects of nature
were compensated by his wit and pleasantry: when.
ever he could, without exposing--himself, play a
trick“Gnréhis companions, he never failed to do so.
Hs knew 30 well how to make his plans, that the
fault would falison another, and very often Frede-
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ric suffered the pumshment ; then Bly would rub
his hands with joy and ran away as if he knew not
what had happened. At school he would pour ink
into the puckets of lus companions, hidae their pens
or find some other means of annoying them; at
home, he would take one of his mother’s caps,
dress the house dog with 1t, and set him loose or
play some other foolish tnck still more wicked—
on all these ocsasiqus, he was as much pleased as
il he had performed the best action in the world;
and he immediately meditated some new Imis-
chief.

Frederick was the model of the children of the
town. Candor and 1nnocence were painted on his
countenance ; every thing spoke his virtte. An
enemy to every kind of duplicity, he did not endea-
vour to conceal any of his actions ; and his frankness
led him to own his faults with sincerity ; but the
ill-will and jealousy of his step-motheralways exag-
gerated them. Mr. Maltame, on the repeated com-
plaints of Sophia, took Frederic tor a bad boy, and
often scolded hum. When this uafortunate little
bay wished to defend himself, Sopha and Ely
leagued together against hum, treated him as a liar
and a hypochrite, and his father being deceived,
gave credat to their infamous calummies. Frederic
was obliged to keep silence, happy to escape pun-
ishment ; but what was deferred on one day, was
not lost on another; and although he escaped a
whipping, he still had to feel the resentment of his
step-mother. .Apieceof dry bread was all he had
for hisdinner, and Ely added to his gricf, by ecating
before him the most damty morsels.

These hardshids that Frederic suffered at so ten-
der an age, for he was scarcely twelve years old
taught him at an carly period to submt to the trials:
of adversity, and formed his character.
that there was nothing to hope from men, the
amiable child placed his hopesin God, and address-
ed himself to him in his affliction: he had learned
in sacred history that the innocent Abel fell a vie-
tim to the jealousy of Cain, that the virtuous Jo-
seph had been sold by his brothers, that Daniel had
been cast intoa lion's den.; all these examples
strengtheued his courage and -inspired him with
confidence in him wha knows how to turn cvea
evil into good, and to avenge soener or later perse-
cuted innocence. He did notenvy the favors that
his brother enjoyed home. His conscience supplied
the place of every thing for him, and not being
able to undeceive his father with regard to the
prejudices, that he, otherwise so amiable a man, en-
tertained against him, he contented himself with
lamenting in secret the ill-treatment that he suffer-
ed, and prayed with increased fervor for the author
of his being.

Frederic had made his first' communion with an
angelic-piety, and had received in the oly Eu.
charist new strength to support the yoke with
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which he was loaded. LEvery month bie upproach-
ed the holy table ; his soul, nourishied by the niead
of angels, was replenishied in tlus intimate unien
with God, the protector of infancy, and confimed
in the pious resolutions which he had tsken. 1f,
on the one hand, Fredetic suffeied with resigna.
tion the ilf treatment of Sophia and Iily, on the
other he avoided the company of such clildren of
his age as might cortupt Lis innocence. He had
only one friend, with whom he had become ac-
quainted at catechism : this was Bernard, of the
same age with himsclf, the soan of a puor widow
who lived out of the town, in a small house which
she had rented at a little distance fiom the river;
she was a washer-woman, aud gaived a hivelthood
with great difficulty.

The virtuous Frederie went every week to visit
his friend Bernard; he never left him without
slipping some cents into his pocket, and he imme-
diately gave them to his mother ; who every time
blessed the good heart of the youug Maltese.

One day, Frederic and Ely went together out of
the town; they met Bernard who came to them
holding under his arm a bundle of whbite hnen
which nis mother had sent him to carry to a lady
for whom she woiked. Frederie, who had not
seen his little friend for some day s, put his hand tn
his pocket to give him some cents ; but he had no
woney with him ; so he said to Ely + ¢ Lend me
ten or twelve cents for this poor little boy ; I will
pay you when we get home.’

¢Ten or twelie cents ' cried his wicked bro-
ther, ¢ do you wish to give them to that little va-
zabond ? It seems that you know him. Be silent:
il tell father. Why do you keep company with
‘a bad boy like this 2
¢ Bernaid is not a bad companion,’ replied Fre-
deric with animation, ¢ he is poor, but honest.?

Ely made no answer, but pushed Bernard with
so much violence, that the poor boy fell fat on the
ground, and his bundle rolled in the dire.

The mischievous Ely, running away with all
his speed, laughed very heartily.  Frederick pick-
ed up the bundle, returned itto Bernard, who had
risen, consoled him, aud accompanied him to his
mother’s house, to whom he related all that had
happened. This unlucky accident annoyed ‘her
uot a little ; she was obliged to wash again the
articles cf dress thatshe had sent to the city; and
she feared that-the delay would draw upon ‘her the
reproaches of the lady who was thus deprived of
the clothes for some days.

When Frederic returned home he found the
whole family angry against him. s father seized
astick and gave bim several blows ; bis mother
scolded him ; and Ely, who pretended to tremble
in all kis limbs, tormented him with his tricks.
According to his repoit, Frederic had iaduced a

wicked boy, by giving him money, to beat the in-
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nocent. the good Ely. Fredericin his turn, tried
to justify himself, and related the malicious con-
ductof his brother; but Ely denied everything,
and was belicved ; he exculpated himself com-
pletely, and his brother alone suffered.

From that day, Sophia had no more repose and
warmly urged her husband to send Frederic from
home, as he was the distwrber of their domestic
tranquility, and the cause of much wrangling in the
family.  Frederic had already completed the
course of ctudies taught in the litile town in
which his father resided ; and as he desired to go
ane day to the University, and study surgery the
thing 3scemed less diflicult for Sophia. Ilis tather
had made seeret inquiries to find a college where
his son might finish his studies before going to the
University. But the time secmed too long for
Sophia and Ely, who were anxious to get ril of
the troublesome IFrederic immediately.

One day, his father was invited to a public din-
ner given to the nobles of the town. He puton a
richly ornamented dress, silk stockings, shoes
with buckles, and above all, did not forget his fine
wig, which he had bought several years before,
and which never left the band box except on great
occasions. Tn complete his dress he buckled on
his sword, put on his gloves and viewed himself
beiore the glass ;—he seemed to be ten years
younger. Sophia admired the taste which he had
displayed at his toilet, put on her husband’s spee-
tacies, accompanied him as far as the door, and
wishied him much pleasure,  Frederic also sa-
luted his father from the window of his toom
and Ely fondled about him to prove how much
he loved him.

Sophia locked up the clothes that her husband

had taken off. Ely slipped behind her into the
little room where she had put them, stole away his
father’s old wig and morning gown, and hid them
until evening ; then climbing up to the top of the
roof, at the risk of falling and breuaking his arms
and legs, he reached the lightning-rod, hung on it
the morning-gown and the wig, and descended
without being perceived. He played this prank
so-quickly, that no one had even taken notice of
his absence.

To be Continued,

NOTICE TO SUBSCRIBERS.

To Country Subscribers—we have this to say—
all papers must be paid for in apvance, after the
expiration of the present year, all papers not so
paid for, will be discontinued. It is impossible to

collect subscriptions of rIvE sHILLINGS scattered
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over a whole Province.  The man who cannot pay
this sum for his paper in advauce, is not more hikely
to do so at the end of the year.  We pay casit for
paper and labour weekly, and we must bfz paid
casi by our subscribers, to enable usto continue to

do so. A. J. RITCHIE,

BIRTHS RECORDLD.

AT ST. MARY’s.

Serrr. 6—Mrs. Horn of a Son.
7—DMrs. Dunphy of a Son.
8—Mrs. Foley of a Daughter.
“—Mrs. Fitzgerald of a Daughter.
10—Mrs. Duggan of a Son.
“—Mrs. Frierman of a Son.

FIARRIAGE RECORRD.

Seerr. 7—John Manning to Maria Kelly.
9—Hugan O’Connor to Mary Ann
drews.

ANTERIMENTS.

AT THE CEMETERY OF THE HOLY CROSS.

Seprr. 1—E'iza, daughter of John and Rachel
Cantwell, aged 12 months.

3—John, son of Patrick & Johanna Mooney
aged 7 months.

5—Jane, daughter of David and Johanna
Whelan, aged 12 months.

6—David, son of Patrick and Johanna Ho-
gan, Higed 11 months.

‘7—-Patt'zﬁt93j{‘}\'1"ci‘fnt'ty, a native of Ireland,
agedg?l:?j@rs.

10—Simon “Williams, a native of Ireland,
aged 30 years.

11—Anu Catherine, infant daughter of Wil-
liam and Sophia Barden, aged 11 months
and 20 days.
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