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PREFACE

R E A DER.

Am very wnfit to enter a Conteft of fo bigh a. Na-
ture, with a Perfon, who is infinitely my Superior in
all forts of Learning , that nothing can excufe the
Attempt from being cenfur'd as Vanity or Prefum-
ption , but the caufe of Wrong'd Truth, which all have
indi[penfable Obligations to Vindicate. Every thing elfe,
but the Iijury offerd tothat, pleas’d me in the Bifhop
of Oxfords Difcourfe, who as be 1 a known Mafler of Lan-

. quage, Writes nothing but what is Polite, and Fine, amd

adorns that Learning which he poffeffes in a bigh degree,
with all the charming Beauties of Eloguence. I hope I
bave preferv'd for bim that Refpeitywhich I owe to hisDig-
wity, as well as to bis Worth. If any thing made me forget
my Jelf, and him, it was fome little Indignation, to read
with what Contempt he treated two Perfons, for whom I
bave defervedly a high Veneration. This raisd fome
Spleen, which made me (mile a little in Difdain; and if
then there bath dropt an unbecoming word, the Fumour

Fwas in, pleads for my Pardon.
Perhaps now thou expeéleft fome wife and weighty An-
Jwer unto the Reafons for Abrogating the TEST; But:
i - d2 Lo




The Preface to the Reader.
it becomes not me to Fugde of what are Affairs of the

State; and therefore I wholly wav'd that Confideration.

Wherein our common Reform’d Religion is concernw'd, there
F have Interefled my [elf, and as it bath been Atragwd
in two feveral places, “tis only the firjt 1 have now flood to
Guard ; The other part, which is to Maintain the charge
of Idolasry againft the Worfbip of the Roman Church,
may make me venture a fecond time, if fome abler Pey
than mine, is not provok’d to draw in the Quarrel, And
now all the Favour I ask of thee, as fome Recompence Sor
fo much Time which 1 bave fpent to give thee an hours Ey-
tertainment, is, that vhou wouldeft not enquire after the
" Name of a Man, who is very Inconfiderable ; and who be.
Sfides, affures thee, that it will be invain, fince he bark
usd fufficient care and precaution, never to be knows.

7 ranfub-
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Tranfubfantiation
| ~ A peculiar |
A RTICTULE
OF THE
Roman Catholick Faith,
In Anfwer to a late DISCOURSE call'd
Reafons for Abrogasing the T.EST.‘

which have created {6 many Quarrels ameng Chriftians,

as1 with with all my Soul, that they who are call’d by

that glorious Name, perfeitly agreed in thofe Truths
which were the Faith of the Apoftles and the pureft Ages

of the Primitive Church. How Blefled would the Church of
Chrift have been in an undifturb’d Peace, if all the Errors,
which firft corrupted our Religion, had been ftifled in their
Birth, and fo never imposd by the Canons of pretended
Councils as Articles of our Creed. Bue Intereft firft engag'd
fome Men to offer incredible Things unto the People-to be be-
lieved, and they took the firft opportunities to vent them in
Times of fuch Darknef3, that the poor people wére blind, and
1 eafily mifled 5 and to tye the Muffler about their Eyes fo
faft, that it might never be unloos’d; the name of the Catholick
Church was fiill made uf® of to Authorize ftrange Opinions
A3 which

E Have {6 little ambition to appear in any of the Difputes,
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(2)
which {he never own’d ; and to fecure her Authority from e-
ver being queftion’d, the pretenceof Infallibility was Impreg:
nable. Now leaft any more Inquifitive, thanthe reft of the
Herd, fhould ftartle at the fight of what¥was new, and unfeen
before the noife of ‘Antiquity was fiffficient to filence all their
queftions ; and in an ignorant Age, when few or none of thofe
who were difinterefied had wit enoughto Judge of what was
in prefent view, much lef to look back with a difterning Eye
on what was paft at a far diftance, the plaufible Story could
not eafily be difprov’d. o
Thus the Worfhiping of Images firft ftole out into the World,
and not long after, the Doctrine of Chrifts Bodily Prefence in
the Sacrament, was Incourag’d to the Birth.
As long as People were dull enough to give an undoubrad
affent to all thar their Priefts told them, and were ftrongly
prepar’d to fwallow the hugeft Contradictions, they all went
down fmoothly ; Bue as Knowledge increas’d with the daw-
ning of the Gofpel, thofe grof Abfurdities were diftover’d
in many things, (‘which the Reople had- believ'd’ without ever
examining them, and which the Darknefs of preceding Ages
had conceal’'d ) that it was neceffary to give thingsa fairer
appearancg, to call thém by fofter Namss, that they mighe
‘both look and found lefs affrighting.  This is the Atifice whicly
is now o much us’d dnd applauded by-the Church of Rowmse,
who it muft be acknowledg’d, never wanted Addrefsto difen:
rangle her f&1f, when her'Errors-are - fo expos'd that they are-
no-longer defenfible; and then the fureft way toavoid the
‘Blow, is to confound them with the contrary Truths, that her
Do(trine may be as unknown as her own firft Original.  And
“indeed the beft means to eftape a Confutation, is to caft fuch
a mift before our Eyes, as we cannot apprehend what it is
ihe believes. In one Age, Tranfubftantiation is neceffary to
be believed to Salvation ; now ’tis {o inditferent, as s difa-
vow'd, that the Church ever appointed itan Article of Faith,
or ever aflig’d the Modus ( pardon a word which I have but
“borrow’d ) “of the Real Prefence; and thus a point fo dear,
and which net Twohundred Years paft, coft the Blood of fo
‘many Martyrs, becaufe they would not own their belief of
it, is vanifhied in the mifts of the Schools, and utterly loft in

the

(3) -
the Duft rais’d by the Difputes of Aquinas, Scotus, and their
Followers.
But the Author, who thus makes a new Creed for that
Church, is w00 young a Profelyte to Comment on the Arti-
clesof her Faith, and one o lately initiaced info the Holy

" Rites, may withgood reafon have his decifions fufpeted, as

ot being grounded on a fufficient knowledge in the My fteries
of her Religion. )

1 know not how thofe who belong to that Comminion
will refentit, but it hath a very odd Afpe&t, that the Holy
Catholick Church fhould be drawa fo, as to referuble the
Hereticks in the neareft likensf§ as her Piture can be taken.
It intrenches on her Infallibility, to reeoncile the principal
partsof ‘her. Dotlrine with fuch Articles as the always con:
dem’d of ‘Herefie ; and which, as the moft damnable Herefie,
fhe hath continually and moft fiercely oppos'd. It was for
Tranfubftantiation the great Heat began with Luther, though
fome other lefier mateers firflt rais’d a .Quarrel.. This in its
niceft Explications hath ftill been the Subject of the warmeft
Difputes. 1t was for-this fo many fuffer’d as ebftinate Here-
ticks, not fit to live, becaufe they had liv’d too long to re-
nounce the ufe of all their Senfes and Reafon in believing an
open contradition to them all. And yet now.the cauft of
fo many Difputes, Qparrels, and Blood, is cleverly convey'd
away, and {o many have flam’d at a Stake, and the ground
been dyed with the Blood ot {laughterd Multitudes, only
for ‘1ome Niceties of the Scheols. For if we will truflt our
Author’s bare word, no Councils of the Roman Church have
ever defin’d the manner of Chrift’s Real Prefence in the Eu-
charift, but left it to be wrangled out by Logicians and So-
phifters, as they could beft clear it by the Principles of Ari-.
Jeatle’s Philofophy.  Now it was. the manner of that Prefence
which always kindled both the Zeal of that Church, and the
Fires which confim’d Hereticks; who by confequence fiitfer'd
not as Apoftates from the Faith, but the Dollrines of the

‘Infallible Stagyrite. This is to make the Roman Religion

moft barbaroufly cruel, in Burning and Damning Men mere-
ly as Hereticks in Philofophy ; but though thofe who profefs it
are but little engag’d to hinx for- reprefenting it {0 odious ;
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yet he has extraordinarily oblig'd all the Proteftants, by cre-
ating them on a fudden true Sons of the Roman Carholick
Church ; we will now hope not only to be Savq our felves,bue
that all, who béfore us own'd the fame Doctrines as we do,
are in a very good condition, fince he comprehends both us
and them within her Bolome who appropriates to her fIf the
Keys, and difpofal of Heaven, We are all now of one Faitti,
and the Confeflions of all the Proteftant Churches exaltly a.
gree with the Decifions of the Grear Coancil of Trenr, They
Atlert the Real Prefence, that Council, as our Author will
have it, Determines no more 3 and how unreafonable then isit
to makea Teit to diftinguith betwasn 25355 Catholicks and
us, when weall believe the fipse thing.  But however he -
boldly charges all the Wifdom amd >uthority of the Nation
with 2 moft ridicolous Impertinence, in forming a Teft for
the Reman Catholicks, which does not concern any point of
their Faith, yer 7 raniubPantiation Was once a very good
Teft for the Hereticks; and time was, when their faying in gea
neral Terms, that they believed the Real Prefence, was not
fafficient to “fave them from the Fire. There muft certain]
be fomething more in the bufines, which our Author would
not fee, and the reconciliation is too new, and eafie not to be
fufpedled, nor can 1 ever imagine that the Church of Rome

will admit us into her Communion upon fach facile con-
e
Quions,

Ie will then.be wortly while to Enquire into the Reafons
which led him into an Opinion, wherein he s alone, and
which (for all that I know to the contrary, ) he may al-
ways boaft us peculiarly his own. Whar is the Ground of
his Aflertion which is altogether fo Extraordinary ? Why !
Truly a harmles Word layin his way, as he was hattily run.
n,ing through fome Authors, at which he unfortunately” frum.

fed.

It is very well known, that in mo
are written on this Subject, Chrift is affirmed ro be real-
Iy prefnt in the Bread and Wine; and where ever our
Author has mer wich this Real Pre@nce, wherher in the
<uguffan, or Bobemian Confeflions; orin Lather, Melanthon,
Lezay or Calvin, he fancy’d he faw the Body and Blood

of

] of the Books, that
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in its fal ion. This
jour in its full and true Proportion.
gf ocur o%liqsdofvﬁmgg hopes to perfwade othersbtq,b]e;miv:,
tl‘a:ng};,h all rthe Arguments he urges, is I?:nly1 'ny nlx)eazing
v‘;irh an Ambiguity impos’d on an honeft plain-

w?ll“g' unravel therefore that 'Ctonf‘ﬁEe Egigffa?;' tCthé;ﬁrgr;
i ¢ Pages, it wi > y i
wh;c!11_‘?&;1&3?%@(;{?21;& grgeat Redeemer is prefént to usin
the Sagi;lelzt:; Secondly , It will be apparen&,{ t_?;ts a;lf xt:lfi
Fa;!l{e;s of the Primitive Church, and all tt}te Ull:ll ers of lac.

- Ages, till the Eigth Century was almof ru ut, never
dr A’gl a word that can tempt us to thxpk,thatsneymem.
géﬁp Chrift \tO be fubftantially prefent in lﬂ;eis feC;lah pre:
However, they frequently may atiert, Thatl 1 s realy pre.
fent, and exhibited to our Souls in the Edgm s of Bread
and Wine : So far were they from fonfoun. m'%stnatural o

fence with the Subftantial, 05 Chriff’s Body in i
i r Author does. - L.
or.s::iﬁiinfgé i?iggry, which tg i:;:so Eiﬂ?&es{lbg‘tggcﬁr%r;

i the Opi -Subdtan
P am)esgrﬂglrtli‘fc? ’ir'rtl(‘)aihe W'ef?em Charch, till Pd‘icbﬂjiig‘ txg;
ﬁfﬁi ngt Inventedit, who firft made an Innovatien
I:ai:_;m'And then Thirdiy, I fhal{1 p;%w;?t ﬁhag ;hitsheNeng{gzl;g

' 3 d into the . 1.
Chn '{a.r l? f}{a;clop‘;;lo iln feveral Councils have nat on]gr rcn‘z)r;t
g:lrggfi] irO but chofe the very Word Tranfubftantiation, a ]
> - L
PR tglfxéiieézgc‘e that the Confeﬁi9ns of the bP:;gejéz;ﬁ
h4‘ }5 Wlwho our Al;thor Cites, and their Wmfxriile oexprefé
feigrf and of the Church of E"glfg:;, xt]t]lg:ngitin aydiﬁerent
2 y ;
ir Fai the Real Prefence, yet ;
gl::fe&t‘";grgfthar which is determined by the Reman Church
2
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gzlﬁreagz gxﬁﬁyr&?llebe needful into the End, for whichour

bration. of
Blefled Lord appointed and comglanded the Celel chis




: (é)
this Holy Myftery; and if he is prefent to us in it, o as per:
fectlywo fatisfie the Defign of his Infiicurion, his Body and
Blood are there in the greateft reality that can anfiver our Se-
«wiony’s purpofe, though not in their real Natures.

It was not to benefitour Bodies, but our Souls, that he In<
ftituted this and all other Ordinances. Hedid not intend here~
ina Character of Honour to our Flefhly part, in conferringa
priviledge of bandling him. How poor a favour would this
be to any real purpofes of our happines? If we could fuppo®
that he ftill lived among Men, fo that we might not only touch
his Sacred Body, but fee it in the moft Glorious appearance,
whichismore than the greateft Vifionaries of the Remsarz Church
will pretend, and quite contrary to whar.their Natural pre:
fence of his Body in their Sacrament enterrains them with,
Where they do not, nor ever did fee it, bur only the Bread and
Wine. If Chrisz-were thus in his Humane Nature, the Object
of all our Senfes at once, what benefit in this particular fhould
we enjoy more than whar the wickedeft Wretch living would
equally thare 2 We fhould be no more blefled barely in this
refpeét,than the multitude who crowded upon him; Than Fu-
das, who kifled and betrayed him ; Than the Soldiers who
crowned him with Thornes and cloathed him in the mock
Robes of a King; Than that Ring of an Impious Rabbel, who
were Spectators of his being Crucified, and triumph'd in his
Death. Nay, if we could renounce our Senfes and Reafon
fo far as to believe his Body Naturally prefent in the Sacra-
ment, and that we receiv'd the very Subftance of it into ours,
and we could really think that we did {o uncouth a thing, asto
eatit,whenby fighr and rafte we eat Bread: Yetr how vain would

this be to-any real end of our Salvation, when as the greateft
Villaia; who has but a Mouth wide enough o take in the Con.
fecrated Wafer, is as well a Partaker of Chrif's Body in this
fenfe, as the moft Holy-difpofed Soul. Thus infignificant
would the Real fubftantial prgfence of Chrif#s Body and Blood,
in the Sacrament, be to us,- fince he hath told us himflf too,
That the Flefh profitteth morhing : And therefore, if we will be.
lieve him, on his own Word, we cannot imagine he offers him-
felf in that way, uniefs we can think, that when he intended
us the greateft priviledge of his Gofpel, and which fhould do

us
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us the moft good, he would order the matter o, as in eﬁ‘e_<5E
it fhould do us no good-at all. We may then be fure of this,
that however otherwife he meant to be prefent to usin this
holy Supper, he never defign’d to be there Corporally, thac
we might put himinto our Months;and Iam very apt te think,
that when he afcended to Heaven, he never thought to re-
move thence again, only to be carried about the Streets and
fhewn. ’

Our Saviosr then does not give his Body to nourifh ours,
nor pours out his Blood to be transfus’d into our Veins ; both
his Body and Blood are prefented to us in the Bread and
Wine, to profit our Souls ; and therefore the Prefénce of them

“in thofe Elements, muft be fuitable to fuch Beings as our Spi-

rits, and in a way proper to diftribute into them, their Gra-
cious Influences and Effe@ts: It muft be Real, but Spiritual ;
Tt is Spiritual, that is not Bodily : For what would that con=
cern the benefit of our Souls, which are no more capable of a
Corporeal good, than our Bodies can be nourifi’d by the
knowledge of things? It is Spiritual, that it may be fuitable
to the Operations of our Spirits, whofe refin'd Nature makes
the Subftantial prefence of a thing unneceffary to place it be-
fore them, and when I think of any Object, though paft, or
far diftant, it is asreally in the view of my mind, as what I
fee juft at my Elbow. .

The Body and Blood of Chrift then, as reprefented in the
Signs, the Bread and the Wine, are as really prefent to our
Faith contemplating them, asany thing can be prefent to the
atts of our Minds. And the outward figns themfelves are not
more truly beforeour Eyes, than the things fignif'd are be-
fore our Thonghts, which upon the netice wl}m:h the Sign
gives, inftantly view and confider, what ’tis ordain'd to repre-
fent.  And Faith, which aéls the greateft part in making us
Partakers of the Genuine bleflings of this Sacrament, hath in
the Word of God this Office appointed to it, that it realizes, or

makes prefent to us, things thgg are far diftant. It is call'd the prprr.x.

Subftance of Things hoped for, and the Evidence of Things not feen ;
wuhaﬁtis deéry’d %n apfar Pr:)fpe& by our Hopes, Faith brings
{o near, that it fors them before us, as if we held them inour
hands and folidly pofiefs’d them.

B2 And




(8) .

‘And therefore Chrif’s Body and Blood, are not merelvy
brought to our remembrance by the outward Signs, as Fi-
gures of them, butwith them are deliver’d to us, to all the
intents'and purpofes wherein they can do us good. Thus in
receiving the Bread and Wine, we receive Chriff’s Body and
Blood too, as far as they can be given into our pofleffion ; and
Chrift defignd them for us. We have all, for which that Bo-
dy was broken, and his Blood pour'd out, the pardon of Sin,
and Peace, and Reconciliation with an offended God, and his
favour confirm’d tous.  And therefore we really 1eceive thac
Body and Blood, fince we eftectually receive themto all their
gracious Ends.  And what real Prefence of them can we de-
fire more? I am certain this is as:much as can be truly bene-
ficial to our Souls, and the Sacrament aims at nothing far-
ther.

Nor are we to think that the bleffed Effects only of Chrifs -

Body and Blood are prefented to us with the Elements, which
Chrift has therefore inftitated in Signs and Seals of this unva-
luable Gift : Butall gracious Influences are communicated to
us, -our Grace increas’d, and fpiritual Strength improvid,
and the heavenly Life fupplyed with frefh force and vigour.
This is the blefied Efficacy of Chriff’s Body and Blood, which
“as really are prefent in the Sacrament to nourith and fan@ifie
our Souls, asthe Bread and Wine are to ited and refreih our
Bodies. ) :
‘Thus Chriff is really prefent in the Sacrament, thatis, Spi-
ritually o unto our Soulsin fuch a manner, asis moft efietua
al to Influence and Blefs them, and yet he isnot there in his
Natural Being. So that according to this Explication of ir,
there will be vaft difference between his Real and Subftantial
Prefence : And all the Authors which are Cited, as Atferting
both; yee all they indeed exprefs, is only this, That Chrift is
Truly and Realiy Prefenr in the Sacrament : Which they
might very well affirm in the Senfe 1 haye given, and yet ne-
ver have a thought of his begag Subftantially there,

1 could

- (9) :

T could not but wonder to find it affirm’d, with fo great -
Affurance, and bold- Appeal , to all that are but ordinarily
Converfant in Ecdefiaftical Learning, That the Aucient Fathers
from Ageto Age, Ajlerted the Real and Subftantial Prefence, in Reafons
wvery bigh and- Exprefive Tevms. Andyet all that is broughe for Abre-
to prove it, is nothing but the bare mention of fome Greck 51108 e
and Latine words, which are of a very general and doubt- 'f” ;};A};’d
ful Signification, and may be applyed to a hundred things b
fooner than to what they are made to defign. If it were
in an Age like that of which Erafwmus gives {0 pleafint a Cla-
rater; That it was fo devoutly Ignorant, as it was account:
ed a Herefié to underfiand Greek ; then no Man could know
but. thefe hard Words” might be unanfwerable Arguments:
but now the Senfe oi them is eafiz enough to be found wut,
that they Import nothing to the prefent purpofé, and thar
they do ot at all mean the Realand Subftantial Prefence, as
the Author Tranflates them.

And as eafie i is to clear the Ancient Fathers from what
he would Impofé on them ; and to prove that they are fo far
from aierting the Real «nd Subftantial Prefence in High and
Expteflive: Terms, that there is not the leaft Exprefiion in any
of them to favour thar Opinion. And though indeed they
fay that Christ is Really prefent in che Bread and Wine, and
they phraft it often in Magnificent and flourifhing words ; yet
they mean itin the Sacramental and Spiric:ial fenfe, not the.
Natural manner of Being

1t will be unneceffary, after the great Volumes which have
been writ to this purpofe, to fiwell thefe few Sheets with nu-
merous Cirations : I fhall only felett fome few that will more -
nearly concern the prefent Debate,

If the Fathers call the Elements of Bread and Wine, the -
Types, or Figures, or Signs of Chriff’s Body and Blood; it
wilf unavoidably follow, that they never underiioed any o-
ther Rerl Prefénce of them,~than fuch as is Attributed to the
Thing fignifid, when it is offerd and exhibited ro our Minds -
by the Sign which denotesit; and therefore are not Subftantial-
ly there, but only ina clear and lively repreentation tg m{l&

aith.,

i
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Faith. - And yet nothing is more common in their Writings
than fuch Expreflions, Tertillian againit Aarcion, {peaks clear-
« @upeuti. 1y to this purpoft info many words, * Thar Fofus Chrift made
an,contra the Bread bis Body, in faying, Thisis my Bedy; that is to A
Murcio-  the Figure of my Body.  And ® that eu:+ Lovd put on the Bread, the
nem, Lib. Figure of his Body. And St. Auguftin calls it a Sign, in thefe
5[2}2‘2 . words ; © Owr Lord did not fcruple to jzy, This is my Rody, when
e 19, hegave the Sign of his Body.
* dugnftin  Enfebius Bithop of Csfarea, fpeaks plainly the fime Lan.
coutia A- guage, fuch a Harmond was there, not only in their Faith,
dimant. bur their Tongues. ° He himfelf ({peaking of our Lord Jefus
¢ ’ofg;m Chrift) deliver'd 1o his Difciples, she Symbols of the Divine Dif-
Fol.48.Pa- penfation; Exhorting thems to veprefent the Image of bis Body. And
4. 1571, In what they were to do it, he explains at but two Lines di-
% Eqfeb. france. He preferib’d to them, that they [henld ufe the Bread as
e:”,””l”‘ g‘ the Symbol of his Bedy.
P_sé;_ z4. It will not be improper to add a Teftimopy to the fame
Pars1628 purpofe out of the-Liturgy of St. Bafi/, efpecially fince the
Author of the Reafons, &vc. lays a great Weight on this Pray-
Pag.33. erusd in the Greck form of Confeeration.  Aake this Bread
the Precious Body of thy Chrifts and that which is in this
Cup, the Precious Blood of thy Chrift :  wbhich Werds are ta-
ken out of the Liturgies of St. Chryfoftom and St Bafil. And
if they are, they muft not be underftood as he would have
Kaginore them, unlef he will allow a greater Contradiction in the Li-
30y o~ turgy it felf; where inthe Prayer which the Prieft makes juft
muviua- before the Confecration, there are thefe Words: He left to us
T = the Monuments of bis Paffion that Saves us, even thefe which
’;EU,Z'ZZU o by bis Command, we now [et before you.  And the fame he calls
wvm, & after the Confecraticn, The Antitypes of the Holy Body and
weorelei- Blood of Chriff. But how could the Bread and Wine be the
wnty - Types, or Signs, o Images of Chriff’s Body and Blood, if
T T3 1. they were chang’d into their Subftance, and o became one
Ao and the fame thing wicth them?
Taamw- It will not be improper toadd one Teftimony more, which
m 5% d-  coming from one of ¢he Poges, carries with it the greater Au-
/:: éw'_‘ thority, and muft claim Credit on the fcore of Iriraﬂibity.
glmt@;‘ﬂ It is Gelafins, who lived about the end of the Fifth Centary,

55 Y5k who

P

(m:x) .

who fpeaks like asa rank Sacramentarian, as Peter Martyr or
any of them all. Certainly (fayshe) the Secramenss which we Golfins
take of the Body and Bisod of Chrift, are a Divine Thing, for d,;,,‘zlz,[;’ ¢
which reafon we by them are mad: partakers of @ Divine Nature, nat. n
and yet it ceaferh not to be the Subftance or Nature of Bread and Chrifloin
Wine. And cerrainly the Image and likene[s of Chrift's Body and g:ﬁl" Mzb.
Blood arecelebrated in the Action of thefe Myfteries. . T ": an
. . 522.Ed.3¢

And thefé Infrances are a fure and fufficient Evidence, that Binii. 3
the Ancient Fathers never appropriated any thing elie to the
Bread and Wine but the figns of Chrifts Body and Blood, and
therefore could underftand no more Real Prefence than what
agrees to a Thing as reprefented by its fign.

And to our receiving that Body, and that Blood, together
with the outward Elements, they meant no more by it, than
that all the Heavenly Influences, Spiritual Bleflings, and Ef-
fetsof Chrift’s Body and Blood, are Communicated and con:
firm'd to us in this Sacrament; I will produce two or three
Witnefles to prove it, andthe firft fhall be St. Cyprian, whoin ¢ Cypria-
his Difcourfe of the Lords Supper, thus expreifeth himielf :,,;,,fe o~
An Immortal Nourifhment is given different from common Food.ve- na Domix-
taining the Appeavance of Corporel Subftance, but by an. Invifible 1
Efficacy manifefting-the- prefence.of the Divine Power. And he
further Explains his meaning in thefe¢ words. That common
‘Bread chang’d into Flefh and Rlood, procures Life and Growth to
our Bodies, and thevefore by this ufual Effet of things, the weake
nefs of our Faithbeing help'd, is tanght by a fenfible Argument, that
the Effeét of Evernal Life is in the vifible Sacraments.. Agreea-
ble to this, is what Saint 4u2i» fays in his Comment on the
98th Pfalms, where he introduces our Saviour to remove the
ofience which his Diftiples iad taken at his Words in Fobn 6.
§3. thus fpeaking to them, You are not to eat this Body which
yout [ee, mor to drink that Blood, which thofe who will Crucifie me,
Jhall fred; T have commended a certain_ Sacrament to you, which
Spirituclly underfruod, will give you Life.

1 will
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T will mention but two more, the firft fhall b6 St. A

Sacramen~ brofe, who {peaking of the Sacrament. hath thefe Words. The

tis.

Homisl.4 5.
WS, Fob.

1 Cori1,

V.27.28,
29,

fehit ance of the Brezzgi is not taken away, bus the Grace of the Boe
"y Chriff is jixperm/zled to the Bread , aud thence it hath rb_e Name
of that Body given to it. By the Grace of Chrilt’s Bedy, no-
thing elfe can be mecent, burall the gracious Etfetsand Blef
fings which are procur’d tous by lns Lieath and Blood, and
which the Bread and Wine exhibic and prefent to us.

The next 1hali te St. ¢ bryfoffome, who exprelly réfute our
eating ¢ {hnitts Body ir the Natural Subftance of it Adyferies
(fyste ) aremor Carnally, out svi & our imward Egyes, that is
Spizitually to be confidired and contemyiated, fur tﬁis is the nature
of Myfferies.  And o bitle aler. Ay in Baprifm, by the fenfible
Element of Water, the intelligible gifi o Regencration is conferr'd,
Jo this Intelligible gift of the Licdy and Blovd of Chrift, is not pers
ceiv’d by any Corporeal, or [enfible Altwn, but by the Spiritual an-
derfl anding of Faith 1 ihe Seud and Mind.

Now *hefe Expreflions ore o ¢lzar, that the fene of them
smay be difceri’d av- firtt iight, and cherefors can more furely
diréct us roa tull and plain underftanding of the Mind of the
Fathers, than Metaphors and Figurés of Eloquence, or than
general ambigaous Phraiés, which may premifcuonily be ap-
Plyed to fignifie an hundred diuerent “hings. Tt is indeed very
well known, that they often expreis themitlves in high and
glorious Terms; bur we are tc refle@ upon rthe fair occafion
that they had t0 do fo, and on what was their defign, "1t was
an Early and Juft Complaint in the Church,thar many of thofe
Wwho were admitced to the participation cf this Holy My ftery,
hadtcofl sht Thoughts of it, and did rot approach it with'a
becoming Reverence. They had not an awful fenfe, and
therefore receivd the Sacrament as if they eat only Common
Bread and Wine ; The ordinary Ertertainments of a Love
Feaft, and the tyes of Chrittian Clariry and Fellowthip, for fo
was Eating together accounted amning the Ancients.  Of this
the Apoltle gives us a large accourr in his' firtt Epiftle to the
Corinthians, & grievoufly compiains 5 and writes, not only with the grea-
teft earncline(s, butin the hngheit Language could be uied, to alarm them
with the danger of their 1tupid negligence.He the#fore roundly reils them,
that they were guilty of Profanenefs towards the Body and Blood of Chrift,

" and o eat and drunk Damnation,becaufe they difcern’d not the Lo-d’s Body.

Becaufe

' : (n3) ‘
Becaufc they took the Bread and Wine without regard to the facted In-
fritution, not looking on them as Fhe Symbels which Cbrfﬂ had ap-
pointed to reprefent his Body and his Blgn_d., and fo were guilty of ne-
gle@ing them, becauk they didnot by Faith fee them fpiritually exhi-
bited in the outward Signs. And to the fame intent he fpeaks 6 glo-
rioufly of this Ordinance in the preceding Chapter, where he hpnouxs
the Bread and Wine which went xound the holy Aflembly with no
lower Title, than the Communion of the Body and Blood of Chriff
That {0 they might not have fuch poor Apprehenfions of this Bleffed
Feaft, thatinit they Eat and Drank together, only as the Bond and
Token of Chriftian Communion s but they ought to penctrate the re-
ceffes of this glorious Myftery, and difcern the meﬁunable_Bleﬂmg un-
feen and cover'd underit. They had not meerly Commumpn one with
another in Affembling to Eat together, but they Communicated in the
fame Body of Chrift, fince all the Effects, Influences, and Efficacy of
his Body and Blood was diftributed with the Bre.aci and Wine to every
Holy Soul in the Afflembly, who worthily receivd. §uch high a}nd
magpificent words did the Apofile think neceffary, which by applying
all the Glory and Majefty of the Things fignified to the Signs, might
procure it due Veneration, By the fame proportion we are to meafure
the intended meaning of the Fathers,when they fay, that the Bread-and
Wine, are Chang’d, Transform’d, Tranfelemented, G¢. intothe Bo_dy
and Blood of Chrift. They thought they could not fpeak too Loftily
on this Subject, toadvanceits Dignity 5 and therefore employ’d all the
Flourithes of Eloquence, of which they wexe great Maﬁcrs,. to deftribe
it to the People inthe moft Glorious and Heavenly Shape it could be
drawn. They defig’d to xaife the thoughts of the Communicants, to
confider there was a great deal moe in this folemn a& of their Religi-
on, than what was barely offer’d to.their fenfe; and that the vifible
matter of the Sacrament was not vain and empty Slgnsz but as Inftitu-
ted and Commanded by our Lord Chriff, were follow’d with his Blef-
fings, and accompanied with the Life and Spirits of his Body and Blood

cious purpofes.
© :ﬁ]sgr;n this};ccgunt, as our Saviosr himfelf didnot, fo neither did
they makeany difficulty to honour the Bread with th_e name of }xis Be-
dy: Nay, fometimes in the heat and rapture of ‘their Zeal, to inflame
Peoples Affections, and warm their Devotions, they would ufe the
moit high and expreflive Terms.

The Greck_ Fathers, thofe of MeTa€ohl, MeTadgibuacts, MeToo= Reafons for
seveseeds, Melemoiuns, Mélasoixdoms. And the Latines agreeable Abrogating,
with the Greeks, Converfion, Tranfmutasion, Transformation, Trans- piel23.

) G

figuration,




Suidas invoce
peraConils

Greg, Nyffon,

. (rg)
figuration, Tranfelementation, (Tranfubfantiation only excepted,which

the Author of the Reafons, ¢, puts in among the reft, and yet it is
not to be found in any of the Ancients, )by all which they expre(s’d no-
thing, lefs than the Real and Subftantial Prefence in the Eucharift. unlefs
he will faften fo Invidiousa Charater on the Fathers of the Church, as
to accufe them of Wiiting againft themfelves.  And contradict them-
felves they muft, if thofe Words of theirs are Explain’d of the conver-
fion of the {ubftance of the Bread, (and any other change befides Sub-
ﬂﬂnt‘la} will fignify nothing to the purpofe) into the Subftance of
Chrift’s Body.  For nothing can be more contrary than fuch a real
Converfion to all their other Expreffions concerning the Supper of our
Ié(frdl,”wllgegein tge]ya'lcaltlithefBr;adhand Wine, Sigus and Figures of
hiilt’s Body and Blood 5 of which T have before gi
I méght have 1immmerable Inftances. ore given fome fewwwhen
ut what tho the Fathers never explain®d themfelves i
than thele Words, which the Authoprﬂigns as a valid u}])rzgg Oggi
they believed the Real Subtiantial Prefence, yet from Words ’which
areof .fo doubtful a found,no Argument can be form’d tomake it good
unlefs it could be prov’d they were determin'd to fignify a change of
Sub[}ance, and could Import nothing lefs,  And for this I dare Appeal
to him, or any other, to producea Sentence out of any of the Fathers,
or any other Authorsof Fame for the Propriety of thofe two Langua, es,
wherein any of thefe Words are accepted in that peculiar meanin hf i;
pleas’d to put upon them. 8
Andyet] will give feveral Infiances as well out of the Fathers, ag
%r}?pl1al1e V}’ntc.rs, that thi-ge l\:vords are made ufe of to exprefs fuch
ings, wherein it would be perfeét Non-fenfc :
ChAm%e of theixr Being or Subﬁancg. NowiEnfe to undertand any
\ng firft for the Word Mela€oAd, if we may believ ; i
fignifies in general all Change whatever, as wcllyin (leu;lgf}lrd%u;f
lity, and Place as Subftance, and fo may be indifferently us’d in ’refpe&
Orat. Catech. of themall. ~ And accordingly Gregory Nyffen. expref~

Tom. 3. pu1o8. Tb &% avar feth by it the Change that is wrought in us in Re-
yamicud 1 7 pflaerd 7s  generation, and what paffeth, on us by Baptifin,
el

UTIws Hudy Ty swTierny -
sorapldiveSol YWysay myn
ity bgr & paulo poft i dief
7% LadlicuarC weds w
Keei7ov plaConils

" Xenophon Oecomon. pag,
493, Opt.Ed.Gr.H.Steph. Me=
Tappudpile tdv Eonn il
o, 7% mwmesvrCr

which no Man will fay moulds us into a new Sube
ftance. -
“Nor will the next Words ferve his Defion
more
fuccefsfully.  For Mélagéibiums, means no rr%ore than
the Reformation, or Amendment of a Thing. Thus
Xenophon introduces the Mafter of a Family vifiting
his Sexrvants in their fevexal Employments in the
Fields,,

(15)

Fields, and having diligently furveyed them all, fays
Lie, if I fee any thing that I judg may be better done, I
amendir. And in the fame fenfe "Ariftorle ules the
Word, fpeaking of recliming the vicious from a lewd
comsfz of Life, who were adted only by Patfion, or
Pleafiire, and fuch, fays he, what Reafon can corretk or
veform. And Clemens Alexandrinm when he fays,
That Learning doth adorn and accomplifh a Man by the
Tmproveinent of his Naiure, exprefleth it by the fame
Word, And yetall this is done without metamorpho-
fing a Maninto forae other Creature.

Bue let us try what the other uéfaoreuasess will do
for the caufe. It properly fignifies to make a thing
change its place 1 But it isus'd by Senefins to exprels
the alteration of a State, or cowrfe of Life, and yet a
Man may pafs from one place to another, or alter his
way of living, and continue the fame unchang’d in- his

Being, uéleminas fignifies the Change of a thing too,

but fuch as may well be together with the famenefs of
its Subftance. Since Fuffin Martyr makes this word
to explain the Reftoration of all things at the laft day of
the World, which yet ke never could imagine would be
turned into a new one for Subftance. And Gregory Niffen,
has the fame Word to exprefs the Change of our Life af-
ter Regeneration.

Arift. de Moribus. lib. 10,
Tom. 3. Op, pag.186. Ed.
lguvallu, Toe oW Tetdles oi's
&y Aby G- perageubpu aut.

Clesens Alexandr.  Strom.
Iib. 4. p.534. Ed.Paris 1629.
Ki 99 o didugd peledpulu’-
La & dvbesmer.

Synefrns in Epift. pag. 8
Edit. Gr, Turnebi. KeiiJos 75
8u 8idey m )s¢ oou senm
memness Eoovlas o ag;@'ﬁé'f
véladiioisn ) pelagrwd-
Leaw eds bumigsuse

Fuftin Martyr Queett. 1. ad
Gracos. @cedss seawdv ¥lafe

W dinele Gow &y dpSude
Jrapive Sws o% wats & o
Syrwv b5 7 AgeiTov udle-
moingews vl mv miw
oSodbEav.

Greg. Nyffen. Orat. Catech.
‘Tom. 3. p. 108, “H Jl& 75

eiveyaiaeas ok & Latls iy pelammings, 3r dvim plamings & 2y & Sopey dapdvoruer.

The great Contef is for the next Word  Milasorxeans 5

Suidas in voce

which according to Swidas isthe taming of any thing into ano- o -, ¢
ther Figure and Shape, and if we take this Signification of it eelegaipg same
frora him, it will do very little good in the prefent cafe, fince

the moft zealous Affertors of the real Subftantial Prefence, were

never yet fo abandow’d of Senfe, astofay that the Figure of the

Bread is chang’d into that of Chriff’s Body, fince the Figure is

one of the Accidents of Bread and Wine, which they afrm to

remain after the Confcration. But if we fhould fuffer the word

to be rendred as the Author pleafes, to fignify Tranfelementation,

yet even thus it could never fignify a Converfion of one Subftance

into another; unlefs he will fay,
Cz2

that we are tranfubftantiated

when
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when our Natures are renewed by Grace : For Cyrit

Cyeil Alexaondr, de Adorat.  of Alexandria expreffes it by this word, And if
lib- 17, ‘0O (fe. Chriftus) Gregory Nyffen. and Theophilait ufe the term usfoc-

v wegs xetrbrles -

SOy ciwbe

soixeioms with vefpe@ to the Bread and Wine, they
muit yet mean by it fome other Change, than that
of Subltance. For it will hardly be acknowledg’d,
that the Water in the other Sacraments of Baptifm is

tranfubftantiated, yet this Phrafe peluszixeloos is as

Cyit Aleyend, in Joh, z.in well brought in by Cyril of Alexandria, when- he
Gatend £ s Ravived] G- {peaks of the Waters of Baptifim, as it is by Nyffen-

Svepyeins T

w295 Ssiav Tive X &adpiilov

iy Gdue g Thesphilatt in_difcourfing:. concerning the Bread

N lasorngidlas Svamy syx- 4 Wine in the Eucharift, and if it mug exprefs
e 7 “Aumdy w5 & éi 2 fubftantial Converfion of the Elements in one Sa-

e,
av yvoo.

crament, with equal Reafon it mult import the fame

in theother. Butif it is granted thatall the Change
of the Baptifmal Water is only. as to its delignation to 2 holy Ulfe and
Bleffing, then neither will there be any other alteration of the Sa-
cramental Bread and Wine, than their being confecrated to a peculiar
and facred ufe, {o that they areno longer common things, but hallow-
«d by eur Lord’s Inftitation.

So now all that can be inferr’d from thefe Greek Expreffions.
is only this, That the Bread and Wine after the Words . of Blef-
ing are pronounc’d are chang’ds but how? mnot into other
Subftances, but in relpect of their Appointment ¢o a folemn and:
facred Office. ‘They were before the common Food of our Bo-
dies, now they are the lively Signs of Chrift’s Body and Blood.
Thus poor Fithermen: were by God’s peculiar defignation: turn’d

into Apoftles, and yet the Nature of Men continuad in them the
fame, ’

For the fame Reafons the Latin Words ufed by

¥ Suh as Convorfor, the Fathers who wrote in that Language *, wiil

Tranfnutation

on,  Transfignration, Tvanfeles

wentation,

Tiansformati= o Yieele advantage the bufines of the real Subftan~

tial Prelence, fince their fignification is gs general

and unreftrained as the other. They mean fome

change indeed to be in the holy Materials of the *
Eucharift; but it may be fuch an one as I have affign’d, merely as.

fo condition and ufage, fince no other is detexmin’d by the fenfe of

the Words as ufed in any Author.

So

’ C17) o
in is i i d of words, which-
’ is it to argue from an uncertain foun A
ha\!r;: Zalgeneral unlimited fenfe, fince “tis againft all the Rulf:f“?f‘
Reafon to fix 2 rparticolar meaning on thofe Expreffions, whic
are delivered in general terms, and fo may be underftood many

wa}]xs;deed if the Learned Author of the Reafons, &¢. could h{avc
lo ’d’ the word meTeioms, it would have dope excellent fer-
eg?ep guce this perfectly deciphers a converfion of Subiftance, and
o <‘:’d anfwers Tranfubftantiation. But he very well k1.1ew., th;ltt
:1}1(? 01¥e is no more to be found among the Greek Fathers, than ¢ g
other among the Latins.  If all the Fathers from Age to Age, affexte.
the Real and Subftantial Prefence, iu1 vc}?; h:lgg ill’:dyexpirgiti}“ig t:;-g;z
hey did 3 How unluckily did they mils this
o th:o%i\s;l;mvgegiscg S'?f'as m,oﬁ proper and full to have explain’d fuch
MTeaniug., The Church of Rowme hath made fufficient provifion,
?haTnone‘ may doubt of Hers, by inventing a very high and exprc;hvfc
term indeed, Tranfubftantiation, which I muft contefs, has a fenfe
Par{jvf;;lliizz ?:;'dt‘l’meirsyi‘ilft%fg% what was the Belief ?f the Church hi.n
this Article till the fifth Cen.tury}vl, ane.idﬁtime fgr:}fl'urgér‘i, é(:ﬁr}emcgf;h:e ’l;
Foundation of the Faith, till the middle of the e
i 1 - the beginning of the Sixth;
Patriarch of ntiech, who lived in the cgiuning of the Sixth
) African Bilhop, who flowrifl’d about :
S‘ch:z’e” Aa;e-, ﬁd Ifidare Bithop of Sevil in Spain, whﬁ1 wrot:o:;:
the firft Years of the {evem}; :Cmtti‘y’{expreg:ain?:z Z 1‘1,631:: on-
i ift, exaélly in the fame ma F
f}emgrlsu ]bgeftcﬁz tl;:)‘elrcr}:a 3 Epljfem iyn a Difcourfe againtt the Entychians,

(of which Phorim hath given us an abfiract ) to prove the Di- photins in Bi-

i i : e blioth. p. 594,
fiin@ion. of the two Natures in Chrift, takes an Inftance from th Dliort p- 7 AS

Bread in the Eucharift, which he afferts to retain its proper Sub-

fonces and that the Body of Chrift is prefent only to our Minds,

ich i ibi ith the Signs.
i f that Grace which is exhibited with t
‘chxld 1&:&%?%1)? he Sraws a comparifon l?e_twe‘en that S?c::é?etl}llte,
ifms which tho it is wholly Spititual, yet preferves ¢
la:rzgpel?ratgnb? its v;énﬁble Subftance, the Water, which lofeth nothing

of what it was made.

Facundus fays plainly, That: ncither the Bread is- prope}éy ChrifPs Facundns--
?

Body, nor the Wine his Blood, but that they are called

i in them the Myftery of his Body and Blood.
,he';ﬁcdgf:: IEJ:gktS g:; cliarl{{ﬂtoyth{ fame fenfe, when he fays, That the

becanfz - 9. ¢ 5o

1fder, Hifps
<{e Offic, Ec<-

) ;| > 7 rehari) hich clef. 1ib, ie .
Blood and the Wine are the 1we vifible Things in the Enrenarift, ’Ze;fng gf; b
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being both of them fanctified by the Eoly Spirs °d 4
Savé:melm af the D{vincgad_y.y b St e turn'd inte the
I'might add a great many” other, fince there is no “Whiter
thefe Ages, which cxplain®d their thoughts of the RSSCPYZ?;Z 'Of
any other texms.  So conftant and agrecing was the belief of tll1ll
Church in this Article, till two Greek Monks Legan to expref§ i in
dlf_flc-}'cnt and fufpicious words. preb iin
he firft, whofe way of writing had an i
the Real Subftantial Prefence qug .Annﬁ:z):zaj}{gﬂ{l\tdz)?:i{k"ﬁ t%‘v(’;’ari
Sinai. He was the firlt who denied the Bread and Wine in ;he %la:—
crament, fo be the Signs or Types of the Body and Blood of Chrif
and athirm’d them to be the Things themflves. And he wrot ‘brl ‘
the Tnlniddle of the feventh Century. rofeshont
_The other was a Monk of St. Sabas in Paleftine ived i
Eighth. And the occafion of his receding fwnjril the A‘vl‘iggll:tvle)dogrgle
of the Chaurch, and advancing this new Opinion, was the Contltgt
which began in the Greck Church about the Worﬂ;ip of Tmages ‘
Leo Ifanricus, who fucceeded Artemims, or Anaftafirs theg 2d, i
the Throne of the Grecian Empire, by a publick Edi& comm_an)dec?
that Images fhould be broken down in all Churches ; which was exe-
;)utcd, tho not without fome refiftance from the fuperftition ofc}:g;
cople. The two great Zealots, who inflam’d, and animated the
fury of the Rabble againft their Emperor, were German the Patri~
arch of Confantinople, and this Monk of the Monattery of St. S, bn
in Palgftine, who trom his Grand-father had the Name of Mz'mj{z ',
but that by which he was then ufually call’d, and by which h:r'j
now moft known, is Fobn Damafcene. becaufe he was of an A, -
cient and Muftrious Family in  Damafens, He was very aGiv i
wiiting Circulatory Letters in defence of Images, to rgkiudleeﬂin
mad Deyom,)n of the People, and to excite them, in defiance le(‘e
their Prince’s Order, to fet them up again. uP,on this foll 1‘“3
horrible Confufions and Diforders in the Government 5 whi?}:ve
appeafe, the next Emperor Conflantine Copronysms ;ﬁ?:mbledto
Council at Conftantinople, who by their Decifions might quiet th fa
Differences and Heats, whexein no le6 than 338 Bifhoq ede
with one confent, to condemn Image-Worlhip, and to eﬁibi’ii%hreeh,
true Faith concerning the Eucharift upon that occafion Iew ! ?‘
{o many as 338 that Council confified, as appears by the ru::;bo
recorded in the Decree of that Council, which is extant enti - in the
feventh A& of the fecond Nicene. e the

Annalift bewailsas a difmal Sign of the Corruption and Apoftacy of
: T the

Which great Number, tho the -

- Faith had been hitherto preferv’d as to the Eucharift: fince all thefe

19 )
the Faftern Church, yet it were xather an Indication how pure the

Fathers, with one Voice, not only determin’d the Worfhip of Fna-

gesto be avevival of the old Idolasry of the Heathens 5 but they alfo Baimisé A
lefi’d the Sacrament to be the proper Figure which Chrift bad given i v o ad
a5 of his Body. Becaule the mott plaufible Argument for the ufe of Annum 785.
Tmages was, that Chrift as Man might be reprefented 3 and {o_his pag. 402, 403-
piGure being his Likenefs, be reverenc'd, they declar’d, in ax_lfwer? Csillz 5&'1}?'7
to it, Thatro deferibe the Perfon of Chrift in a Piture, or a Statue, céniec‘g; N
swas vither with Nelarius to divide his Humane Nature fr?m bis Di- ollea, Labbei.
vine, of which no Refemblance conld be made 3 or elfe it would, a5 Tom.q.
Eutyches, confound them together. And farther, to fhew how un-

neceffary and impertinent it was to frame an Image of Chrift, they

produced the Eucharift a the true Image which bimfelf had ap-

pointed, to reprefent bis Body and his Blood to the exclufion of all

ather.

They alfo particularly Excommunicated Germain the Patriatchy

George Bifhop of Cypras, and Solin Damafcene, which three had

with great heat afferted the Adoration of Images.-- And the laft of

the three they mark’d with the black Character of an Idolater, are

injurions to Chrift, and a Teacher of Impiery. This was enough to

make his Blood boil, and to alarm him unto a fierce oppofition of

the Councils Decrees againft his Opinion s which he thought him-

&If now as much obliged in Honour, as by Inclination to defend.

To vindicate his dear efpoufed Canfe, it was needful to remove the

Obijection which the Courcil had ais’d concerning the Euchariff,

which they affitm’d to be the fole Image of his Body, that Chrift

bad recommended to us. To cut this off throughly, he {Cruples not Joan, Damaf-
to affert, what none had ever done before him, That #he Bread, and fifn-kde Ortho-
Wine, andthe Watery by the Invocation and coming down of the FHoly L‘i’g“' Fcldle- .
Ghoft, are fupernaturally changed into the Body and Blood of Chrift’s "4 Col4e
and fo now they are no longer two diftintt, bur one and the fawmc thing. -

‘And a litcle after he hath thefe wordss The Bread, and the Wine,

are not the Types and Figures of the Body and Blood of Chvrift 5 God

forbid, but they are_the Deified Body it felf of onr Lord; fince he

bimfelf hath [aid, This is not the Type or Figure of my Body, but

my Badyy mot the Figure of my Rlood, but sy Blood.” Thus ac-

cording to the common Obfervation, that one Error lsvmamtamed

by bringing in the Aid of another: This Monk calls in the Real .
Subffantial Prefence as an Auxiliary to defend the Worfhip of -

Images. And
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) And thus the beginnings of Trausformatio
thy degrees it grew up to that monftrous
frightens all our Senfes and Reafon.

caufe thought neceffary for the fuppor: of I

fame Reafons the Church of Rome ;frp]a[‘t adopt‘igl?tnzz,ldaflil)dzefzﬁr tﬁc
continues it. It muft be confe(s’d, that Dnmaﬁe:u Exprelﬁg:: ;
not precifely the fame with Tranfubftantiation nor fpeaks | ¢
{o broadly as the Church of Rome do x A eions

g €s 5 yet i ici
Face, which looks that way, and 'unp(;rt) e o g flpicious

e s the f i

not m’cxprefs terms, For to fay that the Brcagtglezdthexl/}%;ed;?: gfg
chang’d into Chrift’s Body and Blood, as they are no longer diftiné:
but one and the fame thing, is in cfedt i :

tranfubflantiated into the latt, 0 affaty dhat the firt ae

n were form'd, tilf
0p}nloxg, which now
It was firft introduced, be-

However, thefe two Greek Monks left at leaft
3;1: concentl}% t}iu}t E!ilc:(a.riﬁ, if not quite abindf)a:l’dt}tl;leo?aﬁﬁgrzﬁggl
were the i
t }t’his Article.r whofe new Mode of fpeaking began to be filpected

- It was from this Great

: o Champion of 1 3 i
%ﬁ‘.‘ﬁh’gﬁl cond Council of Nice, i e xlhipy that the fe-

> ( which w: ’
Trene, in the Year 787, to refin’d aj]ectj;wcnd o, e Emprel

to re-eftablifh Images) in their fifth Se(ﬁc}s e aud

n . N T e
. Alts. fecundi Argument which the Fathers of that fam Comel ae. o fame

** Niceni Concil
| in collea " #ople had urged a

Concil.Labbei, 1005, fince Chrift in the Euchariff had inftituted ¢

1 ¢ Council at Conftanti.
gainft Images to prove them needlefs and frivo-

he Image of his

Body as fufficient to reprefent him, without any other,

And it is very remarkable, that the Anfy
- . h
to it, they borrow entirely Erom D,mfizer ¥
. : F
;I’r’noﬁ in the fame words as he had done above thi(;xt‘y %l:zrs g:;:lare
at rmt)her Fefus Chrift, nor the Apoftles, nor the Fathers hore,
qufrr tcl:xlld tke;dzmbloa;ly Sacrifice offer’d by the Priefis rm, flm: ’1:6’
ut they mamd it the Body it felf, and the Blood i P
. 2l : . - l ¢
g:ﬁz‘ are call'd, Pionfly, Antitypes, by fome of the F;th{if beyz";he
m{[.} G ;;:j{;ialtm:hu perﬁfz‘e;(', lwtd after the Confecration, r;aey a::
are re ¥ 1 ;
calid prop 0)}3 C‘hgﬁ, b“:%};’ 4;;‘ are tobe believed 1o be the Body
catmot be the fame Divine Body,

ich they made

% be the Image of bis Body, i

But
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But tho’ Damafcene;and the {econd Council of Nice ftarted
this new, and unto former times unknown Opinion about the
Eucharift ; yet the ancient Faith was ftill preferved in this
Point, and [ew, or none embraced the Innovation. Bede who
liv'd in the fame Age retainsthe names of Signsor Figures in .
the Sacrament, when he fays, that Our Lord gave us the Sa- B2 inLuc,
crament of his Body and Blood under the fizure of Bread and Wine, ilfsl i
and that be gave to his Difciples the fizure of bis Body, and of his Pg, 5,
Blood.And Charles theGrear,who furvived long after this Coun-
cil, writing to his Preceptor Alcuinus. Our Lord, fays he, fup- oo Sep-
ping, broke the Bread, and gave them the Cup for the Figure of bis (a0 a3 al.
Body,and his Blood, and gave them a great Sacrament for our profit. cuin,

As two Greck Monks were the firft who ftarted this Noti-
on of the real {ubftartial Prefence in the Eaftern, fo a Monk
of Corbie in 818. was the firft Inventer of this unintelligible
Myftery in the Weftern Church. It was Pafchaftus Rather-
tus who affected a new way of exprefling himfelf, different
from all of the former and of his own Age, denying the
Bread and Wine to be Signs of Chrift’s Body, but that
the firlt were changed into the Subftance of the other. To
him therefore is due the Honour of hammering out the Noti-
on, tho’ not of coyning the word Tranfubftantiation. And
fo He, not Berengarius firft made the Encharift a Controver-
fie, by difputingagainft what was before generally receivid,
@iz, The real Prefencein the Bread and Wine not fubftantial-
1y, but as in the Signs, and Sacraments of them, and thus
created a Contelt, which wasvery warm in his owntime,and
hath fince diftracted all Chriffendom. And he was the firftori-
ginal of this Mifchief; for tho Fobn Damafcene, and the fe-
cond Council of Nicedeclared the fame thing in Effect, yet
beiides that, neither the new Language of the one, nor the
Decifions of the other were much regarded, or thought wor-
thy of notice: This Monk of Corbie fpoke out more plainly,
and alarn’d all this part of Esrope with the Strangenels of a
new Opinion unheard before, and contrary to the perpetual é”e{‘.-"{”’”f;’)‘ ae
Belief of the Chuarch inall Ages. And thathe was the firlt Ecéc’{’d?;fhgss
Father of this now fo great Article of Faith, both Bellarmine 1o Pathafio
and Sirmondus frankly own. That Author (fays the famous Ratberto.
Cardinal ) was the firft, whoprofeffedly wrote of the Reality of 5{""’9”414“"{..
Chriff’s Body and Blood in the EuchariSt. And he firft of all vxg:;ﬁzgfcel;isu
( fays the other Learned Jefoit) hath fo explained the true &ocr topr.

) D Senfe Paris,
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Senfe of the Catholick Church, that he open®d the way to all others,

who have fince wrote of the [ame matter.
And that his Opinions were new, and founded oddly in the
Church, isevident from the rough Entertainment both they
and their Author found. If we will believe himfelf, he was
defpifed as a phantaftical Young-man,who with a rath Bold-
nefs advanc’d new Opinions 3 or as a wild Vifionary, who
would impofe his Dreams on the reft of Mankind. For what
other occafion than this could move him to write in fuch
PafitafiusRar- terms as thefe to his intimate Friend ? You have (fays he) ar
beress Epitt. the cnd of the Bo:k (meaning his own Difcourfe of the Body

2d Frudegar- and Blood of Chrift) the Seutiments of the Catholick Fathersy

dam. which I have bricfly marked, that you may bnow it is not by Enthu-

fiafiny or an Infpiration of Rafbuefsy that I have had thefe Vifions,
when Iwas but yet ayoung Man.  To what end fhould he thus
exprels himfelf, were it not to efface thofe reproachful Afper-
fions; which were. commonly thrown upon him ? And how
can we imagine all the learned and good Men of his time
would have thus upbraided him, if his Opinions had been
confonant to the Faith of the Church? Or, if indeed he de-
livered nothing but what was generally believed among Chri-
ftians ; what means he by thefe words to the fame Friend,
PafehafiusRar- Propounding fome Difficulties concerning his Dotrine, You
berus 1bid,  queftion me (fays he) upon athing, of which a great many doubs ?
In Bibliorh, 50 far was 1t from being any part of the Catholick Creed.
Pacr. Tom.s, And in his Comment on the 26th of Aasthew, he {peaks his
p. 285. Ed.3. own diffidence how his Opinions were entertain’d. 1 have
Binnit, rreated (fays he) of thefe things more at length, becanfe I under-
fland that [ome reprove meqas if in my Book of the Sacraments,which
1 bave publifhed, I gave to the words of Christ more than the
Tyuth would permit.  So that he feems in the whole Condué
of this Affair to manage himfelf likea Man, who defigned
to fet up himfelf as the Author of a new Hypothefis in Re-
ligion, and agreeably ufts all Addreflés and Arts of Infinua-
tion to gain Credit unto his Affertions, that they might be

accepted. .
PafchafusRar-  And now what was the dear Opinion, withwhich he was
bers. e Coip. fo enamour’d, and which he fo ftudioufly endeavour'd to
ﬁi[fi""cg‘ll’?r; promote ? 1 will give it in his own words. Though (fays he)
Biblinth, Pat, there isthe Figure or Appearance of Bread and Wine, yet we must
thid 247,  abfolurely belicve, that it is moother after the Confecration, than
the
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the Body and 'Blood of Christ : For which Reafon Truth it [elf
Jaid vo bis Difciples, It is my Flefh for the Life of the World.
Ando [peak fomething more admirable (obferve how he applands
the rarity of his Notion) It és not at all any ather Flefh, than
“what is bora of the Virgin Mary, which [uffered on the Ciofs, and
is vifen from the Grave. This, I muft confefs, is to aflert the
Real and Subltantial Prefence in high and expreflive terms:
But herein he is alone, fince none ever before him, but two
Greek Monks, and the Conventicle at Nice, offer’d any thing
-refembling ; nor had he above two or three of his Contem-
poraries to follow him. I am fure all the Learning and
Picty of the Times wherein he lived, vigoroufly oppos’d
bim ; and how much they differ'd from him, let us but hear
from himfelf, After having repeated the words of the In-
ttitution, Take, car, this is my Body, he adds, Let thofe who pyitfusjar-
will extennate this torm of Body [aying, that it is wot the true bers Com-
Flefb of Fefus Chrift which we celebrate intheSacrament ynor his tre ment. in Mat.
Blood, but bear thefe words : They feign I know not what, as though 26: PAg-290
there was in the Sacrament, only 2 certain vertue of the Flefh and "
Blood of Chrift in fuch manner that our Savior muft have [poke
falfesandthat it is not indeed the true Flefl, and the true Blood&c.
When he broke and gave the Bread to bis Difviples, be Jaid not,
Thisis, or thereisin this Myftery 2 certain Vertue, or a Figure of
wny Body, but be hath faid, Thisis my Bedy. And a little after, 1
am amaz’d at ity that fome now will fay’it is not the reality of the
Flefh and Blood of Christ in the thing it [elf, but inthe Sacrament,
a certain Efficacy of the Flefbh, and not the Flefhy a Peveue of the
Blood, and ot the Blood 5 a Figure, and not the Reality; a Sha-
dow, and not the Body,
And this Doctrine, which all believed but himfelf, is per-
fectly agrecable to what was the Faith of the Antient Church,
and is now the Faith of the Proteftant Churches.
So upon the whole, That Catholick Church which hath in
all Ages, according to the Author of the Reafons,c¥e. afferted
the Real and Subltantial Prefence is no where as yet to be
found but in this poor Monk of Corbie,or two or three deluded
by him, fince allthe reft of Chriftendom afferted the Real Pre-
fence no otherwife than as in the beginning of the Difcourfe
I explained it, and have prov’d it to be the meaning of the
Fathers, and general Confent of the Church, till this unhappy
Age, wherein Ratberens in his Melancholy Gell hammers ont
D2 a
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a Notion, which hath flPd the World with Difputes, and
puzled the beft Wits of the Church of Rome to make it out.

No fooner had this Innovator thus begun to change the
Doctrine of Faith, than a Holy Zeal for the Truth warm’d
the greateft Men of the Age wherein he liv’d, todraw their
Pens apainft him, and fome of them were heated to z little
Indignation.

Rabanns Manrus was the moft confiderable Perfon of his
Time for Learning and Wit: As a Poet he is prais’d by Axz-
u. part. #oninns, that he excelled all wholived with him; and in all re-
t 14. ¢ {pects Trithemius adorns him with this high Elogy, That /ta-
3. 128 423 [y pever faw any thing refembling him, nor Germany ever
EdJuneLug: oroducd his equal. - Froma Monk of the Monaftery of Fuld
Tritem.in Ca- a City on the Frontiers of Franeonia, he was created Abbot of
tal Seript.  jr. from whence his Merits remov’d him to the Arch-bi-
Ecclel, thoprick of AMenrz, where, by the command of Zemwss the Se-

cond, Emperor, he conven’d a Synod, which Decreed feve-

ral things ufeful for the Reformation of that Church. So

Rabanus Az that his Character gives him more Authority to fupport him,

rus in peeni- than 3 private Monk. He through all his Writing afferts the

S aP-23- true and ancient Faith of the Church, inoppofition to what

* Ratbertus had newly vented, and calls his, a wicked Opinion.

dumosin, toid,  Walafridus Strabo,who, by the account nsoninus gives of

Pe 4540 him, was Scholar to him I have mentioned, joyn'd with him

in defending the fame Truth againft this dangerous Innova-

tion. Tothefe ] mightadd a great many others, Amalarizs,

and Heriboldus; the one Arch-bithop of Treves, the other

Roberr, ahigip- Bithop of duxerre, both of them Famous for Learning and

dor. Mo, Wifdom, which recommended the latter of them to the Fa-

Chron. . vour of his Prince, Charles the Bald. And with thefe Pru-

?:g‘;’g}&,g} dentins Bithop of Troys, and Florus Deacon of Lyons, united

Succehic. 2, in the fame Zeal to overturn the Novel Tenents of this
Monk.

But there were two of greater Name, who profeffedly

wrote againft him by the particular Command of Charles the

Bald, who, fenfible of the Divifions which this Novelty in

Religion had made among his Subjects, to ftop the growing

Diforder, employed the two Men who had the highelt Repu-

tation for Learning to refute it. Thefe two were Foannes

Scotus Erigena, and Bertram. The firft of them was admir’d

as the moft accomplifh’d in all kind of Knowledg ; for whom,

as
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as the Emperor had a peculiar efteem, fo he confulted his
Judgment, efpecially in this new-rais’d Controverfie abot,Jt o~
the Prefence of Chrift’s Bodyin the Eucharift, and orderd
him to confute Ratberr. In Obedience to which Command
(as appears by an Epiftle of Berengarins, extant in the Col-
lections of D’ Aikery ) he compos'd that Difcourfe of the Sa-
crament, which was afterward judg’d Heretical, and con-
demned to be burnt by the Council which was called at Ver-
celli againft Berengarius, But however the Book afterward
met with this hard Fate, yet in this Age neither that, orits
Author were ever queftion'd; and tho' that Learr}e,(l Man,
for fome uncommon Opinions which he held, had rais’d him-
felf great Enemies, and amongft the reft, Remy Arch-bifhop
of Lyons, and Florus the Arch-deacon, who treated him with
fharpnefs enough, yet they never accufed him ofa:n)y Error as
to the Eucharift, which they weuld never fail'd to have
done, if he had advanc’d any Opinion contrary to the general
Faith. Heliv'd and died in the favour of the two greateft
Princes of that Age, Alfred, and Charles the Emperor, who
would certainly have difowned him, if he had been
tainted with Herefie. He polleiy’d Employme_nts in_ the
Church, to which he would never have beenadmitted, if he
had in the leaft been blacken’d with fo invidious a Character.
He left the Emperor’s Court upon the Invitation he had from
Alfred into England, that he might be the Principal Orna-
ment of the new-founded Univerfity at Oxford; and to him
be alfo trufted the Education of his Children. And yet this
Man fo much admir’d and courted by two Kings, muft be an
Apoftate from the Faith, and an Heretick, and Pafchafius be
the only true Catholick. He after this was chofen to read
Divinity in the Monaftery at Malmsbury, where by the young ]
Scholars, at the Inftigation of the Monks, he was ftabb’d 5 duonin.,
and afterwards (as Antoninus tells us) was acco!.mted a Mar- Chron. éparc.
tyr: Andas Lefly the Scottith Hiftorian reports it, *"Twas by ;gés;,ejfxﬁs
the Authority of the Pope he was enrolP’d in that Catalogue. E e Rebue Gen
And befides the Teftimony of thefe two Hiftorians,the fame s scoror.
thing is manifeft by his Epitaph, extant in William of Malms- Lib. 5.
bury : -
Here lies John the Holy Philofspher, who in bis Life was en- Gulielzus
" riched intb admimbleymeing, and at 1ast bad the Honour Iggf’,"f;é’ggssx
topafs through Martyrdom to the Kingdowm of Heaven. . angl dibo2
Which @ap. 5. -
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Which makes the Tonje@ure of the Leatned Bithop of Dar-

T"ﬂ“ﬁ‘bﬁ““;' bam probable, that the occafion of his Murther was, becaufe

" fome fuperftitions Monks of that Monaftery, who were in-
fedted with Ratbers’s wild Notions, conld not bear to hear
him refute themin his Lectures, and fo urg’d the young Scho-
Iars to aflaflinate him.  And therefore with reafon might he
be judged a Martyr, as dying for defence of the Truth, againft
the Innovations of the Corbeian Monk. -

Itis a great unhappinefs that his Book is loft, being un-
juftly branded with Herefie, and burnt by the Percellian Coun-
cil, when Death had removed the Author far enough out of
their reach. We may yetbe certain,that he affirm’d the Bread
and Wine to be Signs of Chrift’s Body and Blood, fince Be-
rengarins, as he profefs'd to have had this Doctrine from him,
fo he pleaded the Name of this Great Man in his defence. And
by this we may be aflur’d tao, that he denied the Real fub-
ftantial Prefence, fince his Jaft Writing was compos’d ex-
prefly againft Pafehafius Ratbertns, who had newly broach'd
that Opinion. ~

I will not fay much of the other -excellent Perfon employ’
by Charles the Bald in the fame Work with Foannes Scotns :
By whofe Order he compil’d againft Ratbers that incomparable
Difcourfe of the Body and Blood of Chrift, which, to the
great benefit of the Church, had a better deftiny than that
of Erigena, and ftill hath furvivd. OF which 2 becaufe
newly tranflated into our own Language, I need fay the lefs,
fince every one who hath but the curiofity, may fee what
Dodltrine was taught in thofe days ; and that it was indeed
the fame for which Berengarius in the Apoftacy of following
Times, almoft Two hundred years after, was falfly convicted
of Herefie. I will only add this concerning Bertram, or Ra-
tramin, that he was not only in great favour with his King,
but of fo high efteem in the Church, that he was chofen by
all the Clergy of France, to write in defence of the Latin
Church againt the Greek.

And this is enough to convince, that the Dodtrine of Paf-
chafins concerning the Real fubftantial Prefence, was not op-
Iy rew, and unknown, but detefted by all the worthy men
of his Age; and indeed [ fhould have wondred by what
ftrange [afatuation it obtained amongft any in the following

Century,
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entury, and fo by degrees grew into credit amongft ma-
S):y of {he Prieﬁs;y ifgl did not reflet what grofs Igno-
rance darken’d all the Times interveening, between the
condemnation of Berengarius, and the Death of R. Maurus,
. Scotus, Bertram, &c. As if the laft finall remains of
Picty and Learning, had expired with the Breath ot: thofe
Great Men, and forfook the World when they left it. It
is then no wonder, if in the fucceeding age, groily ftupid,
and which had an unaccountable Devotion to Adorat'mn of
Images, and lnvocation of Saints; the moft unreafonable Af-
fertion that was ever offered to Mens Minds, was embraced :
And inan Age, that began to be fo firangely addicted to
Idolatry, it is not to be admired, if a Doctrine was readily
received, whichmight be thought ferviceable to promote it:
Since, as I before obferved, it was to defend the Worfhip of
Images, whichinduced Damafvenc, and the fecond Council of
Nice, to give birth to this Notion of the Real Subftantial
Prefence of Chrifts Body in the Sacrament.

But as yet this Opinion of Pafchafius Ratbertns was not
e[':ablifhedy by the AuI;hority of the Church, fince the two
Popes, Nicholas the Firft, and Adrian the Second, were fi-
lent Spectators of the new raifed Quarrel, without intefeft-
ing themfelves. And though the Novelty, for the Reafons I
have mentioned, pleafed many of the Priefts, and in timeac-
quired fome number of followers, yet through the Ninth andl
Tenth Centuries, the greateft part of the Church ftill re-
tained the Ancient Faith; and i{: was thf‘ ordlga(gy bufinefs of :

eir Difputes, to hunt down this new-ftarted Opinion. -
thThus vxv)hen Odo Severns was Archbifhop of Canterbury, -in éﬁf’% ggftlpgf:
the Year 950. there was a great conteft among his Clergy pag. 128.
concerning the Eacharift; fome affirming the former Sub- &g, 1457,
ftance to continue, and that it was only the Figure, or Sign Et Guiiel, )
cf Chrifts Body and Blood. Aud all that the Archbithop Ié’ldit{tﬂllsfblggn t{}f@ 1
alleadged in folution of the Argument, was only the Inftan- AnghLib. 1.
ces of ftrange incredible Miracles wrought by the Sacrament,
for this was the courfe they took.to fpread the belief of the
Real Subftantial Prefence among the People. .

"The Priefts,by feveral Impoftures,and lying Miracles, which ,
they afcrib'd to the Hoft; endeavoured to perfwade them,
that it was really Chrift’s Body, fince' they could.not cl;;lr;};
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that any other was capable of doing fuch prodigious things.
But only the [gnorant were obnoxious to be {o grofly abufed
by vain frivolous Stories ; and among the Wifeand Learned,
few Profelytes were gain'd 5 for they ftillexprefled themfelves
the old way, contrary to Pafchafius.
Of thefe numerous Inftances might be given, as of ZElfric
- Aufwet 10 a¥e- Abbot of Malmsbury, ( whofe Saxon Homily is cited to this
: ;ﬁ‘; 11’6;; 4t purpofe by the moft Pious and Learned Ufber ) of Walfice Bi-
| 7% thop of Sherbura, Heringerins Abbot of Lobes, Ratherims Bifhop
: of Perona, Lutheric Archbilhop of Sens, Fulbert Bifhop of Char-
tres, and innumerable others of the Tenth and Eleventh
Centuries.
But Pafchafius Ratbert’s Doérine of Chrifts fubftantial
Prefence getting ground among the Vulgar by the Ar-
tifices of the Priefts, in the Eleventh Age Brunn the Bi-
thop, and Berengarius the Arch-Deacon of Augers difdain-
ing to {ee the Error fpread fo faft, were more than or-
dinarily zealous in oppofing it. But it was more en-
dear’d to the Clergy by the awe and veneration which they
found the Belief of it had procured to them among the
People, who could not but reverence, almoft to Adoration,
Terfons who had fuch extraordinary power: As firft, to
make their God, and then to carry it about in their hands.
“hey were highly alarm’d, that any fhould attempt to difa-
bufe the poor Creatures, and therefore the honeft endeavours
of Bruuon and Bereagarius fet all the Priefthood ona flame who
raifed adifmal cry againft the goodBifhop,and his Archdeacon,
as Heretics, and Enemies of the Church.
Plainginvi- 1t was Leo 1X. who thenfate in the Papal Chair, a Man of
ta Zeon.1X. Honefty and Integrity, but good-natur’d and eafie, and Go-
verned by the Councils of Humbert and Hildebrand whom he
Lanfranens de created Cardinals.It was no difficulty for the Enemies of Beren-
j SAcrumento. o445 to make him believeany thing they had amind he (hould,
lﬁg‘b-}lgfg‘?? & therefore they foon poflefs'd him with a prejudice againft the
1 3. Binii, Archdeacons Doétrine, and obtained of him to calla Synod at
pag. 302.&c. Roae to ftop that which they called a moft Peftilent Herefie.
Baron. Annal. Here Berengarins was condemned abfent and unheard,without
E’m' 1t ad their fomuch as knowing what his Opinion was, butasit was
Baronine hia, odioufly reprefented by his fwornAdverfaries,much lefs exami-
Lanfranens  Ming,and debatingit. And Lanfrank himfelf who was afterward
" Ibid. the man which wrote with thé greateft bitternefs againft him
B - was

~nity convenes another Council at Tours in France, which next followed nal. Tom. 11.
- that at Vercells. 'The Author of the Reafons, €. makes one to meet 3 Annum. |

3
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was fufpeCted asa favourer "of his Opinions, 2nd probably not without .

* -reafon, fince there was fome intimacy of friendfhip between them, as

appears by the Letters of Berengarius to him, wherein he frecly con:-
municated his Thoughts which Letters being Intercepted brought him
into fufpicion, and he was required to purge himfelf by opealy proteft-
ing againft him and his Doétrine; which he did. ‘This Council was
Celebrated at Rome in 1050, - :

Brunon Was cooled by the fear of his powerful oppofers, but Beven- -
garins ftood firm, and wasnot fo much difheartned as animated by Matth Paris,
this Judgment of the Council, to make a more vigorous defence, and l;lalﬁm'A“%im,
by the force of his reafons, and' the inftances he produced from prﬁ;,;]. Lond,
Antiquity, which countenanced his Doékrine, it fo admirably fpread, 1571,
that there were few in all France which did not entertain ity {0 lizcle
were they Influenced by the decrees of the Roman Council.

Upon this the Pope thought it neceffary to renew againft him the
Thunderof the Church, and in the latter end of the fame year affem- Lonfrances 1
bles another Council at Percelis, and, that the procedings of this might bid. pag.303.
look fairer than thofé of the former, they fimmoned Berengarius to .
appear, who came not in perfon, butfent two of his Clergy to aét . |
his caufe for him. But hewas as fpeedily condemned in this Council . |
as the former,and with him Foannes Scotus Evigena tho’ dead long before'
{uffered the fime Fate, and his Book againft Pafehafius Ratbertus ordcr’g
to be burnt.

Now Pafehafius his opinion was {trengthened by the Authority of
the Church ; and as intereft governsa great part of Mankind, it is no
wondcr, if that which before had but few aflenters, now wasby
many zealoufly embraced, when backed with Power, and recommend-
ed by advantage, - And yet flill the proferibed Berengarius had many
Advocates who ftood up in his defence, and all that was yet done, ra-
ther fomented than extinguithed the heat of the Difpute.

Vidtor the Second, who was Less Succeflor, in the papal Dig- psuonins An-
: s pap g~ Bz n

at Paris, that number might not be wanting, butupon what grounds I 1955

know not, unlef3 on the Authority of Durandus, Abbot of Troarn in .

Normandy, who fpeaks of a Council called at Paris by Hery the firft.;”

but the little credit of the Story is fufficiently expofed by that great

Church Antiquary Monficur Larrogue. It was in 10§5. that Vittor

fammoned this Council at Tours, where Berengarins freely appears, when -

he could do it now with fafety of his Perfon. - In this Council Hildebrand I,{t‘ﬁé’!:;‘;'i ﬁid:

who was afterward Gregory the Seventh, prefides as the Pope’s Legate pat“lt. 2. Chap.
E . in i7. -
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Cutlgmuntus de iy France who if we will believe Guigamndus,foon  convinced Berens
:fcé?':fcrlt‘:rf garius, and prevailed with him to {Ubféribe his Recantation, and that,
Tom, 6. pag. I Lanfanc fiys trde without fpaking a word in his own Defence. But
3588, Ed. 2. belides that “we havebar linde reafon to truft his profeffed Adverfi-
Finaii, ries who breathe the: greateft Pailion and fiercencfs agafn({ him, L.a,-
£.»17}f~r;1::t. “IC- Srane cortradiSts Guismundus when he tells us that all his I'{c:canmti?n
bul;ag ;03_ was only an acknowiegment,that he pmfc-ﬂ«.:d the co:nmon.Paxth_ of the
’ Church, which he might very well do withour renouncing his owa
Lanfronc. Toid. 1odivine, fince it was perfectly ngrecuble. He mighe indeed diilainy
- what he wever athivmed,rhat the Brcad and Wine in the Sacrament, are
empry, naked Signs and Figuivs unaccompanied with any Spirizual
Ftheecy, but this wasto explain his Faith, and to vindicate it from

their miftaken Prejudices, uct to deny it. ’ .

However he refolutely perfifled in aflerting his Doctrine;, and ail
iheft Counci's had very litile availed to fupprefs it. Nor were his Fue-
mics futishied -in the former profeflion of kis Faith at T Tt was ot
encvgh for himto deny the Elements of the Eucharift tobe micre Signs,
bur they will have him to afiere the veal Prefence inall the groff Terms
wherein themfives explaied: it;as any Man may read them in the- Dif:
courfes of  Eanfrancus Guitmundus and 4lgefus concerning the Sacrament.
They will therefore oblige him to fign a new Confeﬂlcm, which
might be fully exprefiive of the corporzal Prefence.  Fothis purpofe

Buonius  Ap. they prevail with Nicholas the ftcond to convocare a:Fourth Council -
nal, To. 11.ad gainft him, which he did in the Latcran at Romey in the year 105q.
Amnum 1¢59, wherein himfelf was prefent with a Hundred and thirteen Biﬂxops_
Algerus de Sa- Hiler Berengarius comes in pe:fon upon the Summons. But he did poe
:';[“:fnt'}gi’gnc_' at the very firft abjure without pleading any thing in defence of his
wsthe Patr. To, Faith, as Lanfianc rclates the matter,. who {Cruples not to report,that
6.p.. 419.  hedar’d not deferd his deélrine, but prefently refigned himfelf to the
gwf; r’;’“‘-t dIe Judgment of the Council, ready to believe whatever they would have
bﬁ' o ;‘;l‘ ~ him, and therefore asked that they would compofe a Formulary for
1a ChronCaf: him, which he might fibferibe.  On the contrary the controver(y was
#ini, Lib. 3.c. warmly difputed,and Berengarins was nat wanting to employ in his caufe
33 Sigorins ]| that Learning ard Eioquence for which he was Jultly famous. And
%;I}j%t"g 1152- o Invincible i§ the force of “[ruth with fach faccours to aid it that as
211, Ed, we. Leo the Cardinal of Offia, and B. Sigonius tell us he bore dowa all be-
cheli, fore him, and not a Man in the Council could withftand the Strength
Pugyrins Ml of his Difcourfés,only diberic the: Cardinal Deacon, 2 Man Learned and
';f’m;é 7“}‘?)"‘“‘3' Eloguent .coped witi} him,but with unzqual abiﬁt!, angi was reduced to.
g, 236 El demand eight d‘uys time to frame an Anfwer agam(t him. It may there-
Dwis, Quarto, fore very much be fufpeted, that _more fenfible Arguments  than

. Reafony

(s1) ,
Reaftns were mede v of to ferce him to sbjere, ard that they
failed not to cploy all that might be cflcéival to conquer the
weaknefs of aMan, Hewever ke did row make a full Recan-
tation, and Lecaufe they would be fure to-have it in all refpeds
ratifyed, it was by crder of the Pope and Ceuncil drawn by the
Cardiral Humlere inihefe terms, as now extant in Lanfrancus,
sed  Ajgens, and Grarian, frem whem T will tranferibe ey
forthe Author of the Reafens, e hath given &t very ime

perfcét. )

‘This thenis the Form of the Abjuratien: I Berengarivs
the tinmortky Deaeon of St. Maurice, of the Chuwrch of Angiers,
Kucwing  the  tine  Catholick and Apeficlical - Faithy drathema-
tize all M5, efpecially tlat for wlhich I kave lithereo been de-
Semed 5 which o.deavens to maintaing that the Bread and 22073
which are placed wpen the Lltar, are cfier the Con'ecration ofly
a Sacramenty axd wee tle tive Bedy and Bloed of cur Lord
Fefus CLyjft 5 nor that ke cany wilels Sacramentaly oilyy be fin-
Jually Landled or brcken with the Hands of the Pricfty or bebicken ov
grinded between the Teuh yof the Faitifil. Dut 1 confent to the
1Zely Beviien end dApcficlic Sees 5 and witl Month and Heart, I prefefs
that I lold tle fiome Faith concerning  the Sacvaments of the
Lord’s Table 5 which Nickolas the Lord and wenerable Pope, and
this Holy Synod, uuth Erangelical and cijofflical Authority bath
dclivered ard confimied 1o e tobe beld, viz. Tiat the Bread and
Wine which ave qut upon the Altar after the Confecration, ave not on-
b the Sacrament, bur tle true Body and Bleod of our Lord Fefits Chrigt,
and fenfitalls not cnly Saciomentally, but au veality is landied and bro-
hen by tle-Hands of the Pricfls, and grinded with the Teeth of the
Faithfid 5 fivewing by tle Holy end Ceeffintial Trinity, and by thefe
mft Ho Cefpels.of Cheift.  Bue thefe who flall oppofé  this Faith,
T pronotace 20 le weithy of crerual dnathema, together with  their .
Opimions  ard Felcwwars. But if Imy felf at any time prefiane to
vk ar declare any 1ling egainfl this, T myft frbmir to the fiverity
of the Cancis.. " To tlss 1cad and pefilled, I bave frecly fub-

Sevibed,

This is what was forced on Beresgarins to Subferibe, which we

cannot doubt but ws done againft Uie inward fénce of his own Lanfrane, b,

mind ; fince Lanfrasic himfelf upbraids kim thar his Abjurarion p, 3ce.
was diffembled, and oaly in thew,not in the ﬁncerity of his hearr.
E 2 <. And
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(32)
And Berengarius himfelf as foon as our of their power writes a
Bosk to retradt his Abjuration. No fooner is he out of the noife
of their "Threats, and his own filenced fears permitted his ftrain’d
Scul to return to its natural pofture; but he writes againft
the Pope and Council in the fharpelt Fxpreffions, which the In-
dignation of a wronged, and abufed Confcience could diGtate.
Apud Lanfra He aflords them no better name than a Church of Malignants,

mum ihp.312. @ Council of Vanity, mot  Apaftolical, but the Scat of Satan. He

* gricvoufly complains that this Recantation was excorted from
him cither by threats, or more violent methods, and that it was
not to be Interpreted his A&, 6 much as Humberts,who compo-

#il, p. 300, fod the Form of it for him, and forced his hand to fubferibe it
And thefe jult Reproaches Lanfrancus makes it his great care to
wipe out.

Baronis And yet the Pope,. and his Council accounted it a great Vi-

aronius  An. N v . . . N

wal. Tom. 11, &ory, which they gained over him, and in Triumph fént the

ad An. 1059, Copies of his Abjuration through all the Cities of Italy, Germany,

Graziin Decr. and Frarce.

Pope Nicholas the IL being otherwife employed- in maintaining
the Wars which he had raifed in Apulia, Berengarius lived undi--
fturbed almoft thirty years, till the furious Hildebrand came to the:
Papacy, which he afumed with the name of Gregory VIL. In
the feventh year of his- Popedom, and 1079. of our Redem-
peion hecalls a Synod at Rome, where Berengarius now fourfcore
vears old, being fummoned a fecond time, appears. Here when.
his Controverlie came to be debated, the Bifhops of the Coun-
cil were divided, and he had many of them, who difputed on
Lis fide.  And it would feemas if’ the Council was almoft equal-
Benno Carduin 1Y Parted berween the Pope and Berengarins. 1f what the Car-
vita 7iliebr, Ginal Benno teports be true, that Gregory appointed 2 Faft to all

the Cardinals, that God might manifeft by a fign'from Heaven
who was.moft Onuodox in the Faith, He, or Berengarius. This
looks as though a good number of his Bifhops ftood. {6 firm for

Berengarius, that nothing lef§ than a Miracle could fhake them,
At leaft the Opinion in thofé times, of the Popes Infallibility was
very mean, fince it needed to be ftrengthned by fome Divine
Oracle.  But as God did not fpeak in the Council, {0 the whole
Aftair was decided without him, and the poor old Berengarius
was 2 fecond time obliged to abjure though in a different Form,
then that impofed on him in the preceding Council:

<ap. 42.

I A&, Con-
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It runs in thefe Te'rms;

I Berengavius believe with my beart, and confeli with my monh,
thae the Biead and DWine which are placed upm the Altar, and
by the Myftery of Confecration, and the wovds of our Redeemer fiih-
ﬁ.1;zti4[b changed, into tée true, and propery and quickning Flofb and
Blood of Fefus Chrift cui- Lovd, and that afier the Confecvaticn it is the
truz Body of Chrifl wihich was born of the Virgin, and which Offered
for the Salvation of the P¥orld did bang on the Crafs, and which fits as
the right band of the Father, and the true Blood of Chrift, which was
poured out from his [idey not only by a fign and virtue of the Sacrament-
but in the property of Nature, and seuth of fibftance, asis contained in
this brief; and I bave read, and you underftand, fo I belicve, nor wilk
1 farther teach contraryto this Faich.  So help me God, and thefe Holy
Gofpels of God. .

This was his laft * Abjuration,which he did not long furvive ;
whther he recoverel his true Faith again is varioufly reported
by Hiftorians, but if we will credit one who lived in his time,
and o was capable of giving the beft account of him, he to his
Jateft breath continued in the Belief, and maintaining of his true
DuGrine.  But almoft all agree in honouring him with a very
Glorious CharaCter, as 2 perfon every way Excellent, Learned

Baronius An,
Tom. 11.. .
ad An. 1079,

above all of his time, and of moft {tri¢t and exemplary holinefs. -

And when broken with 6 many troubles, he retired from the

World ; he diftributes a large Eftate, which he pofiefled, among

the Poor; his deferved Reputation made him lovid and admir'd,
and the truth of his Doétrine managed with his admirable wit

crfivaded great numbers to embrace it,{o thar as + Hiftorians af~
fure us, it was become the General Fdith, and his Enemies could
not otherwife have run it down but by Force and Power.

Nor did his Do&rine expire with his Life. We have the Tee-
ftimony of one of our own Hiftorians, that inthe year 1163.
almoft an hundred after his death, all France, Spain, Italy and.
Germany, was filled with his Difciples.

% Berreld. conflant. Chron. An: 1083, Apud Uyﬁeﬁi Hiftor. llagr,

German. Amon, Chron. part 2, Tit. 16. . 1. Sefi 28, pag. so7.
Ed. Junt. b aa, Paris Hift. 4ngl.pag, 17. Bd. Lond, prima. 1571.
Antoninus 1b. Guiliclmus Neubriz de Rebus dnglicis fui Temp. Lib. 2z,

<ap.13. Wernerns Rolewiik. Faftic. Temporumad Annum 1054, Apud:

piftor.. Tom.2, Gerzt. Scriptor.

And
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And though the opinion of Pa/chafius Ratbertus thus ftamp’d-with

the pretenced Authority of the Church in five feveral Councils
pals'd more currantly among fome now than before, when it was

left to be debated by Arguments 5 yetit was not admitted by all, .

and in defiance to thefe decifions the Doctrine of Berengari-

us was confiderable both for the numbei and quality of  thofe

. who openly maintained it.  For TUrban the fécond, the Succeflor
Berthold. Con- Of Gregorythe Seventh thoughr it neceflary to affemble another
jtane.chron. ad Council at Piacenza In Italy, in the Year 109§.to renew the
1095 apudtit- Condemnation of thar Docliine.  And yet this was not ftrong
Hitiam 1bid- o000k 1o enforcea General Renunciation ; for thofé who were
moft famous in Learning and Piety in the next Century fhill pre-

. ferved and vindicated the antient Faith, and among the reft,
Bernardus de St Beynard in 112.0. moft clearly explains his Sence agreeable to
g domini 5 " hen he difcourtés of the Elements in the Euchariit as vifible
Signs, which convey to us Invilible Grace and Bleflings. Aud

Rupert Abbot of Duitz, near Cologne, (which inftance the Author

of the Reafonshe himflf affigns) tho’ he had a notion peculiar

to himfelf at that time of a natural Union hetween Chrift and

Rupertus Tui- the Bread, yet contrary to what thefe Councils had decrced, he
tienfisin Ex- denied the fubftantial Converfion of one jnto the other. And Pe-
od.lib. 2. cap. ser Lombard himfelf, the Father of the Schoolmen, who wrote
10 his Book of Sentences about 1140. tho he thinks it confonant
, to the Mind of the Fathers, that there is 2 change of #he Bread
‘fg”"’"d’gi I;eo“t' andWine into the Body and Blood of Chrift,(which none will deny
0410 be underftood in a tollerable Senfe) yet he was not fo ftrong in
the new Faith, asto be certain whether the Change was fubitan-
tialbut leaves it as a doubtHe indecd exercifes.all the Skill which

LY

id. dift.11.

he had in Philofophy to evince the being of Accidents withour a.

Subject, and to explain how Chriibs Body might be broken
into Parts, 1o falve as well as he could the credit of Pope Nicio-
lss the Second and his Ceuncil, in the Form of Abjuration im-
pefed by themon Berengarius, .

It is ncedlefs to give any more Inflances, Monficur Larroque

L'iifloire de Parh done it faficiendly in his Hiltory of the Eucharift, and
PEuchariftie  fince that excelient Bock is in Euglyfh, any onc may. fatsfy
part.zchaS. himflf, thar the’ the governing and dntercfted part of the
Church of Rane, had run dswn Berengarins, yer they could nor

his Dodirine, tho’ they atempred it with the greatelt -Induftry

and.

.
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and Violence. A muititude of People in the Southera Provin-
ces of France, fut called Aibigenfes, and afcerward #¥aldenfés pro-
felled the fame Faith, as that learned Man proves out of many
Authors, and amongft the reft, from the Chronicle O,F St. Tron, Apud d'Ache-
in the Country of Leige, he gives this evidence of it : That Re- :);:Txl f oan 7.
dolpbns the Abbut of th:t Monaftery, o which he was preferred B
in 1125 and Author of the Chronicie, affigns this to be the
Reafén, which diverred him frem an intended ]ourqey into a
certain Country which he names not; Thae ke beard it to be all
infelled with the antient Herefly of the anﬁ( .‘z’;.-‘d‘ Bleod ;o[ Chryt.  And
there was indeed an entire Ceuntry O mtcc“r'ed, it’ theve be any
Contagion in "T'ruth, andthe fierceft proccedings could not ftop
its l’prleadings, and tho’ Peter _a’e.Bmi:, as rhi firlt Martyr that
protefted againit Tranfubitantiation _was pL.lbuCkly burnt at S‘r.
Gijes’s in Langnedec 3 yet the Dodtrine which he rtaught, as if ‘
feattered with his Afhes, was difperfed more than ever, nor was Otto Frifing.
their Cruelty to drmauld of Brefs more ﬁ:ccdéful, whom they ;ncl'rlzdfra rl»:lbt{ ‘
burnt alive at Rome in the year 115 5,and threw his Athes into the Wefbictom e
Tyber 3 for many teganto fifpect that to be a T'ruth,which be- man " gep,
fore they had not 5 well confidered 5 when they faw thefé Men feript.
foffer forit with f© admirable Coaftancy.  Such examples at leaft
raifed a Commiferation of the unfortunate, if they did noe
CODBVll;(;;:O, the new Church of Rome was {6 zealous for her late
zdepted Article of Fzith, as ro 15acri.hce Mens va-es to -ﬁ\ppon:
it, yetfhe wanted a fit name by which the Lovention might be
cailed, till the middleof the twelfth Century. - It is doubted
who £ift bleffed the World with {6 charming 2 word as Tran-
fubflantiation. The Author of the Reafons, &e. would afc.nbe
the word to Pafehafius Ratbertus, who firft beat out thf Notion,
orat leaft makes him adoubtful Rival with  Petras B{q,enﬁ: in the . )
Honour. But there is not the.leaft Charater ok this wonderful Bkfenfis Epift.

. word in the writings of Pathafins, and therefore the Glory would 14

if Stephen Bifhop of dutun were not
i it wi i i5is f ¢ h Stephan, Edu.
brought on the Stage todifpute it with him. Thisis fure enough Stephan,
that %hey bath ufegthc Expre(ﬁon,:‘bqt- which of t_hem was the inl‘g.sis% iﬁi?:
Father of it is dubious, nor is it indced very important to .~ patrum
know. Tom. 6. ed. 3.
m}t is certain the Word had the Good fortune to pleafé, o that Binnii p, 476+
Fangcent the 111, who ficceeded Caleftine the L in-the Papacy
made it Sacred, and inviolable by placing it in the Decree i)f his

ateran.

belong entirely to Blefnfis,
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Plutinzin ejus Lateran Council. He was but thirty years of Age, when he .

vita, mounted the Chair, and active, and brisk, in the heat of his
youth, he meditated nothing but Greatnefs, and a Spiritual Mo-
narchy. He defigned nothing lefi than to Conquer the World
by the power of the Keys, as the Old Romans had fobdued it
with their Swords, and to muke that City as great in Spiritual Do-
minion, as her Ancient Citizensby their Courage had made her
in Temparal, it is eaficto deferibe him by the Picture, which
himfelf hath drawn, and he {ufficiently exprefles the Ambition
of his Spirit, when he Arrogates to himfelf that Commiffion
which was given to the Prophet. To me (fays he) i# is fpoken in the
Fer. 1. 10, Lrophess] have appointed thee over Nations,and Kingdoms,that thou mayft
Innocen, 111, root outy deftroy, and yuine, busld,and plant, To me alfo it is Jard in the
Serm. 2. perfon of the Apoftle, to thee I will give the Keys of Heaven, for. I am

conflituted in the midft between God and Man, below God biit above

Man ; yes, then Man I am greater, who can judge of all things, but
be judged by mome. And it is a very pleafant comparifon that he
mkes between the two Great Lights, which God Created in the
Epiftad Imp. Heaven, and HimfIf, and Kings. s much difference as theve is
Conflantinop. (fays he) between the Sun and the Moon, [o great is that between
Extrade Ma- ). Bifhops of Rome aund Kings. Suitable to this Character which
jorit, & obed, : . . . .y e
c. 6. he gives of himfelf is that by which our own Hiftorian reprefents
Mavth, Pavis Wim.  He sas Ambitions and Proud (fays Matthew Paris ) above all
Hift, Angl.  orher Mortals, and prone and veady to all wickednefs, for any reward
Aa vita Fohan. cirher given or promifed. None could bea fiter Man then this to
impof¢ Tranfubftantiation both thing and name on the Faith of
the Church, fince upon that Authority he had affumed to him-
felf, he might venture to obtrude the higeft abftwdities and
contradittions without any fear of their being Queftioned. He
accordingly in a Council conven’d by him in the Lateran at Rome
ftroke the ftrongeft blow to faften this firange Article into the Rs-
aman Creed, whichthe Council at Conffance in condemning #¥ic-
1ffs Dotrine, farther confirmed, and the Council at Trens {0 ir-
reverlibly eftablifhed , that it is become as neceflary a part -of
Faith as the belief of the Trinity,or of Chrifts Incarnation. And
this is the true Hiftory of the Original, and progreff of Tran-
fubftantiation, which now bath infenfibly led me to the Third

thing I propounded to prove,which is, that thisodd Doctrine both |
in the notion and name hath been determined by the Church of -

Reme as a neceffary Auticle of Faith, )
There would need no more to-evidence it than the former Hi-
: ftory

C37)

ftory of Bavengarius, finee the Decrees of fo many Councils againft— -
him iffue all in this, to define the manner of the Real Prefencein
the Sacrament to be by the converfion of fe Bread and Wine in-
1o the Body and Blood of Chrift,and thercfore nothing would fatis-
fie till he had abjured inthe plaineft words they could find moft fui- -
table to exprefs this Sence. This appears by that Form 1 have before
given out of Gratian, wherein it was not thought enough to fay
that the Bread and Wine after Confécration are the truc Body Gratiar Loc:
and Blood of Chrift,but in what manner they-are {o,is pronounced antea citata.,
in high, and grof§ terms, that Chrifts Body is Senfually, and not :
meerly as in a Sacrament, handled by the Prielt broken into
parts, and. grinded by the zecrh of the Faithfil. ’
1 thisdoes not very grofly determine the Modus of the Real
Prefence , I know not what can.  And yet this is done by Pope
Nicholas the 1L and his Council called by him at Rome, and im-
pofed on poor Berengarius to be believed under pain of the fevereft
Curfés and Punifhments ; nor was it only forced on him, but de-
clared to be a Rule of Faith toall other Men. And therefore
Lanfrancus, and Algerus, in writing againft him Appeal to the de-
cifion of this, and of the other Councils as the fure Standard, and
Meafure of Catholick Truth, it is accordingly placed in the De-
cretals of Gratian; and Lombard thought himfelf engaged to de- ;o0 i sent.
fend it, which he does very poorly ; The expreffions mdeed are fo Lib, 4.dift.12>
rude that they far exceed all that the Impudence of the Schools ,
ever delivered in their moft nice and boldeft Difputes, and there-
fore at laft when no tolerable account could be given of their
meaning, from pure fhame they diftlaimed. them. ‘The Author
of the Glofs on Gratian , when he comments on thofé words
bandled, and broken by the bands of the Priefts, e, tells us that ehefe
words, if not undeyfbood in a righs [ence, will lead us into a greater
Herefie than that of Berengarius.
The next Council therefore under Gregory the Seventh waves
fuch offenfive terms, but yet decides the manner of Chrifts
Prefénce in the Eucharift as plainly and openly, tho’ not in fuch
harfh Expreffions. Nay they deligned to explain the Modus as
decifively as poffibly they cou'd, to oblige Berengarius 1o re-
nouncea new way he had of explaining his opinion, which was
as Surius reports it) thar Chrift’s Body s fubftantially prefent,but gyriys concils
(together with the fubflance of the Bread and the Wine, which Tom.3. -
remain in their Natures unchanged, whichis the fame with the
Lutheran Confubftantiation. Now this clearly enough expregm
F e
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the real Prefince, and that the Bread and Wine were not- mere
Signs : and yet this wguld nor do, nothing will ferve, but he
mult declare his Belief of the Real Prefénce in that manner as
they would be pleafed to define i, And how that was you may (ee-
it in the fecond form of Abjuration, forc®on Berengarius {which
[ have given before) which precifely determines: the Modus of
Chrif
the Elements into the true and proper Flefh and Blood of Chrift.
And it was becaufe the Chucch of Rome had thus decreed. it to be
inthis peculiar manner and no other, which made it be received ;
fince many  of the Schoolmen plainly avow, that they would.
rather have embraced Confubftantiation as more Rational,had not.
the Authority ‘of the Church interpoféd in defining another man-
@ccam.in 1ib, ner of Chrifts {ubftantial Prefince. This Qecams and Perrus 4=
Quarto Sen. Jiacenfis freely profefi: The later of which argues for Con-

qu. 5. fubftantiation,as being lef§ obnoxious to Objections and. Abfurdities,

Ferens de Alli- . i .. .
a0 in Quart. and cafier to.be conceived than Tranfubftantiation, which puts

tib, fent.qu. 6, Accidents without a Subjedt, & And thercfore he affigns the

Art..2. determination of the Church, as the only reafon which
Toay’d him.to aflentto this later Modus of Chrift’s Real Prefence
;v;th'c-'r :}lnm to the other, which.yet he judged in it élf to be more
Rational.

And tho’ thefe Councils did. not make ufé of 2 hard. word - which-

was not invented, yet they as certainly affigned the manner of

Spreisnns the thing, as if they had exprefled it by Tranfubftantiation,
<oncin. Amali - Butthat the very Term. as well as the Notion might b deter-
i;\r%’lm‘rl?xl mined, Duocent the'l"'hird in a Council, which he affembled in
taren the Lateranat Roe in 1215 confines this Article to this peculiar
’ Expreffion, that thofé whom they called Herericks might not, to
avoid their Inquifition, conceal their true meaning under cover

of general ambiguous Térms.  And no.word was thought more-

capable of fpeaking the manner of the Converfion of the Elements

into Chrifts Body and. Blood after Confecration, than this, which.

fays that the one e}rg tranfubftantiated. into the other.And there-
fore the Decreeagainft the abigenfes is compiled in thefz words.

There is one nniverfal Church of the Faithfulyous of which none is faved,.

Diecretal. In which Fefuis Chrift the Prieft is himfelf the Sacrificewhofe Body and

wsor, Libeds 5 the Sac: .
‘?c"?:;’:;. Blood in the Sacrament of the Alsar iretruly contasned under the S, pacies

Crinitat. & o Bread and and Wine, the Bread besng eranfubffantiated into the Bady,

p“e Catholi- and the Wine into the Blood by the Divine Power, that toperfelt the
€ Tit, v.¢. 1. Myflery of our Uhion with bim, we may receive shar of his, which he

affimed.

s Body being prefent in the Eucharilt tobe by the changeof”

C39) -
affimed of onrs. What more defining of the fignifi-
cation of the Word the Authdr of the Reafons
expells in the Canon of a Council, I cannot imagin,
unlefs he would have had the Fathers to fhew them-
felves good Grammarians in critizing upon Etymolo-~
gies. For in telling us #hat the Body and Blood are
truly contained under the Species or Accidents of Bread
and Wine, the laft being tranfibfantiated into the firft 5
they fay enough to explain their Meaning to be,
that the Sub{tance of the Bread paffeth into that of
the Body of Chrilt, which the Council of Cornflance
in 1415.clearly explains, when they condemn Wick-

“Jiff as Heretical in his Faith concerning the Eucharift,

becaufe forfooth he afferted the S:bffance of theBread
and Wine materially to vemain in the Sacrament of the
Altar, and that the Accidents of the Bread and Wine
are mot in the [ame Sacrament without their Subject.

Now this is a Philofophical Difquifition of the man- Pag, 23

ner, which yet the Author fays wasnever decided
but in the Schools. '
The Trent Councilis yet more exprefs in defining
the Modus of the real Preftnce to be by the Change
of the whole Subftance of the Bread into the Sub-
ftance of the Budy of Chrift, which had fufficiently
deteririined Tranfubftantiation, though they had not

added the Word it {clf,which means no more nor no "~

lefs than they declare in this whole Sentence, and
to prove the contrary, it will be neceflary to derive
that Word irom fome other Langunage than the La-
tin. But that nothing might be wanting to a full
Decifion, they appoint this Name Tranfubftantiati-
on ta fignifie this Converfion of one Subftance into
another, and {0 determine the manuer of the thing, -
as well as explain the meaning of the Word. TFhe
Title of the fourth Chapter of theis Thirteenth
Seffion, is of Tranfubftantiation 3 and it is comp'ifxzl
F2 e
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Conat. Trid. fed in thefe Expre{fions. Bezaufe Chrifé our Redeer
Sellorse ¢ 4. truly faid that t§ be his Body which ke %ri&fﬁj:’i”:z:
Species of Bread, thevefore the Church of God always
were perfvaded of this, and this holy Synod now at lgﬁ
declares, that by the Conficration of the Bread and
Wine, there is made a Converfion of the whole Subftance
of the Bread into the Subftance of the Body of Chrift our
Lord, and of the whole Subfiance of the Wine, into the
Subftance of hisBlood,whichConuverfion is conveniently and
Hitoria a1 PTOPETY called by the boly Catholick Church, Tranfibfsan-
conclic, . tiation. By which they appropriate the Word, as fult
dentino, Lib.4 and expteflive to fignifie the manner how the B:)dy of

Chrift is really prefent inthe Eucharift. And for this -

reafon it is objefted again(t their Decree in Fa
Paolo’s Hiltory, that they contradited themfeltwtrleesr
For in the firt Chapter of this Seffion they had faid
of the manner of the real Prefence, yet it could not
be exprefled, and here they fay that Tranfubftantia-
‘tion is a mofk proper and convenient Word, and fo
ur_xdertakvq to exprefs by it, what. before they had
~ faid was ineffable. But whofe Fault is it, if the
Pallaeing Council contradi€ts it felf? Sforze Pallavicivs in the
concini. o Hiftory of the fame Council, which he wrote to
“Trenco. Tart deftroy, ifhe could, the eftablifhed Credit of this
Sig.ots. b, Breat celebrated Hiftorian, endeavours to wipe off
Rom. this Reproach from the Council : He, and the Auy-
rag. 26, thor of the Reafons, 8c. from him, return this An-
fwer unto the Objeltion 3 that though the anciene
Fathers acknowledged the Proceflion of the fecond
‘Perfonin the Trinity from the Fatherto be ineffable
and that the Union between God and the Humanit ’
of Chrift is ineffable,they yet made ufe of the v'vordg'
eternal ‘Generation, and hypoftatical Union to exe
pre6s them. ':[‘13 true, they did fo, and yet in a
confiftency with themfelves, which the Council of

Sef13. . fremtis not.  For this firft tells us, that Chriftisre-

all
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ally and fubftantially prefent in the Eucharift ; but that how he is
f, is inexplicable, and yet in the fourth Chapter; they undertake
not only to explain the manner how Chrifts Body is really prefent
under the Aceidents of the Bread, which is by the Converfion of
the Subftance of thisinto that ; but they chofé the Word Tranfub-
tantiation as moft accomodate to declare properly this Modus of
the thing ; whereas the ancient Chutch, becaufe fhe knew, and
had pronounced the Trinity, and theé Uniou of the two Natures
tn Chrift to be an ineffable Myftery, never madeany Inquifition
how they could be,nor indecd ufed thofe wordsof erernal Generati-
onjand hypoftaticalllnion with any purpofe,by them to exprefs the
manner of the thing, which yer the Trens Council does, as to
' Pranfubftatiation, and fo contradiéts its own Decree in the firft
Chapter of this thirteenth Seffion.

And that the Defign was particularly to determine the Modus of
the R.al Subftantial Prefence, to the exclufion of any other, ap-
pears fromhe Canons of the fame Seffion: In the Second they Conc. Trid.
pronouncean Arathema, againft al thofe, who fhould explain the Seflo13. can.2
tmanner of the Prefence by Confubftartiation, tho’ that falves the
(ubftantial and real Prefénce as well asanyother; but to believe
Chrift to be really and fubftantially prefcnt in the Eucharift, was
not enough to avoid the imputarion of Herelie; if they do not
fullyaffent tothe manner how he is there by Tranfubftantiation,
which they had decided, they are as perfedtly curs'd as thofé in the
fieft Canongwho affirm'd the Bread and Wineto be naked Signs of
ChiiftsBody and his Blood And then in the¢Third Canon they nicely
and Philofophically didtate, how Chtift’s Body and Blood is con-
tain’d under the Species, fo as to be all under them {ingle,and all
inevery partof them, whichisas fubtle a Difquifition as ever
was made by the Schoolmen in any of their Difputes. Pag. 25..

*T'is granted indeed, what our Author would make fo much
of, That when the Dominicans and Franciféans fell into Philofophi-
cal Difputes, they would not be admited: But their Difputes
were not about the Modus of the Real Prefence, which was
already ftrongly confirm’d by the Churches Authority ; and all
agreed, that it was by Tranfubftantiation 3 but they difagreed,
what Hyposhefis wouidbe beft to makeic look moft plaufible. The
Dominicans Were very earneft to have it, that the Subftance of

 the Bread paffed by an alteration into the Body of Chrift. The -

Francifeans were very hot, that the Body of Chift was brought
into the roomof the removed Subftance of the Bread, which
civilly withdrew to give it place. "The Council, which was always-

verg
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ery jealous of having its Decrees examin’d or difcuf’d b ;
fons, in this unintelligible Myftery was fure to be mbﬁycai?;‘i
_te avoidit; well knowing that Philofophical Notions would but
morz confou’nd them, and expofé the Abfirdities, which could
i}ot eTcxcus d,. or defended , and they very well knew that fiib-
ime Nonfenfe is moft obfturg,when wrapt in Clouds,and never Ee
corgesdmore intolerably naufeous than by Endeavours to explaj it
An howey‘er the Schoolmen might wrangle about a hﬁl dn ::'I:
;%lc :(31; Quﬁ[hons :i:oml:emin g the Body of Chrilt in the Sacnu;ler;t
¢ they allagreed, that the manner of his being th ;
g') angubﬁannatxon : This was Matter of Fairh,ing\"v;lizae:h;va; tl’iy
. :te to the Churches Authority; and therefore this was 1};’;;; -
ma'r)::::(;? I’élm_cnpslc c}?r;fedled byall, though they differed in tl?:
er of their Sophiftical Talk abour Matter '
:Il;: thl'}§|'encc of Acciderzts from their Subjeéts, é’r;d Af;;m‘;hand
i t“f 11(}:11 made the Philofophy of ariffatte o acceptablrc)' wa e
ﬁocl:IuAenzI 13 }}1, Fo;md 1;1 would be moft ferviceable to Tranfubfiant?z’
tion. erefore the Cursefian Philofophy is forbid he
in the Schools, becaufe it denies that A D dents arc Bes dpghe
3 .that Accidents Bei; ifkin
}C{:m_SLfbﬁancc; and. upon thefe Principles the;;ihizg‘g;‘fﬁ;'ng
b £§2it':?1 .n;)t to bc:i o Vzc]lfdeenﬁble. And this is 2 known Oub.
t vhich is made ufe of in the Diff i i
thlelll lleFﬁnd l:'l"s Followersare fo {fudi;ugntrzs;g;al: % bim, and
. The Fourt and laft thing which I come ,
Z,Lt}:ls boafl;ted Confent of the Proteftant Churches;:geret?ncgnﬁdehn
Aul l:oragd t}?f&‘:{ﬁn?lcijlwe fhall find the fame Harmor:y };Sf :h:
N ifcord of Philofophy as in the Churct
the contrary, fhall evince, th e meeRne Bt on
. trasy, , that the Proreftant,
fime Faith of theReal and Subftantial Prefénces\v{.ilfl‘:i;;:tw E;i::}f

el
»
-0

The firft which he cites, is, the famous Ausburgh Confeflion ;
2

. wherein yet there is not the |
v eaft Syllable of the Subftanti;
| lf;entc:ehbur onl}t an exprefs Affertion of the Real,whicﬁ r‘l;!(])?:l '}I:’ -
Fxtat incorp. 1 ia\ sI l{mﬂglzgm and Sacramentarians will not deny in the ‘t‘i Or{l}
contellpar 5 L'a:z s}mEd}u.ve ﬂalte‘i\ atd:h_c beginning of this Difeoarfe. Bur 1‘1]61{11-1e
gy ition, the Aurhor has foifted i é dager :
L diion, the Author s oxﬁqd mvtb.ele‘ Wordeare there pre-
e eas nothing more is exprefled,th ]
Apud Chryten Blood of Chrift are really exhibited ; which all ’vs :ﬁr}‘{f}§ 'Bouy d
. - .. . 2 ! : <

2‘,:[ ?L};'tp A;g, t:;e German Edmo_n indeed itis worded,they are truiy ilz’ Tntfe B, I_n
SR 3. :l e Author-had himfelf compos’d them,and put in aﬁ' ;}c:z::hBUt x
,{m;‘ oper, ! ;:m t;o prove, yethow little evidence to the purpofé 'voulfl' t?m
{Tuth.Fol.162, n then givestor all Chri g s ) ; Fairs
i Fo. give;For all Chriftendom knows that the Luzheran Faitl}',x
con.
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zoncerning Confubftantiation, is vaftly diftant ffom tlie Subftantial
Drefence, which I provid the Roman Church in her Councils to have
determind ; and as I have clear™d it by the Fourth Canon of the
Thirteenth Seffion at Trent, they are all adjudg'd to be accurs'd Here-
tics,though they fpeak out Real and Subftantial never ( plain and of-
ten, if they do not learn-to pronounee another hard" Word,which our
Author fays neither can nor ought to be underftood, and yet itis a
Point of their Faith; 0 mucuis it for their Glory to believe they Pag -
know not what. 1 will then grant hifm that in many of the Prote-

{tant Confeflions, Chrilt is fid to be really and fubftantially prefent ;

 and that Melantthon in his Apology for that of dusburgh, chufés the

very Word,out of aZeal he hadto compofé the Quarrels of Religion,

as far as he could without proftituting Freedom of ConfCience,

and the innocence of his Mind. But the effet was very much diffe-

rent from what the good Man hop'd. He did not conlider he had ro

do with 2 Church, who profeffeth it as an Honour due ro her infalli-

bility,not to abate the leaft Punilio’s,which have once had the mark

of her Authority. And therefore thofé of that Church, were o far

; fiom being courted into any condefeenfion, by thefe Compliances

. and Overtures made for Peace, that they became the more haughty

and treated the Dodtrine of the Laueberans, which afferted the fub.

{tantial Prefence as aninfufferable Herefy, becaufé they would not
1. exprefs the manner of it to be by Tranfubftantiation. A clear In- srg“‘d ??Yﬂ'zr
/4 ftance of it, is the Confutation of the Auguan Confeffion, prefent- guﬁl_n igﬁé‘;‘
edand vead to the Emperor Charles V. and the Princes of Germany, pag.179, 130,
wherein it is declaved, That the Tenth Article i that Confeffion ’

1 ) concerningthe Real and Subﬁagrial Prefence could not be admitted’

as fatisfying, but with this neceffary addivion, hae they: believe the
she Church determining the Subfbance of the Bread to be changed dnto the Bo-
dy of Chrift in the Confecration of the Eucharift, as it was decreed by the
General Lateran Conncil under Innocent zhe Third. ’

That which farther mamifefts the fame thing, is, that inall the
Conferences of Religion, berween thofé of the Roman Church,
and the Reformers,. they could never agree in this Article of the
Eucharift, no more than in any other, but they always quarrel’d
that the Proteftants would not exprefithe manner of this Subltans
tial Prefence,asthe Romifh.Councils had deliverd it.

Tt was this made the Iffue of a General Diet fo unfuccefsful,which
Gharles V. convein'd at Raresbone in v54.1, with great Zeal and

- earneftnefi, to make an accord between the Proteftants and Catho-

licks: And he took all politick' Meafurs to bring thetwo Parties to-
a.cons

——.—-.——————-——-———-
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acondefcending Temper, that by Conceffions on both fides, the
differences might be accommodated. He influenced the Popes Le-
gate, Cardinal Contarini, 2 Man famous for Wifdom and Learning,
and perfwaded him, that for the Peace and unity of the Church,
he would manage things with a foft and yielding Spirit. The Car-
dinal was 6 moderate, as to fmooth feveral Articles which found-
ed tooharfh to the Proteftants; and o to qualify the Terms, as to
make them be more eafily received.
* For thishe incurred the Popes high difpleafure; t who had gi-
‘-fl::“li S0ave yen him Inftru€tions not t oabate any thing,and if he faw the Em-
'.’I’.rif;tfﬁgf’!" peror {0 urgent on him to make healing Conceflions that he could
p. 1¢3.Ed.4. notavoid ir, he had orders inftantly to leave the Diet, tho’ not the
+ Pallavici- Court of the Emperour. Burt he moved more by his own natural
30 Hiftoria Moderation, than the inftruions of the Court of Rome, And at the
T rl;;]‘znc’l‘o di Emperor’s defire reviewed the Articles of Coucord, which were pre-
.part. 1. . ) . o .

lib. 11.cap.13 fentedto him by Granvile the grear Favourite,and Minifter of State,
P. 4or1. He carefully read them over, and correéted them to the mildeft and
moft favourable Expreffions. The writing thus form’d as they thought,
15 thut both the contending Parties might agreeto it: It was pro-
pofed to the Affembly,where the principal deputed 1o acton behalf
of the Catholicks were Eclius, Flugius, and Gropperus, and the Prote-
ftants were Melanithon,Bucer,and Piftorius. The Conference at firft fuc-
ceeded vety happily,they all confenting in the® Articles:viz.of Fairk,
Pallaric. ibid o F%rks, of Bifbops,and of Baptifm. But the firft fubject of Diflention,
¢. 407, was (as Pallavicini tells us out of the Cardinal’s own Letters) the
great Controverfy of the Eucharift. The Lutherans,as high Aflerters
as they were of the Real Prefence, refufed the word Trame
fubftantiation. The Cardinal, tho fo compliant in other Points, was
in this irm and unmoveable, and refuféd to make the leaft alteration.
And tho’ fome councelled him to do it, and infinuated to him
that it wasa meer queltion about words: yet hehad other thouglus,
fince he apprehended thar the rejecting the word, would at laft
Stidanius _ intreduce thedenial of the thing fignified by it. And thus after a
commenclib. Mouhs debate the Conference was broken up, becaufe they could

4. P- 285, never be brought to a confintin this Atricle, ’
Ed, i fol. The fecond Example 1 fhall pruduce is the Conference, which
which was inappearance for the fime delign of Peace, affembled at
Pogfly in France in the Year 1561, with as lile fuccefs. There the
grear Debate was concerning the Real Prefence in the Sacrament. Pe.
fer Murtyr,Beza, and Marlorat were the moft confiderable,who managed
the Difpute for the Proteftants. And here Bezz was {0 far from rece;ﬁng
i . rom
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the Confeffion of their Faith, which four Years before e

lf;l;zollgd prefented at Worms, (Though the Author of the Rea- Pag.’ 53¢ 44.
Jons, &c. accufes him as.guilty of abafe Prevarication.) bAs

on the contrary he freely and plainly profefleth their Faith to Poplinicre
bey that the Breadis the Communion of the Body, andthe Wine (ok = =8 °
af, the Blood of Chrift, which was fhed for us, and that in the ¥rance Tom.
fame Subftance, which be affum’d in .t/ae. Womb of the I";rgm s Ll 7.p.272.
but yet he renounces Tranfubftantiation, as that which con-

traditts the Trdub of Chrif’s Humane Nature, and of his A

cenfion into Heaven. And when by the Queen Mothers Com- praubigze I .
mand, the Bifhop of Zallsnce and Defpencans for the Catho- v
licks, and Beza znd des Gallares for the Proteftants, conful- [/ = p o7
ted together to find an Expedient to accord all Differences as | 5 thap. 24.
to this Article, they all Four of them at laft confented in this Popliviere iv
Formulary : We believe that in the ufe of the Lord's Supper, the B b
true Body and Blood of Christ is traly, and reo'zlly, m?d. fubfan- & Aubigne.
tially 5 that isy in the Subflance it felfy and in a fpivitual anﬂ part. 1.lib.2.
ineffable manner isexhibited and taken by the belicviug Communi- chap. 24.

- nicants. Tho’all this was high and expreflive enough of the

ity of Chrift’s Prefence, yet it was not fatisfaltory ; the

Ee:rlcliti%alf;'poke fiercely againt it, engag'd the greateft Party
of the Bifhops todecry it as Infufficient and Heretical, and
they foon fram'd another contrary,which might import Tran-
{ubftantiation. And fo this Conference was diffolv’d with as
little effe@ as the other, becaufe no other manner of Real
Prefence would be admitted, than that whieh is by the Tran-
fubftantiation of the Bread into the Body of Chrift.

Thus it fully appears, that tho’ thefe Expreflions of Real
and Subftantial were receflarily to be underftood in their
ftricteft meaning, when cver us'd in the Confeflions of Faith,
or by Melasisthon, Bucer, Beza, &c. yet even by what the
Catholicks themfelves have own’d, they do not ﬁgn_xﬁ? what
is the true Faith of their Church, con‘cernmg‘Chnfts Pre-
fence in the Eucharift, anrd ftz{arﬁ: invain preis’d by the Au-

for the Service he defign’d them. . )

tlltgﬂré’tlhteh(malidity of the%: Qitations unto this lfurpore,wnll
erongh demonfirate it felf, if we do but examine the true L
Senfe of thefe words, as they who make ufe of them exp!am
what they meant. ’Tis true indeed that many of the (,onr-"
feflions, and among thereft that cf Wirteniberg in 1536. fay;

that the Body and Blood of Chrift are truly and fubftantially exhihi:; _
‘ ) G ed.:
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ed. Butthelatter word may be only exegetical of the fu.-
mer,and {ignifie no more than indeed and in truth, and moft
real Effe@sin oppofition to meer Notion, and Fancy. For
they thought they could not in too lively terms exprefs how
far off they were from the g%igi_gg of the German Anabaptifts,
.who would own the Encharift to be nothing more than a meer
-“'8ign and Memorial of Chrift’s Death, and to have no other
. Effet on us, than to put us in mind of it. When there-
fore thetrue Orthodox Pioteftants would obviate thefe Mi-
ftakes, they fpeak of Chrift’s Prefence in the moft amplify-
ing Expreflions, asif his Body inits natural Subftance were
prefent, and offer'd to us, when as they meant it only in the
reality of Grace and Bleffing, 1 will mention but one
or t»(’jvo, who to this purpofe explain their own fenfe of the
words.

N That formulary of Concord which was drawn out of the
Wittemberg Confeflion, for the Helvetian Churches to Sub-
Excatapud {cribe, and was compofed on purpofe to foften the harfh
ﬁ?f&}’ti&m{; a found of fome expreffions in that Confeflion which were of-
. Con?cr.;.géso: fenfive. That form of Concord exprelleth the Bread io be
. the Body of Chrift only in refpect of the Sacramental Union
between them, which is the Relation between them as a
Sign, and thing fignified. And this is fubfcribed by Luther,
Melanéthon, Myconins, Bucer, and others. And fo for the
Saxon Confeflion which is cited by the Author of the Rea-
Pag: 31. 32. fons, ¢Fe. the words immediately following which he hath.
hid . omitted, exprefs the Subftantial Prefence of Chrift by the
& .Cg;pf]sl' happy Effelts. Christ teftifies that be isin them (that is, inthe
Confell. par, Worthy Receivers) and that he makes them Members to bimfelf,

. 2.pag, 73, and bath wafbedthem with his own Blood.

And Buger himfelf at his return to Strasburg explaining ta
them the formulary of Concord, explains that word fubftar-
tially to mean no more than that there isa true Exhibition
of Chrift himfelfin the Sacrament. "

To produce but one more, which is the. Declaration that

. the Reformed Churches of Poland, inan Affembly at Thorns
InCorp.Con. Made, that as concerning the Sacrament of Chriff’s Body and
fofl. part. 2. Blood, they affented to the Faith of the Auguftan and Bohemian
Confeffions, which exprefsthe [ubffantial Prefence. But then in
their- {pecial Declaration they explain how they underftand
it, thatthe Breadand Wine are truly, and are called fo, the

Body "

e
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Body and Blood, not Subftantially,that is,not corporally, but

" §acramentally, and Myftically, and the Body and Blood of

Chrift they {peak to be Chrift, and his Benefits thatare really

~ exhibited and offered to us.

And now to come to our own Church of England, fhe ex-
prefles indeed the real Prefence, as the Reformed Churches fr“f“’.‘ for :4- -
affert it, but notin the. fenfe as ’tis received in the Roman P_”i‘;"”g’ &
Church for an Article of Faith. _ .
Nor does the Account which the beft Hiftorian of thisAge
gives of Cranmer from a2 Manufcript of the learhed Dr. Sul-
{ing fleet, make that Archbifhop a Sacramentarian, as the Au-
thor angrily accufes him. Forall that Cranmers Anfwer re-
corded inthe Manufcript imports, is, only his renouncing a
nonfenfical Notion of Chrift’s being offer’d by the Prieft as a
real Sacrifice toGodin the Mafs. ,
“To call in queftion the credit of the Manufcript itfelf, is «
to accufe the fincerity of that worthy Perfon to whom it is..
owing  and forany Man to queftion a Reputation fo well
eftablifhed, is to forfeit hisown. And indeed, by the fame
reafon as he would overthrow the Authority of this Writing,
he may that ofall Ancient Records in the World, whoft Cre-
dit depends very much on the Integrity and Learning-of him
who firft produceth them: How he would more have the
Paper prov'd and warranted, I csnnot imagine, unlefs he  Pag qo.-
would have the Man who wrote it, conjur’d from the Dead,
to be the Authentick Witnefs. What certain Conveyance of
Tradition does he require, unlefs it is neceffary to know the
Names of all the Perfons from whom it hath been fucceflively
delivered. But to know whethera Writing begenuine, our
Author has found out a new way of tryals, by examining its. _
Genealogy, and whether it was lawfully begotten, and what . ~

- were its great Anceftors. And that we may know hereafter; -

what is the legal defcent of a writing in Manufcript, thei
Learned World would be extremely obliged to him, if he -
would but blefs it with the difcovery,, how many 4ps muft
precifely go to make up the gentile Pedigree of a Paper..
But he s fo miftruftful of being deceived, that he will believe e
nothing more than what he fecs, which yet is very inconfiftent - <
gri;h that Religion, of which he bathfo lately undertaken the -

efences : : . .

“«
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:j;i the Reafons would make us believe they owned. .
7 “Thus1 have in Zeal for the Truth, which [ could not fee blemithed*

sy

“ Buitko retuin te the Argument, all that he brings to-prove tﬁat the Redik

and Subftantial Prefence hath been the confrant Doétrine of the Church-of
England,is aslittle convincing as allthe. former Inftances he hath affignedto
prove the fame of the Foreign Churches.. . o .
As for the fornvof words retained in the new Office of the Communién
* drawn by Crammer, and the Form prefcribed in the firft Liturgy of Edward
the Sixth, and that Kings own Iajunétions, they exprefs no more than;the
ranke ft Sacramentarian woulddo. 1 am fure Péter Maryyr, whom he dig~
nifies with that Title, faysasmuch an hundred times. .

As for the Alteration made in the fifth Year of that King’s Reign, the
Articles might bg 8. well framed by Cranmer and Ridley, ‘as by a private Ca-
bal of Dudleys, or a Club of poor, Laicks. It isa very improbable Calum-
ny, for who can_once imagine that a Parliament.would ratific that by a
Igw, which.ifit had fo mean and pitiful a defcent -as he infinuates, was
unworthy the leaft -notice of Authority, unlefs to punith” the impudent
Deceit. : : . : .

But in the béginning- of Queen Elizabeth’s Reign, fays our Author, all
this was recalled again 3 And ever firce that time, the moft eminent Divines in
the Church bave fucceffvely,. from Ageto Age, been the moft zealons Aferters of
the Realand Bffential Préfence. - Ay; but not in'the Roman Senfe, and there-
fore will never come.over to his Side. : .

_ It would beendlefs to confider particvlarly the feveral Authors he men.
tions. Moft of them may be feen in the Hiftory of Tranfubftantiation writ-
ten .in Latin by the late learned Bifhop of Durbam, who cites them for a
purpofevery contrary to his. - Twill content my felf with retorting that
Esample upon. himfelf, which he thinks is moft firong to fupport his
Aflertion, and that is Poinest. Bifhop of wirnickefter, . whofe Dialladticon was
written in 1961. with a defign of Peace, to reconcile,”if poffibly, all the.
Differences which this Controverfie of the Eucharift hath created. ~ He fays
indeedin that Difcourfe that the Eucharift is not only ibe Figure of the Body
of onr Lord, but comprebends in it the Trush it [elfy the Nature-and Subftance
But he requires-that we fhould underftand this in a fpiritual Senfe, accord-
ing to the common -and agreeing Interpretation of the ancient’ Fathers;
and what that was is.well known, and therefore we cannot be ignorant
what was this Learned Bifhop’s Mind. Imight inlike manrer - fhew, that:

tho the other learned Men of this Church, as Bifhop Fewel, Bilfen, Andrews,
«Montague, &c. may on this occafion have exprefled themfelves in highand
ample- terms, yet it wasina different meaning than what the Author of.

with falfe Shadows without fome Indignation, employed my.poor Abili-
ties to vindicate it.  And now I pray God withall. my Soul, thatthe Truth

which'I would love and value above all things, may.not fuffer. any thing .

from the weaknefs of this Difcourfe; and that thofe Difabiliries, of which

T am confcious to my felf, may not prejudice; the'Caufe which I have at-

tempted to defends 7
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