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 DISCOURSE

TranfubFantiation;

'Oncerning the Sacrament of the Lord’s Sup-

two main Points of difference betweéen Ts
" and the Church of Rame. One, about the

- Do@rine of Franfubflantiation; in which they think,

- but are not certain, that they have the Scripture and

the words of our Saviour on their fide: The other,
about the adminiftration of ‘this Sacrament to the Peo-
ple in both kinds 5 in'which we are fure that we have
the Scripture and our Saviour's Inftitution on our fide
and that fo plainly, that our Adverfaries themfelves
do not deny it. :

Of the gr# of thefe T thall sow treat, and endes-
vour to fhew againft the Church of Rame, Zhat in tha
Sacrament there is no [uhfantial Change wade of the
Elements of Bread and Wiae ifx‘o the watural Body quoﬂj
o 2 "

k/\“'

per, one of the two great pofitive Inftity-
tions of the Chriftian Religion, there are -
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| Bloud of Chrift 5 that Body which was born of the

Virgin Mary, and fuffered upon the Crofs ; Tor fo they

_explain that hard word Tranfubfantiation.

Before I engage in this Argument, I cannot but ob-
ferve what an unreafonable task we are put upon, by
the bold confidence of oar’Adverfaries, to difpute a
matter of Senfe ; which s one of thofe things about
which -Ariffotle-hath long fincg pronounc’d there ought
to ke nodifpute. = ’

It might well feem ftrange if any man fhould write
a Book, to prove that an Egg is not an Elephant, and
that a Musker-Bullet is not -a Pike: It is every whit
as hard a cafe, to be put to maintain by a long Dif-
courfe, that what we fee and handle,and tafte to ¢

- Bread is Bread, ‘atrd not the BEfy [bf aman i ahd what

we fee”and tafte to be PWine is Wine, -and not-Bloud :
And if this evidence may not pafs for fufficient with- -
out any farther proof, I do not fee why any man, .that
hath confidence enough to do fo, may not deny any
thing to be what all the World fees it is, or affirm any
thing to be:what all the World fees it is not; and this
without all poffibility of being farther confyted. So
that the bufinefs of Zramfubfiantiation is not a contro-
verfie of Seripture againft Scripture, or.of Reafon a-
gainft Reafon, but of downright Impudence: againft
the plain meaning of Scripture, and all the Senfe and °
Reafon of Mankind. . L

* It is a moft Self-evident Falfehood ; and there-is no
Do@ring or Propofition in the World that is of it felf
more evidently true, than Trawfubffantiation is evidently
falfe : And yet if it were poffible to be true, it would
be the motft ‘ill-natur'd and pernicious ‘truth in the
World, becaufe it would fuffer nothing elfe to be true

‘it is like the - Roman-Catholick Church, which will

needs be the whole Chriftian Church, and will allow

no .




againfl QZtanfuhaantidtian. |

no other Society of Chriftians to be any part of it:
So Tranfubflantiation, if it be true at all, 1t is all truth 3
for it cannot be true unlefs our Senfes and- the Senfes
of all mankind be deceived about, their -proper objects;.
~ and if this be true and certain, then nothing elfe cin

be fo ; for if 'we be not certain of what we fee, wecan - .

be certain of nothing. . o .
And yet notwithftanding all this, there is a Com-
pany of men in the World fo abandon'd and given up
by God to the efficacy of delufion as in good earneft to
believe this grofs and ‘palpable Errour, and to impofe
the belief of it upon the Chriftian World under no lefs
penalties than of temporal death and Eternal damna-
tion. And therefore to undeceive, if poffible, thefe

~ deluded Souls, it will be neceffary to examine the pre-

tended grounds of fo falfe a Doétrine, and to lay open
the monftrous abfurdity of it. ,
. And in the handling of this Argument, I fhall pro-
ceed. in this plain method. . S
- L 1 fhall confider the pretended grounds and rea-
fons of the Church of Rome for this Do&rine.
I1. I fhall produce our Objedtions againft iz. And if.
I can fhew that there is no tolerable ground for it; and;
that there are invincible Obje&ions againft it, then eve-
ry man is not onely in reafon excufed from believing this
Doctrine, but hath great caufe to believe the contrary.

-7 FIRST, T will confider the pretended grounds
. and reafons of.the Church of Rome for this Do&rine. -
Which muft be one or more of thefe fve. Either xft
The Authority of Scripture. Or 21 The perpetual
belief of this Do&rine in the Chriftian Church, as an. -

" evidence that they .always underftood and interpreted
our Savidur’s words, Zbis is my body, in this fenfe. Or
3%+ The authority of the prefent Church to mage imd
eclare.
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-declare new Articles of Faith. Or 4% The abfolute
neceffity of fuch a change as this in the Sacrament to
the comfort and benefit of thofe who reccive this Sa-
crament. Or s To magnify-the power of the Prieft

in being able to work fo great a Miracle. \
1% They pretend for this Do&rine the Authority
of Scripture in thofe words of our Seviour, Zhis i my -

body. Now to fhew the infufﬁcien;y of this pretence,
I fhalt endeavour to make good thefe zwo things. ~
1. That there is no neceffity of underftanding
thofe words of our Saviour in the fenfe of Zranfabftan-
2iationm. ‘ .
2. That there is a great deal of reafon to under.
‘ftand them otherwife. S
Firft, That there is no neceffity to underftand thofe
words of oiar Sevieur in the fenfe of Zranfubffantiation. .
If there be any, it muft be from one of thefe two rea<
fons Either becanfe there are no figurative exprefiions
in Scripture, which I think no man ever yet faid: or
‘clfe, becaufe a Sacrament admits of no figures; which
would be very abfurd for any man to fay, fince it is
of the very mature of a Sacrament to re t and exs
hibite fome invifible grace and benefit by an outward
fign and figure : And efpecially fince it cannot bé de-
nied, but that in the inftitution of this very Sacrament
our Saviour ufeth figurative expreffions and feveral
words which cannot be taken firictly and literally.
When he gave the Cup he faid, 7his Cup is the new
Tefiament in my bload, which is [bed for you and for ma-
:ftyfbr the remiffion of Sins. Where firft, the Cup is put
or Wine contained in the Cup; or elfe if the words
- be literally taken, foas to fignifie a fubftantial chauge,
it is not of the Wine byt of tﬁ: Cwup'; and that, .not in-
to'the blond of Chrift but into the xew Tefiament or new
Covenant in-his bloud. Befides, that his bloud is faid
: then

4




againft Lranfubltantistion, ¢
shew to be fhed, and his body to.be broken, which.
was not til his Paflion, which followed the Inftitutie
.on end firft celebration of this Saerament.
But that there is no peceffity to underftand our Sa-
viowr’s wards in the fenfe of Zranfubflantiation, 1 will
take the phain conceflion of a great number of ¢he moft.
.Jearned Writers of the .Church of Rome in this Contro-
werfie.  (8) Belarmine, (b) Suarez and (c) Pafquex () de Eucki
do acknowledge Scotus the great Schoalman to have (55 dirage.
faid that this Do&rine cannot be evidently proved gers.sed s
from Scripture : .And Refarmine grants this not to be (c)in 3. parr-
imprebahble;; -and Swarez and Pafguez acknowledge (d). ’;?f',;, a2,
.Duraydus. to have faid as much. (€) Ockam, anotherc.1s. -
-farneus Schoolman, fays exprefly, that sbe Doffrise 2‘2 %f’,"fj,
svhich dwkds the fubfiance.of the Breid and Wisne to re- %x n g
' smain after cenfécration .is neither repugnant to Reafon $)in4Je
nor to Scripture. (f) Petrus ab ABiaco Cardinal of guedlq. 0.3..
Lambray fays plainly, that the Dodrine of tbe Subftance (1) in4. Sent.
of Bread and Wine remaiving after Confecration is more 2.6 art 2
€afie and free from abfurdity, more rationdl, and no ways
-repugmant o phe authority of Ssripture ; nay more, that
dor the other Dolftrine, wviz. of Tranfubftantiation,
there s w0 cvidence in Scripture.  (g) ‘Gabriel Biel, (g) incanns.
anather griat Schoolman and Divine of their :Church, #4-L+#4°-
freely :declones, that .as to awy thing expre(sSd in.the
Canon of the Scriptures, a man sway believe that the fub-
 ffance of Bread amd Wine doth remain after Confecration :.
.and -therefore he vefolves.the belief of . Zranfubfantia-
zéen into fome other Rewelation, befides Scripture;. ‘
.which he fuppofeth the Church had about.it. Cardi- -
.0al (h) Cajetan: confefleth that zhe Gofpel doth no where (v) in Aguin:. ~
£xprefs thiat the Bread is changed into the Body of Chrift ; 3art- Q7
-that we bave this from the authority of the Churck : may, "
" .-he goes farther, rhat there is motbing in the Gefpel
which enfoiceth any man to underfiand thefe wordl: %‘
. \Chrift.
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' . Chrift, this is my body, in a proper and not a metaphi-
' ricalﬁl ]&nﬁ;‘ but };be Cl};urcb, .l:{:vi{,tg underftood tlm{:b in
a proper fenfe theyare to be [o explained ; Which words
_ in the Roman Edition of Cajetan are expunged by order
_ (i) Zgid.co. of Pope (1) Pius Vi Cardinal (k) Contarenus, and ()
nink. “E*’;“s Melchior Canus.one of the beft and moft judicious Wri-
art.1.n.13 ters that Church ever had, reckon this Doctrine o-
() ds Sa-  mong thofe which.are #t o exprefly found in'Scriptureé.
c;;"}:“',z;'{;,;.'l will add but one more, of great authority in the -
' j'gu- L. 3. .3 Church, and a reputed Martyr, (m) -Fifber Bithop of-
‘(;}2;&”"3’;:]_ Rochefter who ingenuoufly confefieth that in the words
dim.c.10.82. of the Inftitution there is not one word from whence. the
- true ;refencé of the flefb and bioud of Chrift in owr Mafs
«can be proved : So that we need not much contend
that this Do&rine hath no certain foundation in Secrip-
ture, when this is fo fully and frankly acknowledged
by our Adverfaries themfelves. = .~ = . 7. % 7
Secondly, If there be no necefity of underftanding our
Saviour's words in the fenfe of Zranfubffantiation, 1am’
fure there is a great deal.of reafon to underftand them
othgrwife:  Whether we confider the like expreffiorfs
_in Scripture ; as where our Saviour fays he is the
door, and the true Vine (which the Gharch of Rowse .
would mightily have triumph'd'in, had it been faid,
this is my true body.) And folikewife where the Church
~ is faid to be Chriff’s dody; and the .Reck which fol-
lowed the Ifraelites to be Chriff, 1 Cor.10. 4. They
drank of that rock which followed them, and that rock
was Chriff.: All'which and innumerable more like ex-
preffions.in Scripturé every man underftands in a figy-
rative,-and dot im a2’ ftrictly literal and abfurd fenfe.
And it is'vetry well known, that.in'the Febrew Lan-
~ guage things are commonly faid to be that which their
.do fignify and reprefent ;. and there is'not in that Lin-
guage a more proper and ufual way of expreffing -a

thing
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thing to fignifie fo and fo, than to fay that it is {6 and
fo. ‘Thus-Fofeph expounding Pharaoh’s dream to him,
. Gen. 41. 286, Says, the feven good kine are feven years,
and the feven good .cars of corm are fevem years,

that is, they fignified or reprefented feven years of
- plenty ; and fo Pharaok underftood him, and fo would
any man of fenfe underftand the like expreffions ; nor
do I believe that any fenfible man, who had never
heard of Tranfubflantiation being grounded upon thefe
words of our Saviour, this i my body, would upon rea-’
ding the inftitution of the Sjacrament in the Gofpel
ever have imagin'd any fuch thing to be meant by our
Saviour in thofe words; but would have underftood
his meaning to have been, ¢his Bread fignifies my Bo-
. dy, this Cup fignifies my Bloud ; and this which you

~ fee me now do, do ye hereafter for a Memorial of e :

But furely it would never liave enter’d into any man’s

mind to have thought that our Saviour did literally hold
himfelf in his hand, and give away himfelf from him-

felf with his own hands. - .
- - Or whether we compare thefe words of our Saviour
with the arncient Form-of the Paffover ufed by the Fews
from Ezra’s time, as () Fuffin Martyr tells us, 7 (n) Diakg.
™ whya § oumlg Auby xgl K xemagu Wby, this gt
Paffover i our Saviour and oar refuge : not that they Parif. 163p.
believed the Pafchal Lamb to be. fubftantially chaoged
either into God their Saviour who dclivered them out
of the Land of Egypt, or into the Mefias the Saviour
whom they cx-pcé%ed and who was fignified by it:
But this. Lamb which tbey did eat did reprefent to
them and put them in mind of that Salvation which
God wrought for theit Fathers ‘in'Egypr, when by the
flaying-of 2 Lamb and fprinkling the bloud of it upon
their doors their firft-born were.pafied over and fpared ;
and did likewife forefhew the Salvation of the Meffas,

‘ D B the |
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¢heLamb of God that was to take-away the Sins ofthe world,
' And nothing is' more common 1o all Laaguaﬁes than
to give the name-qof tlfe thing. fignified to the Sign,
As the delivery of a Deed or Writing nnder hand and
Seal is calld a Conveyanceor making over of fuch ap

Eftate, and it is really fo; net the delivery of mere
wax and parchment, but the gonveyance of a rea]
Eftate ; as truly and really to all effe@s and. purpofes of
Liw, as if the very material houfes and lands themyelves
could be and were aGually delivered into my hands:
In like manner the. names of the things themfelves
made over to s ip the new Covenant of the Gofpel

between God and man, are givan to the Sigps or Seals .

of that Covenant. . By Bapri/m Chriftiabs’ are faid to
~ be made partakers of the Holy Ghoft, Heb. 6. 4. + And

by the Sacrament of the Lord’s Supper we are faid tq' -
communjcgte or to.be made partakers. of .zhe: Body of
Chrift which was broken, and of his Bloud which Was
fhed for us, that is, of the real benefits of his death -
~and paffion. And thus St. Paa/ fpeaks of this Sacra-,
ment, 1Cor. x0. 16. The cap of blefling whick we blefs, -
i it not-the communion of -the bloud of Chrift ¢ the bread
. which we break, i it not the communion of the. body .of
-Chr#ft > But ftill it is bread, and he fhill calls it fo,
v.17. For we being many are one bread and one body ;
for we are partakers of that ene bread. The Church,
of Rome might, if they pleafed, as well argue from:.
“hence that aﬁ Chriftians are fubftantially changed firft

. into Bread, and then into the natural Body of Chrift

by their participation of the Sacrament, becaufe they
‘are faid thereby to be owé Zread and one lody. And:
the fame Apoftle in the next chaprer, after he had.
fﬁzken of the confecration of the. Eleméngs ftill cals.
them the fread and the Cup, in three verfes together,
" ds often as ye eat this bread avd drink this Cup, v.26.

' o ' Whofoever




 agampt EreanfubBantiation.
Whafoever fball eat. this bréad agd drivk this eupof rhe
Larf wimorthily, V. 17." But Ve d taw ex. 'r‘r)iﬁé, l;i»gf
[elf. and fo IeF Bimk eat of .that bredd twd dridk of thir
cup, v.28. And our Saviour himfelf when he had faid,

 this is my bloud of the new Teftamenz, immediately adds;

* but I fay unto you, I will nor henceforth drink of this * Math. 26.
fruit of the Vine, untill I drink it wew with you in my *%

. Pathey’s Kingdom, that is, not till after his refuriecli-
on, which was the firft ftep of his exaltation into the -
Kingdom given him by his Father ; when the Scrip-
tare tells us he did eat and drink with his Difciples.
But that which I obferve ftom our Saviour’s words is,
that after the confecration of the Cap ard the delivering

- of it to his Difciples to drink of it, he tells them that

- he would thenceforth drink no mote of the fruit of the

Vine, which he had ‘now drank with them, till after

his Refurteion. . Frorh whence it'is plain that it was’ -

the fruit of the Viie, real wine, whichi our Saviour
drank of and cotrhunicated to his Difciples in the Sa-

© crament. I
* Befides, ,if we confidet that he celebrated this Sacra-

" ment before. liig Paffiort, it i unpofiible thiefe words
fhould be underftaod literally ot the natural body
and bloud "of Chrift ;. becaufe it was bis bidy broken
and bis bloud fhed which he gave to his Difciples, which
if we underftand literally of his natural body broken -
and_his bloud fhed, then thefe words, this s my body
which is broken, and this.‘is my: bloud which is [bed,
could.not be true, becaufe his. Body was thed whole
and unbroken, and his bloud riot then fhed ; nor could
it be a propitiatory Sacrifice (as they affirm this Sa-
crament to be) unlefs- they will fay that propitiation

" was made before Chrift fuffer’d ;- And it is likewife im-- -
poflible that. thie Difciplés. fhould undlerftand thefe
words literally, becaufe they ‘mot orely plainly faw™

o ' - Ba that
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that what he gave them was Bread and Wine, but
they faw likewife as plainly that it was not his Body -
which was given, but his Body which gave that
which was given ; not. his'body érokes and his bloud
Jbed, becaufe they faw him alive at that very time
and beheld his body whole and unpierc’d ; and there-
fore they could not underftand thefe words literally :

~ If they did, can we imagjne that the Difciples, who
. upon all other occafions were fo full of queftions and

obje&ions, fhould make no difficulty of this matter?
nor fo much as ask our Saviour, bow can thefe things
be? that they fhould not tell him, we fee this to be
- Bread and that to be Wine, and we fee thy Body to be
diftin& from both ; we fee thy Body not broken, and
thy Bloud not thed. . . :
From all which it muft needs be very evident, to
any man that will impartially confider things, how
little reafon there is to underftand thofe words of our
Saviour, this is my body, and this is my.bloud, in the
_ fenfe of Tranfubflantiation ; nay on the contrary, that
there is very great reafon and an evident neceffity to
underftand them otherwife. I proceed to fhew, ,
2Jy. That this Do&rine is not grounded upon the
perpetual belief of the Chriftian Church, which the
Church of Rome vainly pretends as an evidence that
the Church did always underftand and interpret our
Saviour’s words in this fenfe. BN

"~ To maniféft the groundlefnefs of thtis pretence, I

fhall; 1. fhew by plain teftimony of the Farbers in
feveral Ages, that this. Dorine was not_the belief of
-the ancient Chriftian Church. 2. I fhall thew the
- time and occafion of its coming in, and by what de-
.grees it grew up and was eftablif’d in the Roman
Church. 3. I fhall anfwer their great pretended

Demonftration that this always was and muit gave
S - - : cen
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- been the conftant belief of the Chriftian Church.

_1. I fhall fhew by plain Teftimonies of the Fathers
in feveral Ages, for above five hundred years after
Chrift, that this Do&rine was not the elief of the an-
- cient Chriftian Church. 1 deny not but that the Fa-
thers do, and that with great reafon, very much mag-
nify the wonderfull myftery and efficacy of this Sacra-
ment, and frequently fpeak of a great Supernatural
- change made by the divine benediction; which we-
alfo readily acknowledge. They fay indeed, that the -
Elements of Bread and Wine do by the divine bleffing
become to us the Body and Bloud of Chrift : But they
likewife fay that the names of the things fignified are
given to the Signss; that the Bread and Wine do ftill -
remain in their proper nature and fubftance, and that
they are turnd into the fubftance of our Bodies ; that
the Body of Chrift in the Sacrament is not his natural
Body, but the fign and figure of it ; not that Body -
which was crucified, nor that Bloud which was thed
upon the Crofs ; and that it is impious to underftand
the eating of the flefb of the Son gf man and drinking
 bis bloud literally : all which are direGtly oppofite to

the Do&trine of Zranfubftantiation and utterly incon-

fiftent with it. T will fele& but fome few Teftimonies .

of many which I might bring to this purpofe.

I.begin with Fuffim Martyr, who fays exprefsly,

that * our bloud and Flefb are nourifbed by the conver- *4pl.i.p.c8. .
fion -of that food which we receive in the Escharift - Eé Paril..
But that -cannot be the natural body and bloud of ">
Chrift, for no man. will fay that zkat.is cenverted into

the nourifhment of-our bodies. - -

“The Second is * Ireneus, who fpeaking. of this Sa-*/ib. 4. c.q4 .

crament fays, that the bread which is from the earth..
receiving-the divine invocation is now no longer common.

‘bread, .but the Eucharift (or Sacrament) vonfiffing of

iwo .
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“two things, the one earthly , the other heavenly. He

fays it is no longer copmmon bread, but after mvoca-

tion or confecration it becomes the Sacrament, that is,

bread fanctified, confifting of two things an earthly

and a heavenly ; the earthly thing is bread, and the

_ heavenly is the divine blefling which by the invoca-
. *lib. 3. ¢. 2. tion or confecration is added toit. And * elfewhere he

hath this paflage, when therefore the cap that is mix'd

gthat is, of Wine anid Water) and the bread that is

broken receives the word of God, it becomes the Eucha-

vift of the blodd and body of Chrift, of which . the fub-

Sance of our flefb is increafed and confifts : but if that

which we receive in the Sacrament do nourith our
bodies, it muft be bread and wine, and not the nattiral

body and-bloud of Chrift. There is.another remark-

" - able Teftimony of Zreneus, which though it be not now

. extant in thofe works of his which remain, yet hath
*Cw}'ymt-in been preferv’d by * Oecumenius, and it is this; when
1RHe3  (Gyshe) the Greeks had taken fome Servants, of the
Chriftian Catechumeni (that is, fuch as had not been
admitted to-tlie Sacrament) and afterwards urged thens

by wiolence to tel] them fome of the fecrets of the Chrifti-

ans, thefe Servants having nothing to' fay that might

- gratify thofe whe offered wviolence to them, ‘except onely

 that they had heard from their Maflers that the divine

. Communion was the blond and body of Chrift, they think-

ing that it was really bloud and frefb, declar'd as much

20-thefe that queftioned them. The Greeks taking this

a if it were really dowe by the Chriftians, difiovered it

20 others of the Greeks ; who herenpor pur San&us and
Blandina to the torture to make them confefs it. 7o

awhem Blandina boldly anfwered, How would they endure

“29 do this, whe by way of exercifz (or abftinence) do

. mot eat that flefp which may law{u@ be eaten > By
which it appears that this which they would have
o o chargd -

- . \. . .I'
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. charg'd upan Chriffians, as if they bad literally eaten the: -
flefh and bloud of Chrift in the Sacrament, was a falfe
accufation - which thefe Martyrs denied, faying they
were fo far from that that they for their part did not
cat any flehatall. - =~ S .
The next is Tertulfian, who proves againft Marciom
" the Heretique that the Body of our Saviour was aot a
- mere phantafim and appearance, but a real Body, be-
caufe the Sacrament is a-figure and image of his Body 5
and if there be an image-of his body he muft -have 2 .

.. real body, etherwife the Sacrament. would be aa

image of an image. His words are thefe, * the bread * Aduverf.
which our Saviowr took and difiributed to bis Difciples Jlarcionem.
ke made bis own body, [aying this is my body, that is, YA
 theimage or figure of my body.  But it could not have been Paris- 1634
~ the figure of bis bedy, if there bud not been a true and |
realérdy. And arguing againft the Scepricks who denied
the certainty of fenfe he ufeth this Argument: That-
" if we queftion our fenfes we may doubt whether our-
" Blefled Saviour were not deceived in what he heard,- L
and faw, and touched. * He might ({ayshe) be de- * lib. de tni-- -~
ceived in the voice from heaven, inthe fmell of the oint- 4P 319
meut with which be was anointed againft his burial ;.
and in. the tafte of the wine which he. confecrated in re- .
membrance of his bloud. So that it feems we areto - . -
truft our fenfes, even in the matter of the Sacrament ;
and if that be true, the Do&rine of Tranfubffantiation
is certaigly falfe. : 3 .

. Origen 1n his * Comment on Matth. 15, fpeaking of * Edit. Hum
the Sacrament hath this pa:‘lﬁc, That food which is- <™
Jandlified by the word of God .aud prayer, as tv that of it
which i material, gecth into the belly.and is caft.ont into-
the draught, which nore Tarely will fay of the Body .
of Chm{ And afterwards he adds by way of expli-.
cation, it i xot the matter of the bread, but the word

: which

vL
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which-is fpoken over it, which profiteth him that worthi-
ly eateth the Lord ;. and this (he fays) be had [poken
concerning the typical and Symbolical body. So that the
matter of bread remaineth in the Sacrament, and this
Origen calls the typical and Symbolical body of Chrift ;-
and it is not the natural body of Chrift which is there -
eaten, -for the food eaten in the Sacrament, as to that
of it whichis material, goeth into the belly and is caft
out into the draught. This teftimony is fo very plain -
in the Caufe that Sextus Semenfis fufpelts this place of
Origen was depraved by the Heretiques. Cardinal
Perron is corftented to allow it to be Origen’s, but re-
jects his teftimony becaufe he was accufed of Herefie

‘by fome of the Fathers, and fays he talks like a

Heretique in this place. So that with much ado this
teftimony is yielded to us. The fame Farher in his'
* Homilies upon Leviticus fpeaks thus, There is alfo in’
the New Teftament a letter which kills him who doth not
Spiritually underfland thofe things which are faid ; for .
if we take according to the Letter that which is faid,
EXCEPT 1E EAT MI FLESH AND DRINK MI
BLOUD, this Letter kills. And this alfo is 4 killin
Teftimony, and not to be anfwered but in Cardina
Perrow's way, by faying be talks like a Heretique.

_ St. Cyprian hath a whole Epiftle *te Cecilius, againft
thofe who gave the Communion in Water onely without
Wine wingled with it ; and his main argument againtt
them isthis, that the bloud of Chrift with which we are
redeemed and quickned cannot feem to be in the Cup when
there is wo Wine in the Cup by which the Bloud of Chrift
is reprefented : and afterwards he fays, that contrary
to the Evangelical and Apoftolical Doflrine waterwas in

ome .places offer'd (or given)) inthe Lord’s Cup, which -
74 or g 4

(fays.he) alone cammot exprefs (or reprefent) the bloud of
Chriff. . And laftly he tellsus, that 2y water the people

~



- éuage which weuld now be cenfur'd for Herefie in the
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" as like one as'Origen himfelf. And in his Comment on

. againft LWranfubffantiation. - 13
is underftood, By Wine the bloud of Chrift is fbewn (or
reprefented) ‘but when in the Cip water is mingled with -
Wine the people is united to Chrift. So that according -

to this' Argument Wine in the Sacramental Cup is no .
otherwife chang’d into the bloud of Chrif} than the Wa-

«er ‘mixed with it is changed into the Pesple, which

are faid to be unized to Chrift.. e

~: I omit:many others, and. pafé to -St. Auftin. in the

Sfourth Age after Chrift. And 1 the rather infift upon ’
his Teftimony, becaufe of his eminent efteem and ‘au-

. thority in the-Latin Church; and he.alfocalls the -

"Elgnients. of the Sacrament the jfigure .and . Sign of <
Chriff's body and bload. In his Book againft: Adiman:- ’
tus the Manichee we have this expreflion, * our. Lord * AvgToms.

. did not doubt to fay, this is my Body, when he gave the %';'ﬁi’; ,ﬁﬁ"

Sign of his. Body. ~ And in his. explication of the third

" Pfalm, fpesking of Fudas. whom our Lord admitted to

bislalt-Supper, in which (fays he) t he commended and | Encrarin.

delivered to his Difciples the. figure of his Body; Lan- el
hurch of Rome. 1Indeed he was never accus'd of Fle- )

refie, as Cardinal Perron fays Origen was, but be talks

the 98 Pfalm fpeaking of the offence which the Dif-

ciples took at that faying of our Saviour, exceps yezat |
‘the flefb of the Son of man and.drink bis bloxd,c. he
brings. in our Saviour fpeaking thus to. them, || ye muf? | 1. Tom.9. |.

" - underftand Spiritually what I have faid unto.you ; ye are P 115

#ot to eat this body which ye fee, and to drink that bloud
which fball be fbed by thofe that fhall crucify me. Ibave
commended a certain Sacrament to you, which being Spi-

 ritually underflood will give you life. Whagmore op--

pofite to the Do&rine of Zranfubftantiation, than that

the Difciples were not to eat that Body ef Chrift which

they faw, nor to drink that bloud which was fhed upon
- .- CcC - - the
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_the Crofs, but thar all this was to be anderftood fpiri-
tually and according to the mature of a Sacrament?

For that body he tells us is not here but in heaven, in

‘his Comment upon thefe words, me ye have not always.

:uma.;o.f He fpeaks (fays he) of the prefence of bis body; ye .

in Johan. : s 4
X al. bave me ‘according to my previdence, according to

Majefly and invifible grace-; but according to the flefb
which the word-affamed, accordimg to that which was

born of the Virgin Mary, ye [hall not-bhave me : there-

- . fore becaufe ke cowverfed with bis Difciples fourty days, -

ke is afcended up into heavem and is not here.

}2d.Twm 2. Inhis 23d. Epiftle; + if the Sacramens (fays he) bad
»o% ot fome refemblance of thefe things whereof they are Sa-

craments, they would not be Sacraments at all ; but from
this refemblance they take for the moft part the wamés
of the things which they reprefent.  Therefore as the Sa-
crament cz' the body ajg Chrift is in fome mamuer or [enfe
Chriff's body, and the Sacrament of his bloud is the
bloud of Chrift ; So the Sacrament of faith ( meaning
. Baptifm) is faith.  Upon which words of St. Auffin

' ~ there is this remarkable Glofs in their own Camon Law ;
I de Confecr. || the heavenly Sacrament which truly reprefents the flefh -
| haHedh of Chrift is caled the body of Chrift ; but improperly :

- whence it is faid, that after a manner, but ot according
to the truth of the thing but the myflery of the thing fig-
wiffed ; So that the meaning is, it is called the body of

- - Chrift, that is, it fignifies the body of Chrift : And if

- this-be St. Auffin’s meaning, I am fure no Prozefiant

Y - e¢an fpeak more phinly again(t Tranfubflantiation. And

_ in the ancient Casen of the Mafs, beforeit was chang'd
in complyance with this new Do&rine, it is exprefly

calld a Sgerament, a Sign, an Imge and a figure of - -

Chriff's dody. ‘To which I will add that remarkable

- *decofecr. paflage of St. Aufin cived by * Gratiam, that as we re-

%-:’;:9:&. ceive the fimilitade of bis death in Baptifm, fo we mga_[y
’ , ) . - , alle

¢
—— A




- againfi Zranfubftantiation, T
alfs veceive the likene[s of bis flefb and bloud ; that fo
meither may trath be wanting in the Sacrament 5 wor Pa-

ans bave occafton 19 make us ridiculous for drinking the

%loyd 9" one that was flain. ' - q
T will mention but one Teftimony more of this Fa-
ther, but {o clear a one as it is impoffible any man in his
wits that had believed Zramfubffantiation could have .
utter'd. It is in his Treatife * de Doltrina Chriffiana ; * Liby. Tok
where laying down feveral Rules for the right under- 3- # 53
ftanding of Scripture, he gives this for one. If (fays-

Re) zhe fpeech be a precept forbidding fome heinous wicks
ednefs or-crime, or commanding us to do good,. it is net

Sfguratives but if it feem to command any beinous wick=
ednefs or ‘crime, or to forbid that which is profitable and
beneficial to others, it is figurative. For example, Ex-

~ cepe ye eat the flefb of the Som of map and drink bis bloud,

ye bave no life in you s This feems to command a beinons

 wickednefs and crime,. therefore it is a figure ; comman-"

dinf us to ‘communicate of the faﬁon of our Lord, and

- with delight and advantage to lay up in our memory that
bis-flefb was crucified and wounded for us. So that, ace
cording to St. Auffin’s beft skill in interpréting Serip-
ture, the literal eating of the fleth of Chrift and drink-

- ing his bloud would have been 2 great impiety ; and.
therefore the expreffion is to be underftood figarativea
Jy; not as Cardinal Perron would have it, onely in
oppofition to the eating of his flefh and bloud in the
grofs appearance  of fleth and bloud, but to the real
“eating of his matural body and bloud under any appea-
rance whatfoever : For St. 4uffin doth not fay, this is
2 Figurative fpeech wherein we are commanded really
to feed upon  the natural body and bloud of Chrift ua-

. der the fpecies of bread and wine, as the Cardimal
would underftand him ; for then the fpeech would be
literal and not figurative: But he fays, ¢his is a figu-

o ' . - Ca2 rative
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rative {péech wherein we are' commanded Spiricually
to feed upon the Yemembrance of his Paffion. -

- To thefe I will add but,tbree or four Teftimonies
more in the zwo following Ages. . , B
The firft fhall be of Theodoret, who fpeaking of that
* Prophecy of Facob concerning our Saviour, he wafbed
his garments in Wine and his clothes in the bloud of
grapes, hath thefe words, t as we call the myftical fraz -
of the Vine (that is, the Wine i the Sacramhent) af-
ter confecration the bloud of the Lord, fo he (viz. Facob)
calls the bloud of the true Vine (viz.of Ghrift) the
bloud of the grape: but the bloud of Chrift is not: lite-
rally and properly but onely figuratively the.bloud of
the grape, in the fame fenfe as he is faid to be the true
Vine ; 'and therefore the Witie in the Sacrament after -

.. confécration is in like manner not literally and proper-
- ly but figuratively the bloud of Chrift. And he ex-

plaios this afterwards, faying, that our Savioar changed

.the names, and gave to his Body the name of the Symbol

or Sign, and to the Symbol or Sign the name of his Body; .

thus when he had call'd himfelf the Vine, he call'd the

Symbol or Sign bis bloud ; fo that in the fame fenfe that

. he call'd himfelf the Vine, he cal’d the Wine, which

is the Symbol of his-bloud, his bloud: For, fays he,
be would have thofe who partake of the divine myfieries
wot to attend- to the nature of the things which are feen, -
but by the change of names to believe the change which.is
made by grace ; for be who-call'd that which by naturé is-
@ body wheat and bread, and again likewife cal’d /Jimfelf .
the Vine, be honour'd the Symbols with the name of his
body and bloud : not changing nature but adding grace to
wature. Where you fee he fays exprefly, that when he.
call'd the Symbols or Elements of-the Sacrament, viz,
bread and Wine, his Body and Bloud, he made no change
in the nature of the things, onely added grace to na-

. - , ture,
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ture, that is, by the Divine grace and blefling; he rai-

fed them to a Spiritual and Supernatural virtue.and
efficacy.’ : ;

12

The Second 1s of the fame Theodoret in hié fecond Di-

alogue between a Catholique, under the name of Ortho-
- doxus, and an Heretique ynder the name of Eraniffes;
 who maintaining that the Humanity of Chrift was
"chang’dinto the fubftance of the Divinity (which was
the Herefie of Eutyches) -he illuftrates-the matter by

-this Similitude, As, fays he, zhe Symbols of the Lord’s
?JJ and bloud are one thing before the invocationof the .

rieft, but after the invocation are changed and become

another thing; So the body of our Lord after his afcenfion . |

,isf‘cbaﬂ%ed into the divine fubflance.. But what fays the'-
-Catholique Orthbodoxus tothis: why, he talks jutt like -

one of Cardinal Perron’s Heretiques, Thou art, fays he,

- caught in tb:y own net : becaufe vhe myftical Symbols after
«confecration do not pafs out of their own nature ; for they
remain in- their former fubftance, figure and appearance
and may be feen and handled even as before. He does
- not onely deny the outward figure and appearance of
the Symbols _to be chang'd, but the nature and fub-
ftance of them, even i the proper and ftri&eft fenfe

. .of the word ﬁ‘l]wznce 3 and it was neceflary fo to do,

otherwife he had not given a pertinent anfwer to the

~fimilitude urg’d againft him, S -
‘The néxt 1s one.of -their own Popes, Gelafius, who

- brings the fame Inftance againft the Eutychians ;. * fure-
ly, fayshe, the Sacraments which we receive of the 50?
and bloud of our Lord are a divine thing, fo that'by

them we are made . partakers of a’divine nature, and yet
it ceafeth not to ke the fubftance or nature of bread and
‘Wine ;. and certainly the image and refemblance of Chrift’s
body and blond are celebrated in the allion. of the myfie-
ries; that is, in the Sacrament.. . To make:thii{s In-
v ) . ‘ - ance

* Biblioth.
Patr. m:. 4
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ftance of any force againft the Eutychians, who held
that the body of Chrift upon”his afcenfion ceas'd and’
was chang'd into the fubftance of his Divinity, it was
neceflary to deny that there was any fubftantial
change in the Sacrament of the bread and wine into
the body and bloud of Chrift. So that here is an in-__
fallible authority, one of their own Popes exprefly a-
gaintt Tranfubfiantiation. : e

The laft Teftimony I {hall produce is of Facandus an
African Bithop, who livid in the 625. Century. Up-
on occafion ot juftifying an expreffion of one who hgd
faid that Chrifft alfo received the advprion of Sems, he
reafons thus. * Chrift vouchfafed to receive the Sacra-
ment of adoption both whew be was circumcifed and bap-
tized : And the Sacrament of Adoption may be called
adoption, as the Sacrament of bis body and blond ; which

i in the confecrated bread and cup, B by us called bis bv-

dy and blond : not that the bread, (fays he) s properly
hbis body and the cwp bis blond, bat becaufe they contain
in them the myfleries }f his body and blond ; hence alfo
our Lord himfeif cafled the bleffed bread and cup which
he gave to his Difciples his body and bloud. Can any
man after this believe, that it was then, and had ever
been, the univerfal and received Dottrine of the
Chriftian Church, that the bread and wine in the Sa-
crament are fubftantially changed into the proper add

~ natural body and bloud of Chrift?

Sa) I; Sent

By thefe plain Teftimonies which I have produced, -
and I might have brought a great many more to the
fame purpofe, it is I think evident beyond all denial
that Zranfubftantiation hath not been the perpetual be-
kief of the Chriftiam Church. And this likewife is ac-
knowledged by meny great and learned ‘men of the

‘Roman Charch. (a) Scotus acknowledgeth, that this

: ‘-g-;?ﬂ’-lb Doétrisie was not always thought neceffary to be be-

lieved,
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lieved, but that the neceflity of believing it was confes
quent to that Declaration of the Ghurch made in the
* Council of Lateran under Pope Junocent the 1Hl. And
gb) Durandus fréely difcovers his inclination 0 have (b) In Senr.
elieved the contrary, if the Church had not by that de- “,‘f,’ﬁ,;'
termination obliged men to believe it. (c) Tonftal Bis ;c)desucbar..
thop of Dwrbam alfo <yields, that Sefore the Lateran ‘™ 145
Cosncil mem were at liberty as to the mamner of Chriff’s
prefence in the Sacrament. And (d) Erafmus, who lived (d) Inx. E--
and died in the communion of the Romas Church, ¥ «d Co-
and than whom no'man was better read in the ancient ciranre srim
Fathers, doth confefs that it was late before the Church g?““mm;a
defined Tranfabftantiation, unknown to the Ancients both .‘;’f’;,? ‘,f,'g, "
_mame and thing. And (¢) Alphonfus a Caftro fays plain- (e) de Haref.
ly, that concerning the Tranfubftantiation of the bread '3
inta the body of Chrif}t, there is feldom any mention in
the ancient Writers. And who can imagine that thefe
learned men would have granted the ancient Church
~and Fathers to have been fo much Strangers to this
- Doftrine, had they thought it to have been the per-
petua) belief of the Church? I fhall now in the
‘Second place, give an account of the particular time
~and occafion of the coming in of this Doflrine, and by what
- fteps and degrees it grew up and was advanced into an
. Article of Faith in the Romifb Char¢h. ‘The Doftrine
of the corporal prefence of Chrift was firft ftarted upon
occafion of the Difpute about the Worfbip of Images,
in oppofition whereto the Synod of Conftantineple aboue - -
- the year DCCL did argue thus, That our Lord ha- .
ving left us no other image of himfelf but the Sacra-
ment, in which the fubftance of bread is the image of
his body, we ought to make no other image of our
Lord. In anfwer to this Argument the fecond Cowncil.
of Nice in the year DCCLXXXVII did declare, that
the Sacrament after Confecration is mor the image and
- : ' ' antitype:

(St
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*antitype of Chrifts body and bloud, but is preperdy his .

body and bloud.  So that the corporal prefence of Chrift
in the Sqcrament was firlt broudght in-to fupport the ftw
pid worfbip of Images : ‘And indeed it could never have -.

" come in upon a more proper occafion, nor have been

-

* de E;lcbl-
siffulet.co 1o

. nor did any of the Ancients difpute againft this errour. - \

applied to a fitrer purpofe. : .
And here T canpot but take notice how well* this
agrees with * Bedarmine’s Obfervation, - that wowe of the
Ancients who wrote of Herefies, hath put this errour
(viz. of denying Tranfubfantiation). in his Catalogue ;

for the firft 600 years. Which is very true,.becaufe

“there could be no vécafion then to difpute.againft thofe

t+ Bid.

who denied Zranfubflantiation ; fince, asI have thewn,
this Do&rine was not in being, unlefs amongft the
Eutychian Heretiques, for the firft 600 years and mere.
But +-Belarmine goes on and tells us, that.the firff .who

“call'd in queftion the truth of the body of the Lord in the -

Eucharift were the ICONOMACHI (the oppofers of
Images) after the year DCC in the Council of Conflant-
wople ; forthefe faid there was one image.of Chrift inft;-
tuted by Chrift himfelf, viz: the bread and wine in the

" Eacharift, which reprefents the body and bloud of Chrift :

Wherefore frem that time the Greek Writers often ad-

nmmi//? us that the-Eucharift is not the figure or image of - '.
the body of the Lord, but his true body, as appears é'rom

" the VIIth. Synod ; which agrees moft exactly with the
" account which I have given of the firlt rife of this *

Doctrine, which began with the corporal prefence of
Chrift in the Sacrament; and afterwards proceeded to
Tranfubftantiation. - : )

- And as this was the firft occalion of introducing this

Doltrine among the Greeks, fo in the Latin or Roman
Church Pafchafius Radbertus, firlt a Monk, and after-
'wards Abbat of Corbey, was the firft broacher of it in
the year DCCCXVIIL. = , And
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And for this, befides the Evidence of Hiftory, we
hive the acknowledgment of zwo very eminent Per-
fons in the Church of Rome, Belarmine and Sirmondus,
who do in effe& confefs that this Pafchafius was the firft

23

who wrote to purpofe upon this Argument. * Belar-* de Scriptor.
mine in thefe words, 7hi - Authour was the firfk who E“"f

. bath ferioufly and copioufly written comcerning the truth
of Chriff's /ody and llouz]y

mondus in thefe, he fo firft explained the genuine fenfe chafil

of .the Catholique Church, that he opened the way to'the

reft who afterwards in great numbers wrote upon the fame -

Argument : But though Sirmondus is Fleafed to fay that
he onely firft explaind the fenfe of the Catholique
Church in this Point, yet it is very plain from the Re-
cords of that Age whichare left to us, that this was the
firft time that this Do&rine was broached in the Latin
Church ; and it met with great oppofition in that Age,
as I fhall have occafion hereafter to thew. For Raba-

nus Maurus Arch-Bithop of Mentz about the year -

DCCCXLVII reciting the very words of Pafchafius

wherein he had deliverd this Doctrine, hath this re-. '
markable paffage concerning the novelty of it ; || Some, Iil_k%d:fn :

“33

fays he, of late, npt having a right opinion concerning
the Sacrament of the body-and bloud of our Lord, have
Jaid that this is thé body and bloud of our Lord which was
born of the Virgin Mary, and in which our Lord fuffered
spon the Crofs and rofe from the dead : which errour,
fays he, we have oppesd with all our might. From
whense, it is plain, by the Teftimony of one of thie
greateft and moft learned Bifhops of that Age, and of
“eminent reputation for Piety, that what is now the
. very.Do&rine of the Church of Rome concerning the
Sacrament, was then efteem’d an Errour broach’d by

fame Particular Perfons, but was far from being the

generally receivd Do&rine of that Age. Can any
‘ D - one

inthe Euchariff : And +t Sir- tinvita Pa('-
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 one think it poflible, that fo eminent a Perfon in. the

" Church both for piety and leaming, could have con-
demn’d this Do&rine as an Errour and a Novelty, had

it been the general Do&rine of the Chriftian Chureh,

not onely in that but in all former Ages; and no een- -

fure pafsd upon him for that which is now the greas

burning Article in theChurch of Reme, and efleemed by

. them one of the greateft and moft pernicious Herefies?

N Afterwards in the year MLIX, when Berewgarias
in Framce and Germany bad raisd a freth oppofition a- *

gainft this Do&rine, he was competld to recant it by
. Pope Nicholas and the Conncil at Roeme, in thefe words,
* Gratian.de * that the bread and wine which are fet upon the Alrar,
ﬁf,{g"f “ after the confecration are mot onely the Sacrament, but
Lanfranc. & the true body and blowd of enr Lord Fefus Chrift ; and
g:f;gf:"" are [enfibly, mot omely in the Sacramemt but in truth,
Guitmundde bandled- and broken by the bands of the Prieft, and
i‘,"'“”;e’-s'- gromd or bruifed by the teeth of the faithfud. But it

mg,f,,'i,,.,,,‘;', feems the Pope and his Council weré not then skilfuil .
, enough to exprefs themfelves rightly in this matter ;

t Glofs. De- for the Glofs upon the Canow Eaw fays.exprefly, + that
"":ﬂ}“"f‘ unlefs-we underfland thefe words of BERENGARIZS
" incap.igs Be- (that is in truth of the Pope and his Conncil) in a found
rengarius.  fenfe, we fball fall into a greater Herefie than that of
BERENGARIUS; for we do mot make parts of the

body of Chriff. The meaning of which Glyfs I cannot

imagine, unlefs it be this, that the Bedy of Chrift,

though it be in truth Jroken, yet it is not broken into

parts (for we do mot make parts of the body of Chrift,)

- but into wholes : Now this new way of breaking a Body,

not into parts but into wholes (which in good earneftis .

the Do&rine of the Church of Rome) though to them

- that are able to believe Tranfubfiantiation it may for any

thing I know -appear to be found fenfe, yet to us that

cannat believe fo it appears to be foid non-fenfe.

About
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. ‘About XX years after, in the year MLXXFX Pope

- Gregary the VIt began to be fenfible of this abfurdity ;

and therefore in another Councilat Rome made Berenga-

rius to recant in another Form viz. * thas the bread and * Waldenf.
wine which are placed upom the Altar are fubfiantially Tom. 2. c. 13-
changed inte the true and preper and quickning fiefb and

Jhﬁ of our Lord Fefus Chrift, and after confecration

" are the true body of Chrift, which was born of the Vir-

gin, and which being offered for the Salvation of the
World did hang wpon the Crofs, and fits on the right
hand of the Father. , _ R
So that fram the firft ftarting of this Doltrine in
the fecond Council of Nice in the year DCCLXXXVII,
till the Couscil under Pope Gregory the VII™" in the
year MLXXIX, it was almoft three hundred years ¥
that this Doctrine was contefted, and before this mif-
thapen:Monfier of Tramfubftant iation could be lickd into
that Form: in which it is now fettled and eftablifh'd in
the Church of Rome. Here thea isa plain account of
the firf} rife of this Do&rine, and of the fevéral fteps
whereby it was advanced by the Church of Rome into
an Article of Faith. 1comenow inthe
- Third place, to anfwer the great pretended Demon-
Rration of the igpoﬁh‘lit] that this Doélrine, if it bad
-ever bave come in, in any Age, and
been reccived in the Church ; and confequently it muft of -
weceffity have beem the perpetual belief of the Church in
all Ages : For if it had not always been the Doctrine -

- of the Church, when ever it had ,attempted firft to

come in there would have been a great ftir and buftle
abeut it, and the whole Chriffian World would have -
role up in oppafition toit. But we can {fhew no fuch
time: when #t firlt came in, apd when any fuch-oppofi-
tion was made to it," aad therefore. it was always the
Doétrine-of the Church.  This Dewonfration Monfieur
LT - D2 Arnanid,”
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Arnauld, avery learned Man in France, ‘pretends to be .
“unanfwerable : ‘whether it be fo or not, I fhall briefly
examine. And ' -
Firft, we doaffign a punctual and very likely time
of the firlt rife of this Dottrine, about the beginning
of the ninth Age; though it did not take firm root =
nor was fully fettled and eftablifh'd till towards theend -
~  of the eleventh. And this was the moft likely time

of all other, from the beginning of Chriftianity, for .

fo grofs an Errour to appear ; it being, by the confefe
fion and confent of their own Hifforians, the moft.
dark and difmal time that ever happened to the Chrifti-
. an Church, both for Ignorance, and Superfiition, and
Vice. It came in together with Zdolatry , and was
" made ufe of to fupport it: A fit prop and companion’
for it. And indeed what tares might not the Enemy
have fown in {o dark and long a Night ; whea fo con=
fiderable a part of the Chriftian World was lulld afleep’
in profound Ignorance and Superftition; And this a-

ﬁrees very well with the account which our Saviewr.”

“himfelf gives in thie Parable of the Tares, of the fpring- -

, ing up of Errours and Corruptions in the Field: of the ~
* Matth. 13. Church. * While the men flept the Enerny did. his work
24' in the Night, fo that when. they were awake- they.
wondered how and whence the fares came; but being:
- fure they were there, and that they were not fown at
firft, they concluded the Enemy had done ir. - -+ ¢
" Secondly, 1 have thewn likewife that. thiere was con~
Jfiderable oppofition made to this Errour at its firft com-
-ir;g in. The general Ignorance and- grofs Superftition
of that Age rendered the generality ‘of -people more
quiet and %ecu're, and’ difpofed them '¢5" receive any
thing that came ‘under a pretence of myftety in’ Reli-
gion and of greater reverence and devétion to the Sa-
‘crament, .and that feemed any wiy to countemnhc: |
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the worfhip of Fmages, for which at’that time they
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were zealoufly concern'd. Buit “nétwithftanding the - Ny

. fecurity and paffive temper of the People, the men:
moft eminent for piety and learning in that Time
made great refiftance againft it. I have already na-
‘med Rabanus Arch-Bithop of Mentz, who opposd it
as an Errour lately fprung up and which had then

gained but upon fome few perfons.” To whom I may

. add Heribaldus Bithop of Auxerres in France, Iv. Seo-
tus Erigena, and Ratramwus commonly known by the -
name of Bertram, who:at the fame time were'employ-

ed by the Emperour. Charles the Bald to oppéfe: this.
growing Ertour, and wrote learnedly againft i’ And
thefe were the eminent. men for learning in that time.
‘And betaufe Monfieur 4rnauld will not be fatisfied un~
lefs ithere were fome ‘ftir 4nd.buftle about.it, Bertiem

 in his1Prefisce to his Book tells us, ‘that they. who accor-

diny to their feveral:opinions talked differently ‘about
the.myflery of Chriff's body and blond were divided by no
Jmal Schifm. : ' S

-« Thirdly, Though for a more -clear -and fatisﬁ&bx&

atfwer o thi§ pretended  Dewonftration T’ have been

wontented to untie this knot, yet I could without alf .

thefe pains have cut it. For fuppofe this Dorine had

filently come ‘in and without oppofition, fo that we -

<could not affign. the particular vme and’occafion of
itsifirft Rife s yet if it beiievidentfrom the Records of
former Ages; for above D. yeatstogether, ‘that this was
not the ancient belief of the Church; and plain alfo,
that this Do@rine was afterwards received in:the Re-
mas Church, thoughrwe cauld ot tell how and when
it came in, 'yet it woukd be:the wildeft' and ‘moft ex-
sravagant thin%l in she world to fet up a pretended De-
of: Reafon againft plain Experience and

muatter of Fack. - This is juft Zeno's .Demonﬁration'gf
Dl ] the
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the impoffibility- of motion -againkt Diegewes walking
before his Eyes. For -this is te under’gke‘ ta. prove
:that impoffible to hava been, which moft certainly
was.  Juft ‘thus the Servamts i the Pareble mighe

- have demonflvated that the tarcs were wheat, becaufe

shey were fure none but good feed- was fown. 2t fieft,
and o man could give any accouint of the pancual

time when any tares were fown, or by whomi; and-

ifan Enpmy had come to do it, he muft needs have
met with great refiftance and oppofition ; but-re fuch
refiftence was made; and therefore there could be no
tares.in the field; but that which they calld fsres was
certainly geod wheat. At the fame rate a.man might
dempnitrdte that onr King,. his Majefty of Great Britais,
is pot return'd into England, nor reftor'd to his Crown ;
‘becaufe there being 10 great and powerfull an Army
poflefsd of his Lands, and therefore obliged by intereft
to keep him out, it was impoflible He fhould evér
come in without a great deal of fighting ard blond.
fhed : but there was no fuch thing, therefore he is not
reture’d and refter’d. to his Crown. - Aad by. th like
kind of Demonfiration one might prove that: the

. Turkdid not invade Chrifiendom laft year, and bebiege

Vienna; becaufe if be had, the’ Chrifian r%,

. who had the greateft Army in Chriftendom in a

mefs, would certainly have employed it againft Him g
but Monfieur Arnav/d certainly knows, no fuch thing
was done: And therefore according to his way of De-
monftration, the marter of fail, o commonly repor-
ted and believed, concerning the Zurks Juvafiow of
Chriftendom and befieging Vienws laft year, was s

werfet miftake. But a man nay demonttrate till his -

dead and heart ake, befare he fiall _ever be able to
prove that which certainly is, or was, never to have
deen. -For of all forts of impoffibles nothing is more

-evidently '

»

r——
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avidently fo, than to make shar which hath been not

to have:been.  All the reafon in:the wotld is too weak
to cope with:fo tough and obftinate a difficulty. ~ And

{1 have ofticn wonder'd hew a man of Monficur Armauld’s -
geeat wit and fhiarp Judgment could prevail with him-

feif to engage in fo bad and baffled a Caufe ; or could

" think to defead it with fo woedew a Dagger as his De-
" menfiration .of Reafow againft certain Experience and
 master.of Falt : A thing, if it be pofiible, of equal ab-

furdity with what he pretends to demonftrate, 7ranfub-

Santiasion it felf. 1 proceed to the

Third pretended Grouwad of this Do&rine of Tran-

Jubfansiation ; and that is, The infallible Authority of

tte prefent Church to make and declare new Articles o{:'
Faith. -And this in truth is the ground into which.

. the moft of the learned men of theirChurch did here- -
tofore, .and many -do ftill refolve their belief of this

Do@rine: And, :as | have already thewn, do plainly.
fay ¢hat they fee no fufficient reafon, either from Scrip-
ture or Tradition, for the belief of it : And that they:
fhould have believed the contrary had not the deter--
amination of the Church ebliged:them otherwife.
But- if this Dodtrine be obtruded upon the wotld-:

. merely by virtue of the Authority of the Roman-

Church, -and -the. Declaration of the. Cownci/ under
Pope Gregory the VIIt or of the Lateran’ Council. yn~

-der Jnmocent -the 3IL.- then it -s-a plain Innovation in.
.the Ghriftian Doétrine,- and a new Artiele of:Faith im-.
.posd upontheGhriftian world. And if -asy' Church. .
- hath-thisspower, the Chritian Faith may :be enlarged:
.and changed. as,often as men pleafe ;. and that which is-.

‘no part of our Saviour’s Doétrine, -nay, any thing

- though.never Jo abfurd and usreafonable, -may become

anArtiele of Faith. obliging all Chriftiansto the belief

of it, . wheneyer .the Church of -Reme fhall hink fit to

flamp:
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ftamp her Authority upon it: which would make
-Chriftianity a moft uncertain and endlefs thing.. .. - ;

;- The Fourth pretended ground of - this Doétrine is,

_"the meceffity of fuch a change.as this in.the Sacrament. to

- . the comfort and bencfit of thofe who receive it. But

*_there is no colour for this, if the thing be rightly con-

fider’d :. Becaufe the comfort and benefit of the Sacra-

" ment depends, upon the blefling annexed to the Inftitu-

.tion.  And as Water in Baptifm, without any fubftan-

. tial change made in that Element, may by the Divine

blefling accompanying the Inflitution be effe&tual to

the wafhing away of Sin, and. Spiritual Regeneration ;

So there can no reafon in the world be ;iven why the

Elements of Bread and Wine in the Lord’s. Supper may

not, by the fame Divine bleffing accompanying this

.Inftitution, make the worthy receivers partakers of all

,the Spiritual comfort and benefit defigned ta us there-

by, without any fubftantiaj change made in thofe Ele- -

- ments, fince our Lord: hath told us, that verily the

© “flefb profiteth nething. So that if we could do fo odd

.and ftrange a thipg as to eat the very natural fleth and -

drink the bloud. of our Lord, I do not .fee of what

; greater advantage it would be to us thin what we may
have by partaking of the Symbols of his body and

. .bloud as he, hath appointed in remembrance. of him.

. For the Spiritual efficacy of the Sacrament doth not

. depend upon the nagure of the: thieg received, fuppo-

fing; we receive what,qur Lord appointed, and receive

it with- -a -right - preparation and difpofition: of mind,

_but uppn the fupernatural bleffling that goes along with

- it, and makes it effe€tual to thofe Spiritual ends for
“.which it was appointed. . .. . . . :

... The Fifth and laft pretended ground .of this Doétrine

1S, fo.magnify- the power of the Prieft in being able to

~ work fo great a Miracle. And this with great pride and

P S pomp



* - to us of fomething that we do not fee. .
And for want of this Condition, Zranfubfiantiation,

~agatnft Wranfublantiation,

pomp isoften urg'd by them -as a tranfeendent inftance
of the Divine wifedom, to find out fo admirable a way
" toraife the power and reverence of the Prieft ; that
he fhould be able every day, and as often as he pleafes,

b rep&tindg a few words to work fo miraculous a’
.:Kznge, and (

-and (as they love moft abfurdly and blafphe-
moufly to fpeak) fo make God himfelf.
. But this 1s'to’pretend to a power above that of God

himfelf, for he did not, nor cannot make himfelf, nor

do any thing that implies a contradi&ion, as Zranfub-
Samiation evidently does in théir pretending to make
Ged. For to make that which already is, andto make
that wow which a/ways was, is not onely vain and ¢tri-

. fling if it could be done, but impoffible becaufe it im-

plies 2 contradiction.

And what if after all Tranfudfantiation, ‘if it were -

. poffible and aGually wrought by the Prieft, would
yet be no Miracle > For there are two things neceffa-

1y ta a Miracle, that there be a fupernatural effe® -

- wrought, and that this efle be evident to fenfe. So -
that though a fupernatural efle® be wrought, yet if -

1t be not evident to fenfe it is to all the ends and pur-
pofes of a Miracle as if it were not; and can be no-
teftimony or proof of any thing, becaufe it felf ftands
in need of another Miracle to give teftimony to it and
+ to prove that it was wrought. And neither in Scripture,
nor in profane Authours, fior in common ufe of fpeech,
isany thing call'd a Miracle but'what falls under the
~ notice of our fenfes : A Miracle being nothing elfe but
,a fupernatural effedt evident to fenfe, the great end and
defign whereof is to be a fenfible proof and-conviCtion

\

if it were ‘true, would be no Miracle. It would in-

deed be very fupermatural,_ but Efor all that it would .

‘ not

Y
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not be a Sign or Miracle ; For a Sign or Miracle'is af

ways a thing fenfible, otherwife 1t could be no Siga.

Now that fuch a change as is pretenided 'in Zraw/ds-

" flantiation fhould really be wrought,.and yet there

fhould be no fign and appearance of it, is a thing very
wonderfull, but not to.fenfe ; for our fenfes perceive

. no change, the Bread and Wine in the Sacrament to all
our ferfes remaining juft as they were before: And

that a thing fhould remain to all appearance juft as it
was, hath nothing at all of wonder in it : we wonder

. indeed when we fee a ftrange thing done, but no man

wonders when he fees nothing done:  So that Zraxfus-
Santiation, if they will needs have it a Miracle, is fuch

. a Miracle as any man may work that hath but the
_confidence to face men down that he works it, and

the fortune to be believed : And though the Church of
Rome may magnify ‘their Priefts upon account-of- this
Miracle, which they fay they can work every day

and every hour, yet T cannot underftand the reafon of -
‘it ;- for when this great work (as they <all it) is done,

there is Mothing more appears to be don¢ than if thére

were no Miracle : Now fuch a Miracle as'toall appea- "
rance is no Miracle I fee no reafon why a Proteftant.

Minifter, as well as 2 Popith. Prieft, may not work as

often as-he pleafes; or if he can but have the patience -

. to let it alone, it will work it felf. - For furely no-.
~ thing in the world is eafier than to fet a thing beas'it

is, and by fpeaking a few words over it to make it juft

what it was before. Every man, every day, may work
ten thoufand fuch Miracles. ' '
- . And thus I have difpatch'd the Férf# part of my Dif-

courfe, which was to confider: the ‘pretended grounds -

and Reafans of the Church of Reme for this Doltrine,
and to fhew. the weaknefs and infufficiency of them.:

SECOND
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~ ""SECOND place, to produce our Objédions againft  1I.
it. .Which wilt be of fo much the gr_eater force,. be-
cavfe 1 have already thewn this Doétrine to be defti-
tute of 4ll Divine warrant and authority, and of any .
othér {ort of Ground fufficient in reafon to juftifie it. -
80 that I do nbot now objet againft a Doltrine which
~ hatha fair probability of Divine Revelation on its fide,
.for that would weigh down all objections which did
riot ‘phinly overthrow the probability and credit of
#ts Divine Revelation : But I obje&t againft a Doriné
by the mére will and Tyrariny of men imposd upon
the belief of Chriftians, without any evidence of Scrip-
ture, and againft aZ the evidence of Reafon and
- Senfe. _ :
> The Objettions I fhall reduce to thefe swo Heads.
- Firf#, the infinite fcandal of this Do&riné to the Chri~ -
fiian Religion. And Secondly, the monftrous and in-
fipportable abfurdity of it. o -
- Firlt, The infinite feandal of this Dollrine to the Chri-
Rian Religion. Andthatupon thefe four accounts. 1. Of
the ftupidity of this Doctrine. 2. The real barbarouf-
nefs of this Sacrament and’ Rité of our Religion upon
fuppofition of the truth of this Do&trine. 3. Of the
"cruel and bloudy ¢onfequences of it. 4. OF the dan-
ger of Idotatry’; which they ‘are’ cércainly guiley of,.
if this Dofttide be'not true.” ": ' . 0
. Upon'accourit of the [Hipidsty” of this Dodlrine.
I remember that 7ufy, who Was 2 man of very good

fenfe," inftani 1g God as the ex-
thémity of 'n apprehenfionas
| hethongfit.r ..} When we call,* De Nat.De~ -
.. Ay he, whe' . #d wine Bacchus, "™ -3
we ufe but the common language ;. but do you think an
>~ man fo mad as to believe that which he eats to be Gozf;

1
.
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RN



” . A DISCOURSE .
" Tt feems he could not believe that fo extravagant a fol-
ly had ever entred into the mind of man. It isavery
evere faying of Awerroes the Arabian Philofopher
(who lived after this Do&rine was entertained among
Chriftians) and ought to make the Church of Rome
*pionyl.Car- blufh, if fke can; * 7 have travell'd, fays he, over the
%“‘;‘;ﬁ“ﬂ world, and have found divers SeCs s but fo fortifb a
Se& or Law I pever found, asis the Se& of the Chriftic
ans 5. Becaufe with their own teeth they devonr their God
whoin they worfhip. .1t was great ftupidity in the Peo-
- ple of Ifrael to if , Come let us make us Gods ; but it
was civilly faid of them, Lez us make us Gods that may
go before s, in comparifon of the Church of Rome,
"who fay, Let us make a God. that we may eat him. _So
that upon the whole matter I cannot but wonder that
" they fhould chufe thus to expofe Faith to the contempt -
of all that are endued with Reafon, And to fpeak the
plain truth, the Chriftian Religion was never fo hor-
ribly expofed to the fcorn of Atheifts and Infidels, as
| it hath been by this moft abfurd and fenfelefs Do&rine.
+2Thelz. But thus it was foretold that + the Man of Sin fhould
1. come with power and Signs and Lying Mirackés, and .
* with all deceivablenefs of unrighteoufnefs, with all the. -
Leﬁerdemain and jugling tricks of falfehood and im-
pofture ; amongft which this of Zranfubflantiation
which they call a Miracle, and we a Cbeat, ‘is one of .
the chief: And in all probability thofe common jug-
ling words of hocus pocus are nothing elfe but a corrup-
“tion of koc eff corpus, by way of ridiculous imitation of
" the Priefts of the Church of Reme in their trick of Tran-
- [fubflantiation. Into .fuch contempt by. this foolith-
~ Docrine and pretended Miracle of theirs have' they -
" " brought the moft facred and venerable Myftery of our
~ Religion. L R
2,-1t

.
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« 2. It is very feandalous likewife apon aceount:of -
the real Jarbaraufnefs of this Sacrament and Rite of our

" . Religion, upon. fuppofition of the truth of this Doc-
trine. Literally to eat the flefb of the Son of man and
to drink bis bloud St. Auftin, as I have thewed before,.
declares to be a great Zmpiety. And the impisty and
barbaroufnefs of the thing is not in truth. extenuated,
but onely the appearance of it,- by its being done un-
der the Species of Bread and Wine : For the thing they
acknowledge is really done, and they believe that they
verily eat and drink the natural flefh and bloud of
" Chrift. And*what can any man do more unworthily -
.towards-his Friend 2 How can he poffibly ufe him more:
- barbaroufly, than to feaft upon his. living flefh and
~ bloud 2 It is one of the greateft wonders in the world,
- that it thould: ever enter into the minds of men to put
upon our Saviour’s wards, fo eafily capable of a more-
_convenient fenfe and fo neceffarily requiring it, a mea-
ning fo plainly contrary to Reafon, andfen%e,u and even

© to Humanity it felf. Had the ancient Chriftians.ow- -

ned any fuch Do&rine, we fhould have heard of it.
from the Adverfaries of our. Religion in ev:l?; eJ)age
of their Writings; and they would have defired no-
greater advantage againft the Chriftians than to have
been able to hit them in the teeth with their feafting.
- upon the natural fleth and bloud of their Lord, and.
. their God, and their beft Friend. What endlefs tri--

umphs would they. have made upon this Subject?+

And with what confidence would they have fet the:
cruelty ufed by Chriftians in'their Sagramens, againft

their God Saturs’s eating his own Children, antll_. :

the cruel-and bloudy Rites of their Idolatry 2 But Mat.
no fuch thing was then objeted by the Heatbens to

35

the Chriftians, is to a wife man inftead of a thoufand: -

Demonttrations that no fuch Do&trine was thmbelicve%
, : o . ;ﬁ,‘ .
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3. Te is feandudows alfo upon account of the crabl and,
bloudy comfequences of this Doétrine ; fo contrary to'the!
- phin Laws of Chriftianity, and to one great end and

defign of this Sacrament, which is to unite Chriftians

i the moft perfee® love and charity to- one ‘another ;

Wheneasigliis Dod¥ine hath-been the otcafioh ‘of ‘the’
moft rrbirsiss andiblondy Tragedies that ever wtre.
ated in the worldi  For this hath been in the Church
of Reme thegreat burning Article 5 and as abfurd and
unreafonabl af it &, fore Chriftiafs, have been mut-
ther'd.fod the deniak of it thidn perhaps’ for,all the other
Articles of 'their Retigion:: And Ttifink’ it tmay ‘gérte-’
rally pafs for 4 trué obfervation that-all Se&ts are com-
monly moft hot and fiitious for thofe things for which'
there is feaft Reafon ; for what men-want, of Réafon'

fou thait opimions they ufially fupply and' imake up'in

Rage. sAadlit- was #o more than rfeeded Yo “ult this’
feverity upon this eccafion ; for nothing but-the cruel’
fear of death could in probability have driven fo great

@ part of maakind into the ackrlowledgment of foun-

reafonable and fedfelefs 2 Do&trine: - ¢ 7 T

O bliffod. Saviour ! thou belt Friend and preateft
lover of mankind, who can imagine thou didft éver '
intend that men fhould kill-one another for not being
able to believe contrary to their fenfes; for being un-
willing toithiak; that  thou {houldt make-one df the”

. moft horridt dnd Barbarous things thaf. éan be imagin'd-
t%ery of thy Religion; "
for not. flattering the"pride and prefumption of the = -

a'main Puty dnd prineipal-My

Prieft who fays he can -make God, and for not eom~

plyigg with the:folly and fupidity of the Pedple whe',

h

belifVe that théy can €athihy- -

4- Upon acconnt of the danfier bF"IJoIéﬂj; which .

they are certainly guilty of if this Doctrine be ot true,
and fuch-a change as they pretend be not made in the
T b . Sacra-

Y .
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‘Sacrament ; for if it be not," then the worthip a Cres-
ture inftead of the Creatour‘q&d'ble Ted for ever. . But
-fuch a-change'{ have thewn to be impoflible’; or if it

could be, 'yet they ean never be certain that it is, and

confequently are always in danger of Idolatry : And
that they can never be certain that fuch a cziange is
mide, is evident ; . becaufe; accerding to the exprefs
determination of the Council of Zrex¢, that depends
upon the mind and intention of the Prieft, which can-
not certainly be known but by Revelation, which is
not pretended in this'cafe. And if they be miftaken
‘about this change, through the knavery or crofinefs of
the Prieft who will not make God but when he thinks
fit, they muft not think to excufe themfelves from
Idolatry becaufe they intended to worthip God and
mot a Creature; for {o the Perfians might be excus'd
from Idolatry in worfhipping the. Sus, becaufe they
intend to worfhip God and not a Creature ;-and fo in-

- deed we may-excufe all the Tdolatry that every was in -

~ the world, which is nothing elfe but a miftake of the

- Deity; and upon that miftake a worfhipping of fome-
thing as God which is not God: * '~ . B

" 1I. Befides the infinité fcandal of this Do@rine upon
the accounts 1 have'mentioned, the monfbrous abfurdi-
ties of it make it infupportable to any Religion. Iam

vety- well dffurd of the grounds of Religion in gene- -

ral, amd”of the Chriftian” Religion in particular ; and
yet I cannat fee. that the foundations of any revealed
Religion are {trong enough to bear the weight of fo

- . many and fo great abfurdities as this Do&rine of Zran-

fubfantiation would load it withall. And to make this
evident, 1 fhall not infift upon thofe grofs contradi&ti-
ons, of the fame Body being in {fo many feveral places

at once; of our Saviour’s giving-away himfelf with his
own hands to every one of his Difciples, .and yet flilt -

keeping

35



A DISCOURSE

keeping himfelf to himfelf; and a thoufand more of
the like nature : But to fhew the abfurdity’of this

Do&rine I fhall onely ask thefe few Queftions.
~. 1. Whether any man have, or ever had greater evi-
““dence of the truth of any Divine Revelation than eve-
. ry man hath of the fallhood of Tranfubfiantiation »

Infidelity were hardly poffible to men, if all men had .
the fame evidence for the -Chriftian Religion which -
they have againft: Tranfubfantiation, that is, the clear -
and irrefiftible evidence of fenfe. He that can oace

be brought to contradi&t or deny his fenfes, is at an
end of certainty ; for what can a man be certain of if .
he be not certain of what he fees? In fome circumftan-
ces our fenfes may deceive us, but no Faculty deceives
us fo little and fo feldom: And when our fenfes do de-
ceive s, even that errour is not to be corrected with-

- . out the help of our fenfes.

2. Suppofing this Doctrine had been delivered in -
‘Scripture in the very fame words that it is decreed jn

‘the Council of Zrent, by what cleater evidence or

ftranger Argument could any man prove to me that
Tuch words were in the Bible than I can prove to him

" that bread and wine after confecration are bread and -

wine ftill 2 He could but appeal to my eyes to prove
Tuch words to be in the Bible, and with the fame rea- -
fon and juftice might T appeal to feveral of his fenfes

o prove to_him that the bread and wine after confe-

cration are bread and wine ftill. .

3. Whether it be reafonable to imagine that God
thould make that a part of the Chriftian Religion
whi¢h Thakes the main external evidence and confir-
‘mation of the whole? T mean the Miracles which were
wrought by our Saviour and his Apoftles, the affu-
rance whereof did at firft depend upon the certainty

“offenfe.  For if the fenfes of thofe who fay they faw

. ¢them
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- againf} Franfubltantiation.
them were deceived ther there might be no.Miracles

wrought ; and confequently it may juftly be doubted
whether that kind of confirmation which God hath
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- _ given to the Chriftian Religion would be ftrong enough - o

to prove it, fuppofing Zranfubftantiation to bea partof .

it : Becaufe every man hath as great evidence that
Tranfubfiantiation is falfe, as he hath that the Chriftian

Religion. is true. Suppofe then Zranfubflantiation to -

~ be part of the ‘Chriftian Do&rine, it muft have the

fame confirmation with the whole, and that is Mira- -

cles : But of all Doétrines in the world it is peculiarly

- incapable of being proved by a Miracle. For if a Mi-
racle were wrqught for the proof of it, the very fame -

* affurance which any man hath of the truth of the Mi-

* racle he hath of the falfehood of the Do&trine, that is, -

the clear evidence of his fenfes. ‘For that there is a
Miracle wrought to prove that what he fees in the Sa-
. crament is not bread but the body of Chrift, there is
onely the evidence of fenfe; and there is the very
“fame evidence to prove that what he fees in the Sacra-
ment is not the body of Chrift but bread. So that here
would arife 2 new Controverfie, whether a man thould
rather believe his fenf¢s giving teftimony agamit the
. Do&rine of Tranfubftantiation, or bearing witnefs to a
Miracle wrought to confirm that Do&rine ; there be-
ing .the very fame evidence againft the truth of the
Do&rine, which there'is for the truth of the Miracle:
And then the Argumient for 7ranfubfiantiation and the
 Objection againft it would juft balance one another ;

and- confequently Z7anfubffantiation is not to be proved -
by a Miracle, becaufe that would be, o prove 20 a

man.by fome thing that be f[ees, that be does not fee
what he fees. Aad if there were no other evidence
- that Tranfubfiantiation is no part of .the Chriftian Doc-
trine this would ‘be fufficient, that what proves the
L . F © . one
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one doth ds much overthrow the other ; afd that Mi-
racles which aré certainly the beft ard highttt -exter-

" mal rreof of Chriftianity are the wotft ptoof in the,
d

wortld of Tranfubfantiarion, unléls a than éan renouhce

" his fenfes at the fame tive that he refies upon them.

For a man cannot believe a Miracle without relying

upon fenfe, not Tranfabfantiation without venoun-

cing it. ‘So that never were any two things fo ill

coupled together as the Dodtrine of Chriftianity and
€

* that of Tranfubflantiatién, bechufe they draw :},Véraj

ways and are ready to firangle one another ; fince
the main evideirce of the Chriftiah Do&rine, which is
Miracles, is refolved into the certainty of fenfe; but -
this evidence is clear and poimt-blink apeintt Tvanfus-

- flantiation.. .

. 4. And Laffly, I would ask what We areto think
of the Argament which our Saviour 4fd to_convince
his Difciples after his Refurre€ion that his Bady was

.. Teally rifen, and that they were not deluded by a

* Luk. 24.
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Ghoft or Apparition? Ts it a neceffaty and conchifive
Argument or 110t * 2wd he faid anro them, why are
ye troubled > and why do theughts arife in your hearts ?
Behold my binds and my fees, that it is Imy felf; for.
a-Spirit hath wot flefb and bwmes, as ye fee me bave.
But now if we fuppofe with the Church of Rome the
Doltrine of Tranfubftantiarion to be true, and that he
had inftricted his Difciples in it juft before his death,
ftrange thoughts might jaftly have rifen in their hearts, -
and they mighit have faid to him; Lord, itis buta

- few days ago fince thou didft teach us not to believe

our fenfes, but diteétly contrary to what we faw,

. viz. that the bread which thou gaveft -us in the Sa-

¢tament, though we faw it and handled it and tafted

. it to Bebread, yet was not bread but thine own natu-

ral body ; and now thou appealeft to our fenfes to
i \ ' . prove

\




agamﬂ £tanl’ub€tanttatmn.

T

~ prove that this is thy body which wenowée IE' o

feeing and handling- be an unqueftionable evzdence
that things are what they appear to eur feafes, then

we were deceived before in the Sacrament; and if
they be not, therr we are mot fure now that this i is

thy body which we ftow fee and handle, but it may
be: perhaps bread under the appearance of flefr and
bones, juft as in-the Sacrament, that which we faw
and handled and tafted to be bread was thy flefh and
bones under the form and appearance of bread. Now
upon this fuppoficien, -it would have been 2 hard mat-
' ter to have quietedthe: thoughts of the Difeiples: For
.- f the Argnment which our Saviour ufed did certat

prove to them that what they faw and handled was E

is body:, his very matural fleth and benes, becaufe
. they faw and handled them, (which ie'were mptous
“to'deny) it wonld as ftrongly preve that what they
faw and received before in the Sacrament was not the

nagural bedy snd bloud of Chsift, bat real bread and -

wine: And eonkquendy that aecording to our Sa-
viowr’s angling:fter his Refiirred¥ion they had no rea-
fon10. believe Zran/Léfam iutéon before. For that very
Arpoment by whicl our Sdviour preves the reality of

his body afeer his Refurre@®ion doth as: ﬁrdhgiy prove '

the raality of bread and wine after Confecration. Birt

oup Savigur’s: Argument was moft -infallibly oodland

erive dnt’ sheréfore- the E'o&n’he of Tranﬁcﬁ amatzm
iv'undoubtedly filfe. -

U;gh the whe-le‘ Hiatter ! mall qnely ny this,

frie- otfier Poipts between us and the Church
of \Roms ‘ake- mhaged. with-fonte- kind* of wit and’
fubuileyy > bt dhils “of “Ta Wb Fantiation: is carried

onv\by" mepe' dint df‘ﬂ'dpud ¢e ahd“facing den of’
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And of this the more 'difcérning' perfdﬁs of that

- Churcli are of late grown fo fenfible that they would

now bt glad to be rid ‘of this odious and ridiculous
Doérine. But the Council of Zrest hath faften’d it to
their Religion and made it a neceffary and effential
Point of their Belief, and they cannot now part with

- it if they would ; it is like a Milftone hung about the

neck of Popery which will fink it at thelaft. :
And though fome of their greateft Wits, as Cardi-

~ nal Perron, and of late Monfieur Arnaud, have under-

taken the defence of it in great Volumes; yet it is an
abfurdity of that monfirous and mafly weight, that -
no humane authority or wit are able to fupport it: It
will make the very Pillars of St. Peter's crack, and
requires more Volumes to make it good than would
fill the Vatican. ; . <o

And now T would apply my felf to the poor dela-
ded People of that Church, if they were either per-

. mitted by their Priefts, or durft venture without their
- leave to look into their Religion and to examise the -
 Dolrines of it.- Confider, and fhew your: felves men.

Do not fuffer your felves any longer to be led blindfold,
and by an implicit Faith in your. Priefls, into the-be-
lief of non-fenfe and contradi&ion.- Think it eénough
and too much to let them rook you of your money:
for pretended Pardons and counterfeit Reliques, hut
let not the:Authority of.any, Prieft or. Chusch perw
fuade you out of your fenfes. Credulity is- ¢ertasnly;
a fault as well as Infidelity : and he who faid, blef-
fed are they that have not feew and yet have belie:-
ved, hath no where faid, bleffed arg--they-thgt havie
Jeen and yet bave wot believed, much lefs,; bleffed are:
they that believe diredly comtrary.te what they fee.

. ~ To

. b
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" To conclude this Difcourfe. By what hath beem

faid upon this Argument it will appear, with howr
little mh, and reg:fon, and regard to the intereft of
our ‘common Chriftianity it is fo often faid by our
Adverfaries, .that there are as good arguments for
the belief of Tramfubflantiation as of the Do&rine of
the Zrinity s> When they themfelves do-acknowledge
with us that the Docrine of the Zriwity is grounded

upon the Scriptures, and that according fo the inter-

- pretation of them by the confent of the ancient Fa-
thers : But their Do&rine of Tranfubflantiation I have
plainly- fhewn to have no fuch ground, and that this
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is acknowledged by very many learned' men of their o

own Church. And this' Doftrine of . theirs being
firft plainly proved by us to be deflitute of all Divine
warrant- and Authority , our Objecions againft it
from the manifold contradiftions of it to. Reafon and

Senfe are fo many Demonftrations of the falfehood of

it.- Againft all which they have nothing to put in

the oppofite- Scale but the Infallibility of their Church,

- for which - there-is; even lefs colour -of -proof: from-
Scripture than for. Zramfubfiantiation it felf. - But fo
fond are they of their own Innovations and Errours,
that rather than the Dictates of their.Church, how
groundlefs and abfurd foever, fhould be call'd in quefti-
.on ; rather than not have their will of us in impofing
ypon us-what they. pleafe, they will ovérthrow any
Article. of the. -Chriftian Faith,: and fhake thé very

foundations of our common Religion: A clear evi-

dence that the Church of Rome is not the true Mother,:

fince fhe can. bg fo well contented that Chriftianity -

thould be deftroyed rather than the Point in queftion.
fhould be decided agpinft her:. -~ . .

" FINEs:



A Catologao of the fmoul € dfes, &c. B '
hvﬁmﬁn to Communlen w;tb the Chweb of

“2. A Refolution of fome Cafes of Conftience whielt
refpest Chuech-Congnunion. @
" 3. The Cafo of Indifferent things ufed in the Wer-
ﬁup of God, propefed and flated, by eonﬁdcmg t-hefe
) wﬁmm,&c N

4- A Difcoyrfe about Edlﬁeaeton

. §..'Fhe Refoluvion of this Cafe of Conftience, W[ve.

ther the Charch of Bnglands Symbolizing Jo far as it dooh
with the Churob of Rome, muakss it unlaufn# te hold
Communion with the Church of Eng‘&ﬁe v

. 6. ALetter to dwowymus, in anfwer to his three Lct-
ters to. Dr. Sherlock about Chiwrch-Communion. -

« 7. Cereaier Cafes of Confcierice refdlved; éenceming
lzht Lawfulnef of joyming with Forms of - meer n
Publick Weslbipn I twe Parts’ - -

8 The Cafe of mixt Communien: 'Whether it be .

Lawfull to Sepavate from a Chureh upon - the account
of. promifeyous Congregations and mixt Communioriss

9.. An Anfwersvo. Difidnters Objedtions-againtt the
Commnn Prayers and fome other parts of Divine Ser-
vice p im the Liturgyy of the Chereh of England.

10. Fhe Cafe of Kneclisg at the Holy Sacrament
fated-and refolved, (¥, In-twoParts. -

17.. A Difoourfo of Reofiting by Sermions, an&qf'go-
ing.vo hiear. whord.Men think they eder profit moft:

r2: A fevious Bxhortation, with fore important Ad-
‘Vices relating to-the late Cafes about Confo re-'
c?mr:;qns;dfto the lpteﬁm Dxﬂ%nters frem the %Eurc&'
ot B R g

13. An Argument to Union t.sken ﬁ-omtbctruea
- intereft of thofe Diffenters in En‘land who profefs and
call themfelves Proteftdnes.~+ * ’

14. Some

-



| AC atalogue of the feveral Cafes, &c. -
14. Some Confiderations about the Cafe of Scandal,”

- or giving Offence to.the Weak Brethren. . '

15. The Cafe of Infant-Baptifm,in Five Queftions,&'.

16. The Charge of Scandal, and giving Offénce by
Conformity, Retelled and Reflefted bacl% upan-Sepa-.
ration, &'c. R :

r7. Cafe of Lay-Communion.

18. A Perfwafive to Frequent Communion. ,

19. A Defence of Symbolizing, | )

20. A Vindication of Indifferent Things.”. -

2. TheCafe of Campellmg Men.to the Hely Sa-.
crament. - -

22, A Cafe of the Crofs in Baptifm.

' .23, ADifcourfe of Confcience. ~

x. A Difcourfe sbour the Charge of Novelty upon.

 the Reformad ‘Church of Snglond, wade: by the Pa--

pifts-asking of us the Queftion, Where was our Reli-

‘gion before Luther 2

2. A Difcourfe about Tradition, fhewing wint is.
meant by it, and what Tradition is to be received, and-
what Tradition is to be reje&ted. =~ =~ . =

3. The Différence of the Cafe between the Separa-

‘tion of Proteftants from the Church of Rome, and the

Separationrof Difienters fromrthe Charch of England.
'4. TheProteftant Refolution of Faith, &, -
5. A Difcourfe concerning a Guide in matters. of-

.Faith, &@. .

6. A Difcourfe concerning Invocation of Saints.

7. A Difcourfe concerning the Unity of the Catho-.
lick Church, maintgined in the Church of Exgland,

8. A Difcourfe of Auricular Confeffion. _

9. A Difcourfe againft Tranfubftantiation.

ADVER:.
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