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wonder, then, that these differences of opinion pro-
duced no animosity, made little noise and gaverise
to noschisms, We may find many instances of a
gi;nilur nature, both at the present day, and in for-
mer nges, At present, there are divines in many
christian communitics, who understand the demo-
niace whom our Lord miraculously cured, to
have been no other than persons laboring under
certain diseases, such as the epilepsy, or other
disorders that are attended with effects similar to
those which are described in the gospel.  But oth-
er divines belonging to tho samc communities,
ascribe theso demoniacal possessions to the influ-
ence of infernal spirits. Yet this differcnce is ne-
ver conccived to be a sufficient rcason for soparat.
ing themselves from one anothers communion,
Nor could the differences about the real presence
appear of more importance than this, atleast when
it first took place, when it was attended with no
practical consequences, when it affected neither
the manner of worship, nor the harmony of the
church, There is a celebrated instanceto our pur-
pose in the digputcs that have vexed the church
with respect to predestination and grace. Itisuni-
vereally understood that Augustine was the first
who maintained and oxplained at any length, the
doctrines that have long passed under the name of
the doctrines of grace. And thoughother eminent
fathers differed from Augustine respecting this ime
portant subject, yet we do rot find thatany warm
disputes arose on account of it, for scveral centu-
‘riesafter. It was not till the ninth century that
this dispute becamea subject of consideration to
Councils and Synods. And then indeed, the con-
troversy was carried on withwarmthandanimosity.
The opposite parties anathematizéd one arnother,
and each side in several successive councils, af-
firmed its own doctrine to be that of the whole
church. Never did any dispute interest the chris-
tian world more deeply. Not even the doctrine of
the real presence was ever opposed or supported
with greater keenness.  1lere, then, we have an
instance of o dispute &hich cxcited little attention
dnring a scrics of sges ;3 yet afterwards rending
the church into factions and parties, ‘This in.
stance clearly shows that a subject which excites
the greatest attention inone period, may have
beenin some former and distant age, regarded
with the utmost indifterence. For any thing that
we know;, therefore, the differemces of opinion re-
specting thepresence of Christ in the sacrament,
may at first have beenattended with no more noise
and commotion than the doctrines of Augustine
respécting pyedestination and grace. At first,
these differénces may have been carried onin sic
lence and peace, though, afterwards, when Coun.
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cils and Popes had declared for the one party, had
excommunicated their opposers, and taken away
all right of private judgment and liberty of consci.
ence, these same differences burst into 8 flame and
rent the church into picces.

In what I have advanced under this head, I do
not pretend to have proved that this doctrine was
actually introduced atany particular time into the
faith of the church, without having been formerly
believed, All that I have here attempted to prove,
is, that the thing is possible., Thisis all that we
are to infer from the arguments now stated ; and
I conceive they fully warrant this conclusion, 1
conclude, therefore, in opposition to the reason-
ings of the Sieur Barthclemy, that it was not imn-
possible for the belief of the real presence to gain
admittance into the church, though it had not been
received from the begiuning.

The question here does not relate to any histori-
calfact, 1tis altogether anargument from proba-
bility. It iss0 on both sides ; docsnot attempt to
prove what really happened, but merely what was
likely or unlikely to have taken place.  Sieur
Barthelemy, pronounce such an event to beim-

possible. I have endeavored to show that it is
possible,

Another circumstance which might have greatly
facilitatéd the introduction of this doctrine, was
the extreme ignorance and barbarity that prévail.
ed during those ages.  If we look into the ablest
ccclesiastical writers that flourished in the ninth
and tenth centuries, we will be astonished at their
puerility.  And if we congider the small regard
which they discover to ascertain the sense of scrip-
tures, their small acquaintance with the principles
of sound philesophy, and even with those of com.
mon sénse, we will not be surprised at their adopt-
ing any innovation.  The philosophy which gene-
rally prevailed in those ages, appears to have been
littlé clse than mystical and unintelligible jargon;
and the methods employed to ascertain the mean.
ing of scripture, werc the most remote that can
well be conccived from the principles of sound
criticism.

But therc is one circumstance which puts the
possibility of introducing such an innovation as
this beyond all doubt, For the difference of opin-
ion which the Sieur Barthelemy has endeavored to
prove to be impossible, i3 known from unquestion-
able evidence tohave existed, It is beyond all
dispute, that, in the ninth, tenth, eleventh,
twelfth and thirtecnth centuries,differences of opin-
ion onthis subject actually prevailed through agreat
patt of the christian church. It makes no differ-
ence in the present argument which opinion wasan
innovation and which was the ancient faithof the




