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«d His Blood 10 wine, who thee (ender the Old Law) prefigyred
wine s his Bleod.”’ Is not thus an oxactly similar passage to
the onc vbjected, though it-is quite evideat that the mezaing of
‘Tertalhan is, not that our Savicar prefigured wine in Lis blood,
i. e. made s Blood a figure of wine, 1 the CId Law, but that
tie made wine under the old dispensativa,a Figare of His Blood
in the New?

But lat us continue to 1ts close, tho objected passage which
we have quoted at length 1 the beginning of thus article.  Fi-
£ura autem non fisser, misi rertanis essef corpus.  Butat (the
Bread) would not Aave been a Figure, unless the Body were a
true and sreal Body.” Ilere we have Tertulhan's meaning be-
yond all doubt. 1is avowed ubject throughout tho Bouk is 10
prove against Marcion that Christ did not destroy the old Law,
but that all its Fhigures were truly and really accomphished in
him. Heace taking it for granted that Bread in the Ol Law
was a Figurc of Christ’s Budy 1n the New (as he shews a hutle
after by a quotation from Jeremias) he very properly reasons
taat unless Christ’s Budy were now a 7True Body, Bread would
not have been 2 Figure of it in the Old Law. TFor, the ngure,
gign or resemblance of any thing which had no real existence,
would be an absurdity.  The very tenses m which the verba are
written Fuiszce, applied to the Tigure, and Esset to the Real
Body prove clearly that Tertuliian referred the words figura

corporis i 1o the Bread wthe Gld Law, and not to his I‘Zuch:\-t

ristic Body in the New.

This interpretation is still further confirmed by the subsequent
passages of the writer 1n question:

*¢ Cur panem Corpus suum appellat, et nou tnagis peponcm,
quem Marcion cordis locodhabuit, non mtelligens veterem fuisse
1stam figuram Corporis Chnisti, dicentis per Hieremiam.  Ve-
aito conjiciamus lignum in paned asus, sadicet crucem e Cor-
pus cjus.  Jtuquerlluminator untiqeitatnm (Christus) quid tune

) Dody under the sppestance of Bread, and his Blood under the
tappearance of wing. Butif he had not given us Ins real body
and his real blood, he would neither have fulfilled, nor explain
ed, the prophecies and figures, and morcover Tertullian would
have failed in his argument aga:nst Marcioa.

The Cuntunators of Mugdeburg admit that Tertullien is an
advocate fur the Real Presence, and if the correspondent or tho
people of the T'unes who have lately entered into a Loly league
with the Gusrdian, have any respeet for the opinion or Latia
scholarship ot Juck of Geneva, we can infurmidthein that Calvin,
though the mortal enemy of the Real Presence, admits the gram-
matical and logical accuracy of the mode 1o which we have ex-
plained the objected passuge.

Having said so much in answer tothis objection, we now pro-
ceed to prove to the Layman aud the Tunes that they cannot
claim ‘Tertolian as the champion of a figurative presence v the
Euchanst. Wae will best do this by some quotations on that
subjecet, which, to save time and space, we will give i his own
words, a8 this dry controversy can have litile interest for thoss
who are not ** fuud of” ur at Jeust du not understand the Latin
language. ‘

In Lib. 2 ad Uxorem Tenullian exhons Catholic females not
to marry Pagan husbands, and amongst other arguments
deduces one from the Catholic practice of receiving the Eu-
charist.

*t Non sc'et maritus quid secreto ante omnem cihum_gustes.
et 1 seiverit, panewm, non tllum credit essequi ditur.'* "This pas-
saga also proves that the Eucharist was received in those days
fasting according to the present universal custom of thu Catholio
Church.

“Culicie, aut panis etiam nostri aliquid decutita terram, anxie
tpatamur.”  Iab de Corona milit.

¢ Caro abluitur (.n Bapusm) ut anima emaculetur ; carv -
usgiur {in confirtmation) vt anima consecreluy ; ¢aro corpore ¢
sengumne Christe vescitur (in the Encharist) ut anima de Deo sa-
gunetur.”

Was ever clearer testimony than this?

Ie lus Book de ldololatria, censvming certain persons who
promoted Idvl makers to the priesthood or to deaconshuip, he
exclaims . '

** Proh scelus! semel Judwi Christa manus intnlerant | 1st:

voluerit significasse panem,saus declaravit,Lorpus suum vacans | quondie Corpus ejus lacessunt. O anus pracidende !

panem. Tertullian here declares that Cuntst ealis lus Pody,
Breed and uot a Cucumber, or any other sort of foud, because
Bread was 2n ancient Figure of Chuist's Body, as we rezd in
Jeremias ¢ Come let us cast wood og his tread,’’ that 1s, tie
Cross on His Body, znd in celling fircad Ins Body te tie ex-

Tu lus poetteat Hook aaainst Marcion,the very objected passage
is thus given hy Tenulian:
€t Acceptum papen pariter vitisque liquorem
Cuorpus a1t sanguisque meus qui fundituy hic est
Pro vobus ; ficri semper quod postea jussit 3
Quave creatura panem vinunigue putatie,
Esse Sumn Corpus cum Sunzwine.  Lnb. v, udv ware.

pounder of the ancient law, suffivic.tly deelared what Gie wished
Bread to signify in thosc days of old *
instituto in the Euchariss the Sgare ot bs Boay, bt he

plished the figures of the old law Ly changiug bread 1t his

Zody. Forthe tread ard winu «rerid by Meichisedec::, thei

manna, the bread that came duwa fran Leaten, as well us the
Show Bread in the tempie, and the Broad wih which Ehas was
miraculously fed in the w.lderness were all figures of Chust's
Body ia the Euclianist.  But, s ths Sacramert Christ has
Jef: us only mere Bread, m what wou athe subsiance and realuty
of the New Law, be superior v the figure and shadww of
the Old?

For further elecidation, though we Lardly think it necessary
wo add another sentence from the cuntext.  Teriulhian explaia-
ing the prophecy of Jacod (Genes. 44.) writes thus

** Lavabo in wino stolam stam, et in senguine ure palhum
saam. Stolon Carnem demonsirat, et Vinum Sangumen:. Ha
et nunc SANGUINEN S.um 10 vino CUNSUCRAVLT, qui fune vinum
in sangu:ne figuravit.

Thes as in Jeremizs, Bread prefigared the Body of the Lord,

which is_the 7004 of the faithfel, so in the prophecy of Jacob,!

wine prefigured His dlood whieh 1s their drink ~ Christ therefore
:2 ovdcs 3o tlustrate 104 accomplish those fipnres delivered his

Tarelore. Canst 211 uot | 1o solvenda sit zecepts Corpore Domin!
sccony- | obsequivm Fuchansta resnivit, an magis Deo ohligat?
sulemnior enit statio tua, o1 et ad arsm Ded stetens ?

Tn the Tast chapter of lus Book an Prayer ke says, * quod sta
E:go devorum Deo

Nonne
Accepto
corpore Domini et reser.ato, iuinque saivum est, et participa-
1o mysteviret excento ohen

Oac¢ more and we wiil have done-

i Atque wa oxinde wnanate donmunece corpons weecitur M
vde Pudician.
| Safur fur the olgection from Tertvihan, @ hicir ought conan-
1 Iv to hare heen cons dered 2 fusiorn houps v hen st was cbandos-
ied by Calun.

The objector has wzde some aliusion to the Gresk Testament
which we do not fully understand, though the Cathelic doctnine
has as bittle 1o fearanihis ground, as from the Latn of Textulk
Han. IHe talks of the origznal.  'We hopo jie does nat mean
to assert that Christ spoke Greek at the last supper.  He ovght
1o kaow before he presumes to meddle with such subjects, that
accurding to the general consent of Biblical scliolars, our Sa-
viour spike in Syro-Chaliiac, and that 1t was i that language
the waords of the Iustitution were pronvunced. 1t true that ma-
‘ny Protestant writers includ.ng Adarm Clarke, Horne, &c., en-
I'deavored to elude the force of the words This is my body, by as-
serting that 1o the Syro-Chaldaic there was uo verd sigmiyirg
1o represent, and that hon®s our Lord was obliged to use tho

werb is, for ugnifics, verrescals or demotes, and thatat is in this
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