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of Rome mund tic Rcf'ornd clunîclies. Tlicyîvere
not carricd on witli so muchi enigcnncse, nor wenc
the general body of clrititians ciigagcd iii tîiis con-
trovc(6y.

But if' we attend to tiiercal state of' Ulic Catho-
lic clioncli during tlioi« naes, wec shiah fiuîd iiat,
tii ere 'n good muid sufficicnt neasons l'or tîmis differ-
cnce. Vc shall pcncciv that the littlc noisetliat was
ninde about titis subject, ay bo satisf'actorûly cx-
plained withiout supposingtlic cliurch to have been
unaniîmously o? the sanie sentiments with, Pas-
chasios.

For, finst of ail, tlie opposens of the doctrine of
the real, presence wcrc flot pnonounced hcretics tilt
flic ycar 1215. in tliis ycan, in tic pontif'icate of
Innocent tlic Third,tie doctrine of'Transubstantia-
tion was iun thc council o? Uic Latenan, declarcd to
be a doctrine of tlic chuncli. Yet even the nu-
thority of Luis couneil was dcnicd by many. One
great cause thon, of flic bittcnness of Ulic disputes
ivhicli liave Leen rirgcd in lnter t'uies, wvas thien
îvanting. The on1e party diii net considen the otlien
as hieret; non did thîoy esteeni tie sentimnts o?
one anotiien as exclading those wlio held theni fronu
tic besoin cf'th Uc liuncli.

Secondly, in the canliern ges of cliriîtianity', nou
adoration was puid tu the cutisecrattl brcad or
waf'cn. The adoration of tlie lioýt nas first re-
qiiircd by Hlonorius the Poiirtl, and Gregory te
N intli in tic thiitcentli century. flîfone tiat Pc.
riod thien the obcttons cf trnisîtbstantiatjon coîiîd
ziot accuse ieir advcrsarics o? impicty iii ncfusîngr
toworsip Gai!; non could the latter charge Il for-
nmer with idolatry inii onséitpieing a picce o!' brcad.
There wîas 11o rooin f'or citiier teciee accusation
or tic other. Anothen source, Uicnef'orc, and per.
hîap-, tlic principal source o? ml li iteitrncss thiat
lias beeil sîiovîiiin controverting titis subject i
inoulcnn tuies, wvas stili îvantingr ii tue a-es cf'
w'Iiclî ive arc tncatiug.

Thirilly, tlhe aiinual festial of the bodîy cf
Christ lins tcinded more titan aîîy otîter cîncuni-
stance to %vidcn tic breacit lietv cen tic Roman
antd Rcfornicd cîuircîaes, cspccially iii tue vieu- cf
flicioeuuorant and most inieronis cass o? men, and
lias consequentdv been the source of inuchi bitter-
ness mid aiunosity. For it appears pccuîlîarly o?-1
f'unsive to picus Prnotestants, and cxcecdiiugîy con-
diicivc at tic sanie Uîne tu licigliteil Uie ',.ml*o!' Uic
Itoînian Catholics. -But tlit5 l'estival v.assnot in-
trnîîuceà tit theo tltirtciitli ceittury ; îîur %,as it
!':illy establislicd bi ot'lc cuailci of Vienîiu. Iin
1:33 .

Foitiy, ai th:c otlier cercenonics lî'y %v.'h-ic the

n'iittors of ficercal presence tre distnguiýlied frot
otliers, %v'cre îîîvcîteid and added to the ritual i
later tîmies. Of!' titis kind tire, the clcvation c
the host,the spleiidlid rccptacles prcpared for th(
body of' Christ, and cthers of' a siijlar nature.

Upon the %wholc, it appears cvidcnt tliat LeÇori
the elevcnth, twelftli, or thirteentlî ceiîtury, ther,
wns nothing of' an external nature to distingi8l
tlie abettors of these two opinions froeni cd oUi
cr. Neitlier party coutid regard the otlier ae here
ticat. Tiiere wvas nu charge of' idolatry on the
one side, nor of inpicty on tie other Tiiere Wa:
no cxternal cercnîony tu render flic diffeèrence con
spi"uous. Thtey veureabippeil togetiier, and werî
perfcctly of' the sanie communion. They cele
bratéd the Eucharist Là flic sanie mariner, and un
cd the sanie lang unge, the Inguage of Uic instîtu.
tioni. AU tlie difl'eîce Iay iii somte nice explana.
tion of these wvordswhli fecw pensons undenstood,
and still fowen considcrcd as of' any importance.

It is thicrefore possib!e Uitat flic doctrine of tlie
real prosence, may Iivive bueen introduccil 'ixto thec
Clîurc'h. though it liîd not Lecn rccei% cd froni flic
beginiîiig. It nîiglit for a frne be only a specula-
tive explanation cf' the %vunds of' scriptune.
~'c long as it pruduccul ti0 change iii tl.c lractice,
ini the %%orbL.!!, or dcetrne u? th.e cl.tî;cli, it
%'nul n1aIcheU Efflenlîc, and ecite lho at-
tention arnong ,tlc nîultitudle. Iluw înany specu-
lative points are tcrý, on itilch christiatis o? the
Saine conillnui,îun dîflýr fnuiiî oîie aitothlcr,%% itioîit bc-
ii:- producti% c (if auîy nuise or distunbance ? lIiow
inany passags Of bcripture aic U.urv, . luthan-
cd nmen cxpIaiîî dîflýreîîrly, aid vet hve togcther
ini Ui utniost linrrony ? And if titis freqîieintly
happens now, NVhyV îay we flot Suppose tiiat 'ut
migflit niso take place ii flic tcntli ceîitury? There
was notliug ta nender it impossible then, any more
than ut flic present day.

It is int1ccd di!licult for a perEoii to divest him-
bel!' of 111je iîtirea ciun ~hcarise froii 'tÂcw of
ttlléîîs iii !Ilîr prt.ciît btatc. IL iz 4ddtult to con-
cne that a sultject %ilàclî noîv crentes su niocli

différence anuong clsnibtians, and giies risc ta so
nîîch r.Itercait.ri, n üttId nuL pnodîcc thc s-anie cf-
f'ccts in furnrn ages. But titis différnci n the
cf'ect wicli thec discuss*.on (if tiis bubjcct 110w pro-
duces fron uhat ut proiluccî iii tl. ninth aund
tentliccîîturice., arîsCs plaitily L't ar ILe 10ufret
circumnâtaiîccs (if te liurucli it hidi hia% e jusL bccîi

cxTLUîd 'J'Itu lalîatiUnS J! cUn Sîv.îUUr':
u. OrI , gicilby tlU iv. o paflice, vtcre isiiccuàlatiens
of a niicir u.atiinc twlà.Id Lad nu influence on prac-
ticr, and cuuui.riiucttIy v.U cw cganiced by te buîk-
uf cl.ristiauns 11ît!î lttle tir n4o attcittiuin IL us nu


